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CHRONOLOGY OF . THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 


THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVIIIth Century (1803), 36 vols. 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional History , 24 vols. ; 
Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621 ; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’ s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 
Almon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett's Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 
Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., &e. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 











HISTORY. (StxTH PARLIAMENT.) 
CONQUEST to 34 GEO. II.—1066 to 1760. Vol. 39 & 40...59 Geo. III. ...... 1819 
eet EE asesed 60 — ..- 1819-20 
Vol. 1 to 15, 1 Wit. I. to 34 Gro. II. 
1066-1760 


Second Series. 


REIGN OF GEORGE III.—1760 to 1820. | REIGN OF GEORGE IV.—1820 to 1830 


Vol. 15 to 35, 1 Go. III. to 40 Gro. III. 





1760-1800 (SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
| Vol. 1 to 3... 1 Geo. IV. ..... 1820 
(First PARLIAMENT.) Pe Bb Ba eee ne 1821 
VS 41 Geo. IIL.......... a eee ee a 
me SD ccocecses 42 pir: 5h banlcaends 1802; — 8— 9... 4 a aaeataett sys 182 
| — 10—11... 5 ee. aioe 1824 
(SECOND PARLIAMENT.) ~ - - ; sete ee 
Veh 88 estionss 42 Geo, III. ......1802-3 | ee ee pe ie . 
Te | (EIGHTH PARLIAMENT.) 
DEBATES. Loo meen 7 Guo. IV. ...... 1826 
EF : oe: Ss ee Se 1827 
sche goeeeae Bees rer 1828 
(SECOND PARLIAMENT—continued.) | — 9— 9t210 ere 1829 
Vol. 1 & 2...44 Gro. IIL...... 1803-4) — 22 to 25...11 wt | ees 1830 
— $to 5...45 wee seaaes 1805 | 
a eee 1806 Third Sertes. 
(THIRD PARLIAMENT.) |REIGN OF WILLIAM [V.—1830 to 1837 
Vol. 8 & 9...47 GEO. III. cece 1806-7 (NINTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 1 to 3... 1 Waa, FV....... 1830-] 
(FouRTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 9 to11...48 Geo. IIE.,; (--p f807-B) *>. | : “(Texte Ne sone: gs 


— 12—14... ae oeaie 
SB Se elie, amo. 8 Weal. ta 
i SO oe ae atolt orbs cies da 3 sete eal 1832 
ae, ee ae ee ~ Ser 
| Looe (he 08 (ELEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 

(FIFTH pg a °°? ol Vol? 18 to 20... 4 Winx. IV....... 1833 
Wol. 24 to 26...53 Guo. III. ... 1812-13) — 22 — 75-5 wee —_ 
— 97 &%...54 — ... 1818-14) 
— 29 to 31...55 an. rer (TWELFTH PARLIAMENT.) 
— 32 — 34...56 mee?” “Gitsee 1816 | Vol. 26 to 30... 6 Wii. IV....... 1835 
— 35 & 36...57 = ae re 1817} — 31— 35... 7 Si ee acaae 1836 
— 37 — 38...58 ae 1818} — 36— 38... 8 ~ —— — eeceee 1837 
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iv CHRONOLOGY OF “THE PAKLIAMENTARY DEBATES ”—cont. 
REIGN OF VICTORIA—1837 to 1901. (TWENTY-First PARLIAMENT.) 
(THIRTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) | Vol. rad ya ae rears aes oh 
Vol. 39 to 44... 1 VicTorRIA ...... 1888 | __ 227 —231...39 ee 1876 
 46-—- 50...2 — © «...:1839) — 939 —2936...40  —-'1......1877 
OS OB BO 0s 1640) — 937 —962...42 — ''....05 1878 
=  6—...4 = (a) 1841, — 943 249..42 — .. 1878-9 
i | — 250 &251...438  — (a) 1880 
“ (FoURTEENTH PARLIAMENT, ) ' } 
Vol. 59 ......... 4 Vicrorta (b) 1841 (TWENTY-SECOND PARLIAMENT.) 
— @0to 66...5 (ee en. 1842 Vol 252 to sees VicrortA : '(b} 1880 
— 66— 71... 6 eso Sn eae 1843 — 257 —26b...4 eT 1881 
ee , ee A eee 1844, — 266 973. 45 — (a) 1882 
ee Pe ae ee eee 1845 — 274 & 275..46~  — (b) 1882 
— 83 — 88... 9 ~ eer 1846, — 276 to283...46 == | weenes 1883 
o= £9 9E...10° © (a) 1847 |.— 284 —292..47. -— © ..1884 
: | -- 293 —301...48, — —: . 1884- 5 
(Fiprageret PaRiiaMen.) (TWENTY ‘Tam Siessaninie: ) 
Vol. 96... 10 Victorta (b) 1847 
— 96to10l...11 gyi ieaate:* 1848 Vol. 302 to 307...49 VicTORIA (a).1886 
EE cccees 1849 ne 
ie SOR AREBOBE) we ix? ..... so60 |. | Ren een eee 
a Sr, eae 1851 Vol. 308 & 309...49 Victoria (b) 1886 
— 119 —122...15 pikes (a) 1852; — 310 to 321...50 amr 1" Veowses 1887 
: wn Sa. «1. seagld 1888 
(SIXTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) Ros: i pe ae co aia = 
Voli 193.. ........ 15 Victorta (b) 1852 349 356.54 ie "1890-1 
—- 124 to 129...16 = eee, 1853 | re ui 
Sie 180 —135...17 «teens. 1854 | Fourth Series. in 
— 136 —139...18 a seeaes 1855 | (TWENTY-FOURTH PARLIAMENT—cont.) 
\ah-+-- <heeaenae ~ a oar o 1856 Vol. 1to 6...55 VicToRIA ......1 
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* (TWENTY-FIFTH PARLIAMENT.) 
(SEVENTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) | Vol © canons 56 VICTORIA ...... 1892 
Vol. 145 to 147...20 Victoria (b)1857| —_ 8 to 21...57 _: ... 1893-4 
— 148 —151 ..21 aot: Aedes 1858| — 22 — 29...57 eae 1894 
— 152 —153...22 — (a) 1859, — 30 — 35...58 + ceeeee 1895 
(EIGHTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) (TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT.) : 
Vol. 154 to 155:..22 Victoria (b) 1859 | Wee: FB cesses 59 VICTORIA ...... 1895 
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— 45 — 52...60 i'M getees 1897 
— 161 —164...24 nih earner 1861 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Ere. 





THE CABINET. 


nr. Minister and First Lord of the Treasury and Lord Privy Seal——Rt. Hon. Arraur J, 
ALFOUR. 
Lord President of the Council——His Grace the Duke of DEVONSHIRE, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBURY. 
Seeretaries of State—— 
Foreign Affairs——Most Hon. the Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G. 
Home Department——Rt. Hon. A. AKERS-DouGLas, M.P. 
Colonial——Rt. Hon. JOSEPH CHAMBERLAIN, M.P. 
War——Rt. Hon. W. St. JoHN Broprick, M.P. 
India——Rt. Hon. Lord GEorGE HAMILTON, M.P. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer——Rt. Hon. Cuas. T. RitTcH1E, M.P. 
First Lord of the Admiralty ——Rt. Hon. the EARL OF SELBORNE. 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 
President of the Board of Trade——Rt. Hon. GERALD W. BALFour, M.P. 
Postmaster-General——Rt. Hon. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Esq., M.P. 
Secretary for Scotland——Rt. Hon. Lord BALFouR OF BURLEIGH. 
President of the Local Government Board——Rt. Hon. WALTER H. Lona, M.P. 
President of the Board of Agriculture——Rt. Hon. R. W. HANBuRy, M.P. 
President of the Board of Education——The Most Noble the Marquess of LONDONDERRY. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland——Rt. Hon. GEORGE WyYNDHAM, M.P. 


NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury——Sir A. ACLAND-Hoop, Bt., M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury——W. Hayes FisHxr, Esq., M.P. 
Secretary of the Board of Education——Sir WILLIAM ANSON, Bt., M.P. 
Secretary to the Admiralty——HuGH O. ARNOLD-FoRSTER, Esq., M.P. 

H. T. ANSTRUTHER, Esq., M.P. 
Lords of the Treasury——+ Hon. AILWYN FELLOWES, M.P. 

H. W. Forster, Esq., M.P. 

(Aamirel — W. : KERR, rey 

. iral Sr JOHN FISHER, G.C.B. 
Lords of the Admiralty——_ Po. Admiral W. H. May, M.V.O. 
Rear-Admiral JouN DURNFORD, C.B., D.S.O. 

Civil Lord of the Admiralty——E. G. Preryman, Esq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Office—— Lord CRANBORNE, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Home Uffice——Hon. T. H. CocHRANE, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Colonial Office——Rt. Hon. Earl of ONSLow, G.C.M.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Office——Rt. Hon. Earl Percy, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Ottice——Rt. Hon. Karl of HARDWICKE. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade——A. Bonar Law, Esq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board——J. GRANT LAwsoN, Esq., M.P. 
Financial Secretary, War Offiee——Lord STANLEY, M.P. 
Attorney-General——Sir R. Bs Fryuay, K.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General——Rt. Hon. E. Carson, K.C., M.P. ‘ 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Earl of DUDLEY. 
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster--—Rt. Hon. Sir WM. WALROND, Bt., M.P. 
First Commissioner of Works——Rt. Hon. Lord WINDsoR. 















vi HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE—(Cont.) 
OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE 
Judge Advocate-General——Rt. Hon. Sir F. H. Jeunn, K.C.B., President Probate, Divorce, and 
Admiralty Division. 
Lord Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON. 
Vice-Chamberlain——Sir A. AcLann-Hoop, Bt., M.P 
Lord Steward——Rt. Hon. Earl of Pemproke anp Montcomery, G.C.V.0. 
Master of the Horse——His Grace the Duke of PortLanp, K.G., G.C.V.O. 
Paymaster-General——His Grace the Duke of MarLBoroveGH. 
Comptroller of the Household——Viscount VaLentia, M.P. 
» Treasurer of the Household——Vyjcror C. W. CavenpisH, Esq., M,P. 
Master of the Buckhounds Right Hon. Lord CuEesHam. 
Captain Yeomen of the Guard—Rt. Hon. Earl WaLpEGRAVE. 
/Rt. Hon. Earl of Kintrore, G.C.M.G. 
Rt. Hon. Earl of Densicu. 
= a ety mi an K.C.V.O. ° 
, ieee t. Hon, Earl Howe. 
Lords-in-Waiting—— Rt. Hon. Lord Lawrence. 
Rt. Hon. Lord Bacor. 
Rt. Hon. Lord Sorrre.p, G.C.V.O., K.C.B. 
Rt. Hon. Lord Kenyon. 


SCOTLAND. 
Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal——-Rt. Hon. Lord Batrovur or BURLEIGH. 
Lord Justice-Generai 1.5. Hon. J. B. Batrour. 
Lord Advocate——Rt. Hon. A. GRAHAM Murray, K.C., M.P. 
Lord Justice Clerk——Rt. Hon. Lord Kirspureu, C.B. 
Lord Clerk Register——His Grace the Duke of Montrose, K.T. *° 
Lord High Commissioner——Rt. Hon. Earl of LevEN AND MELVILLE. 
Solicitor-General——Cuar.zs Scorr Dickson, Esq., K.C., M.P. 


IRELAND. 
Lord Lieutenant—-— Rt. Hon. Ear] of DupLey. 
Lord Chancellor—— Rt. Hon. Lord AsHBouRNE. 
Chief Sec reta>v-—-—-Rt. Hon. Georcre Wynpuam, M.P. 
Under Secretary——Sir ANTONY MCDONNELL. 
Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction——Presideat: The Rt. Hon. the CHIEF 
SECRETARY FOR IRELAND; Vice-President: Rt. Hon. Horace PLUNKETT. 
Attorney-General——Rt. Hon. J. Atkinson, K.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General——Gro. Wricut, Esq., K.C. 














PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Chairman of Committees——Rt. Hon. Earl of Mor.ey. 

Clerk of Parliaments——Henry J. L. Granam, Esq., C.B. 

Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant)——Hon. E. P. Tuestcer, C.B. 

Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees——Epwarp HALL ALpERsON, Esq. 

Counsel to the Chairman of Committees——ALBert Gray, Esq, 

Chief Clerk and Taxing Officer of Private Bill Costs—-—R. W. Monro, Esq. 

Clerk of Public Bills——A. Harrison, Esq. 

‘Senior Clerks—— 

Peers’ Printed Paper Office——C. L. ANsTRuTHER, Esq. 

wer — Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs——J. F. 
KENE, , 

‘Slerk of the joe — 2, A. Leien, Esq. 

Principal Clerk of Private vate dt . F. Symons Jeune, Esq. 

Ot-.er Clerks W. H. Hamitton Gorpon, Esy.; Hon. A. McDonneti; A., H. Rostnson, 
Esq. (Clerk of Private Bills); H. P. St. Jonn, Esq.; V. M. Broputpu, Esq.: Hon. E. A. 
Stonor; H. J. F. Bapetey, Esq.; C. Heapiam, Esq.; J. B. Hornam, Esq. ; E. C. 
Vicors, Esq. ; and A. Tennyson, Esq. 

ecountant———-G. FuLKgEs, Esq. 

Copyist——Mr. T. A. Court; Assistant Copyist——Mr. H. P. Norris. 

Messengers——Messrs. A. A. Worreti, C. E. Curztert, A. M. Sroui, J. W. F. Locke, 
J. McMixan, G. Bennett, G. T. Puinip. 

Librarian——S. Artruur Strone, Esq. 

Assistant Librarian——A. H. M. Butter, Esq. 

Attendant——Mr. W. WorrFELL. , 

Examiners or Standing Orders——C. W. Campion, Esq. ; J. F. Symons Jeunx, Esq. ; Clerk 





. Fe, 3 
Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod—-—Gen. Sir MICHAEL A. S, BippurH, G.C.B. 
Yeoman Usher——Captain T. D. Burier. 
Serjeant-at-Arms——Lt.-Col. Rt. Hon. Sir FLeetwoop I. Epwarps, G.C.V.O., K.C.B. 
Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. Hanp, Esq. : 
Resident Superintendent——J. K. Wiutuiams, Esq- 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE.—/Cont.) vii 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS.—(Cont.) 


Shorthand Writer——W. H. GURNEY SALTER, a 

Principal Doorkeepers——Messrs. W. CHANDLER, E. Fox, F. HOLMAN. 

First Class Assistants——Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE. p 

Second Class Assistants—— Messrs. B. GALLop, H. B. STREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. STOPP. 

Third Class Assistants——Messrs. J. WooLacotTt, A. A. EDNEY, J. F. BAuM. 

Messengers——Messrs. A. J. SoLMAN, J. B. ForsyTH, C. CHAPMAN, W. PHILLIPS, 
W. W.. MEATEs. 

Superintendent of Refreshment Rooms——Mr. W. CAsBon. 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords——Mr. T. KENDRICK. 

Clerk of the Works, Houses of Parliament Mr. C. J. WILLIAMS. 

Resident Engineer, Houses of Parliament——-Mr. A. P. PATEyY. 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Clerk of the Honse of Commons——Sir CouRTNEY PEREGRINE ILBERT, K.C.S.1L, C.LE. 

Clerk-Assistant——-ARTHUR W. NICHOLSON, Esq. 

Second Clerk-Assistant——T. L. WEBSTER, Esq. 

Principal Clerks—— 
Public Bill Office, and Clerk of Fees——W. Grpsons, Esq. 
Clerk of the Journals——W. H. Ley, Esq. 
Committee Office——R. DIcKINSON, Esq. 
Private Bill Office——J. H. W. SomERSET, Esq. 

Senior Clerks——F. St. GEorRGE Tupper, Esq.; H. C. Tower, Esq.; C. V. FRERE, Esq. ; 
L. T. LE MARCHANT, Esq. ; G. C. GIFFARD, Esq. ; Sir E, H. DoYLE, Bart. ao 

Assistant Clerks——S. L. SImEoN, Esq. ; ARTHUR I. DASENT, Esq. ; E. C. HOWE BROWNE, 
Esq. ; HoRACE WEst, Esq. ; HENRY A. FERGUSON-DAVIE, Esq. ; ARTHUR H. ELLIs, Esq. ; 
Percy A. BuLL, Esq.; F. R. WiLuiAMs Wynn, Esq.; W. E. Grey, Esq. ; F. C. 
HOLLAND, Esq. ; J. W. G. Bonp, Esq. 

Junjor Clerks——H. C. DAwKINs, Esq. ; A. F. B. WitutAms, Esq.; R. P. CoLoms, Esq. ; 

. H. FELL, Esq. ; R. E. CHILDERS, Esq. ; J. Scovr PoRTER, Esq. ; F. C. BRAMWELL, Esq. ; 

W. T. LEGGE, Soe. ;C. R. TURNER, Esq. ; W. K. Grppons, Esq. ; A. E. A. W. SMYTH, Esq. ; 
K. J. C. Moorsom,, Esq. ; C. D. Rosrrtson, Esq. ; R. D. RApciIvFE, Esq. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——H. D. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Deputy Serjeant——F. R. GossEt, Esq. 

Assistant Sergeant——W. H. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Chaplain to the House——Rev. Archdeacon BASIL WILBERFORCE, D.D. 

Secretary to the Speaker——Epwarp GULLY, Esq. 

Counsel to the Speaker——Hon. Sir E. CHAnpDos LEIGH, K.C., K.C.B. 

Trainbearer——Mr. J. FRENCH. 

Messenger——Mr. W. MURRELL. 

Collectors of Fees on Private Bills C. L. LocKTon, Esq. 

Referee of Private Billsa——-ALFRED BONHAM CARTER, Bsq., C.B. 

Examiners of Private Bills——C. W. CAmPIon, Esq. ; J. F. SYMONS JEUNF, Esq. 

Taxing Master--—C. W. Campion, Esq. ; Clerk——B. H. FELL, Esq. 

Vote Office—— . 

Chief Clerk——H. A. M. Ki.uick, Esq. 
Assistant Clerks——PHILIP Smitu, Esq. ; H. OTWAY MAYNE, Esq. 
Messenger-——Mr. JOHN EDWARDS. 

Librarian——R. C. WALPOLE, Esq. ; Assistant Librarian——TemPLe FRANCKS, Esq., B.C.L. ; 
Clerks in Library——Messrs. J. R. Crimp, WM. STEWART; Messengers——Messrs. 
A. Frruin, W. HAGveE. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GurRNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Printers—— 

Journals——G. E. BriscoE Eyre, Esq. 
Votes—--J. B. NICHOLS, Esq. 

Postmaster——Mr. EpMUND W. PIKE ; Hall Keeper——Mr. J. GLYNN. 

Office Keeper——Mr. W. HARVEY. 

Office Clerk in Committee Otfice——Mr. T. FIELDEN MITCHELL. 

Office Clerk in Journal Office——Mr. A. A. TAYLOR. . 

Messengers——Messrs. J. J. SHELVEY, C. DAVIE, W. QUANTRILL, H. JonEs, G. D. WuxLLER, 
J. ARMSTRONG, J. WoopwarpD, J. Ivory,G. NORMAN. 

Doorkeepers——Mr. W. Witson, Mr. M. INGLEFIELD. 

Office Messenger——Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN. 

Messengers (1st Class)——-Mr. H. HAMBLING, Mr. C. WoopcraFt, Mr. R. ROBERTSON, Mr. 
J. Hits, Mr. J. SpRAGUE, Mr. A. ANDREWS, Mr. T. B. Spray, Mr. G. Tye, Mr. R. 
Hossy, Mr. G. ANSTEY, Mr. J. H. Day. 

Messengers (2nd Class) ——Messrs. J. HENDERSON, G. WAINWRIGHT, J. GUYATT, R. TURTLE, 
A. HASKELL, A. C. JOHNSON, G. CLAPPERTON, H. E. LININGTON. 

Superintendent of Members’ Waiting Room Mr. J. F. HENLEY; Assistant-—Mr. W. 
BROADBENT ; Porters——Messrs. J. ORAM, T. MARTIN. 

Chief Inspector of Police attending the House of Commons——Mr. SCANTLEBURY. 
































AN ALPHABETICAL LIST 


OF THE 


LORDS SPIRITUAL AND TEMPORAL 


IN THE 


FourTH SESSION OF THE TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT 


OF 


THE UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND. 


3 EDWARD VII. 1903. 


Note.—The Figures in the Margin refer to the corresponding Figures on the Roll. 








A 157 
Abercorn, James Marquess of. (Duke | 546 
of Abercorn) 
Abercromby, George Ralph Lord | 491 
Aberdare, Henry Campbell Lord —jg3 
Abergavenny, William Marquess of 49 
Abingdon, Montagu Arthur Earl of 440 
Abinger, James Yorke MacGregor 124 
Lord 
Acton, Richard Maximilian Lord 486 
Addington, Egerton Lord 39 
Ailesbury, Henry Augustus Mar- 
quess of 28 
Ailsa, Archibald Marquess of 
Albany, His Royal Highness ”~’ 
Leopold Charles Edward George 
Albert Duke of 
sumer: Arnold Allan Cecil Earl 
0 
Aldenham, Henry Hucks Lord 
Alington, Henry Gerard Lord 
Allerton, William Lawies Lord 
Alverstone, Richard Everard Lord 


Amherst, William Archer Earl 

Amherst of Hackney, William 
Amhurst Lord 

Ampthill, Arthur Oliver Villiers 
ord 


Ancaster, Gilbert Henry Earl of 

Anglesey, Henry Cyril Marquess of 

Annaly, Luke Lord 

Annesley, Hugh Earl. (Elected for 
Ireland) 

Ardilaun, Arthur Edward Lord 

Argyll, John Douglas Sutherland 
Duke of 

Arundell of Wardour, John Francis 
Lord 

Ashbourne, Edward Lord 

Ashburnham, Bertram Ear! of 

Ashburton, Francis Denzil Edward 
Lord 

Ashcombe, George Lord 

Ashton, James Lord 

Auckland, William Morton Lord 

Avebury, John Lord 

Aylesford,Charles Wightwick Ear] of 
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B | 525 
Bagot, William Lord | 322 
Balinhard, James Lord. (Earl of , 276 
Southesk) 
Balfour of Burley, Alexander Hugh | as 
Lord. (Elected for Scotland) | 225 
Bandon, James Francis Earl of | * 
(Elected for Ireland) 
331 


Bangor, Henry William Crosbie 
Viscount. (Elected for Ireland) 

Barnard, Henry de Vere Lord 

Basing, George Limbrey Lord 


| 436 
Bateman, William Spencer Lord 
Bath, Thomas Henry Marquess of | 146 
Bath and Wells, George Wyndham | 
Bishop of 102 


Bathurst, Seymour Henry Earl 


Battersea, Cyril Lord , 563 
Beauchamp, William Earl | 533 
Beaufort, Henry Adelbert Welling- | 38 

ton Fitzroy Duke of | 287 


Bedford, Herbrand Arthur Duke of 


Belhaven and Stenton, Alexander | 
Charles Lord. (Elected for Scotland) | 118 


Belmore, Somerset Richard Earl of. ! 184 
(Elected for Ireland) | 339 

Belper, Henry Lord ars 

Berkeley, Randal Mowbray Thomas) 4 
Earl of 


Berwick, Richard Henry Lord 





Blythswood, Archibald Campbell +! 
Lord 272 

Bolingbroke and St. John, 160 
Viscount 

Bolton, William Thomas Lord 5 

Boston, George Florance Lord 

Botreaux, Charles Edward Hastings 220 
Lord. (Earl of Loudoun) 408 

Bowes, Claude Lord. (Earl of 
Strathmore and Kinghorn) 319 

Boyle, Richard Edmund St. Law- 
rence Lord. (Earl of Cork and 70 
Orrery) 256 

Brabourne, Edward Lord 117 

Bradford, George Cecil Orlando 
Earl of 85 

Brampton, Henry Lord 

Brancepeth, Gustavus Russell Lord. | 194 
(Viscount Boyne) 349 


Brandon, Alfred Douglas Duke of 


ALPHABETICAL LIST OF 








THE 

Brassey, Thomas Lord 

Braybrooke, Latimer Lord 

Braye, Alfred Thomas Townshend 
Lord 

Breadalbane, Gavin Marquess of 

Bridport, Alexander Nelson Viscount 

Bristol, Frederick William John 
Marquess of 

Brodrick, William Lord. 
Midleton) 

Brooke, Francis Richard Charles Guy 
Earl, and Earl of Warwick 

Brougham and Vaux, Henry Charles 
Lord 

Brownlow, Adelbert 
Brownlow Earl 


Buckinghamshire, Sidney Carr Earl 
of 


(Viscount 


Wellington 


Burghclere, Herbert Coulstoun Lord 
Burton, Michael Arthur Lord 

Bute, John Marquess of 

Byron, George Fredk. William Lord 


C 

Cadogan, George Henry Earl 

Cairns, Herbert John Earl 

Calthorpe, Augustus Cholmondeley 
Lord 

Cambridge, His Royal Highness 
George William Frederick 
Charles Duke of 

Camden, John Charles Marquess 

Camoys, Ralph Francis Julian Lord 

Camperdown, Robert Adam Philips 
Haldane Ear! of 

Canterbury, Randall Thomas Arch- 
bishop of 

Canterbury, Henry Charles Viscount 

Carew, Robert Shapland George 
Julian Lord 

Carleton, Richard Henry Lord. 
(Earl of Shannon) 

Carlisle, George James Earl of 

Carlisle, John Wareing Bishop of 

Carnarvon, George Edward Stan- 
hope Molyneux Ear! of 

Carnwath, Robert Harris Carnwath 
Earl of. (Elected for Scotland) 

Carrington, Charles Robert Earl 

Carysfort, William Lord. (Earl of 
‘arysfort) 























173 


359 Castlemaine, Albert Edward Lord. 
(Elected for Ireland) 
460 Castletown, Bernard Edward 472 
Barnaby Lord a7 
144 Catheart, Alan Frederick Earl 174 
158 Cawdor, Frederick Archibald 
Vaughan Earl 93 
389 Chaworth, Reginald Lord. (Earl of 
Meath) i 
431 Chelmsford, Frederic. Augustus 192 
Lord 585 
430 Chesham, Charles Compton William | | 129 
Lord 
252 Chester, Francis John Bishop of 5 45 
67 Chesterfield, Edwyn Francis Earl of | 1 95 
534 Cheylesmore, Herbert Francis Lord | 
132 Chichester, Francis Godolphin Earl 344 
of | 
244 Chichester, Ernest Roland Bishop of | 199 
43 Cholmondeley, George Henry Hugh | 999 
Marquess of | 95 
238 Churchill, Victor Albert F rancis | 
Charles Lord 
432. Churston, John Lord | 
218 Clancarty, William Frederick Vis- | 582 
count. (Karl of Clancarty) 
382 Clanwilliam, Richard James Lord. | 
(Earl of Clanwilliam) 
55 & 112 Clarendon, Edward Hyde Ear! | 
of. (Lord Chamberlain of the| 90 
Household) “179 
387 Clements, Charles Lord. (Earl of | _. 
Leitrim) 559 
288 Clifford of Chudleigh, Lewis Henry | __. 
Hugh Lord 573 
268 Clinton, Charles Henry Rolle Lord, 67 
342 Clonbrock, Luke Gerald Lord. ~ 
(Elected for Ireland) 423 
394 Cloncurry, Valentine Frederick Lord 107 
203 Cobham, Charles George Viscount 
364 Colchester,Reginald Charles Edward 398 
Lord 409 
470 Coleridge, Bernard John Seymour 
Lord 190 
237 Colville of Culross, Charles John 593 
Lord - 
219 Combermere, Francis Lynch Wel- | av 
lington Viscount 395 
421 Congleton, Henry Lord 
2 Connaught and Strathearn, His | 503 
Royal Highness Arthur William 
Patrick Albert Duke of | 371 


LORDS SPIRITUAL AND TEMPORAL. 


xi 

Cottenham, Kenelm Charles Edw jae 
Earl of 

Cottesloe, Thomas Francis Lord 

Coventry, George William Earl of 

Cowley, Henry Arthur Mornington 
Ear] 


Cowper, Francis Thomas de Grey 
Earl 

Cranbrook, Gathorne Earl of 

Cranworth, Bertram Francis Lord 

Craven, William George Robert 
Earl of 

Crawshaw, Thomas Lord 

Crewe, Robert Offley Ashburton 
Earl of 

Crofton, Edward Henry Churchill 
Lord. (Elected for Ireland) 

Cromer, Evelyn Earl of 

Cross, Richard Assheton Viscount 


Cumberland and Teviotdale, His 
Royal Highness Ernest Au , ny 


William Adolphus George 
Duke of 

Currie, Philip Henry Wodehouse 

Lord 


D 


Dartmouth, William Heneage Earl of 
Dartrey, Vesey Earl of 


Davey, Horace Lord. 
Appeal in Ordinary) 

Dawnay, Hugh Richard Lord. (Vis- 
count Downe) 

de Clifford, Jack Southwell Lord 


De Freyne, Arthur Lord 


De La Warr, Gilbert Geo. Reginald 
Earl 


De L’Isle and Dudley, Philip Lord 
De Mauley, William Ashley Webb 
Lord 


(4A Lord of 


de Montalt, Cornwallis Earl 

De Ramsey, William Henry Lord 
de Ros, Dudley Charles Lord 

De Saumarez, James St. Vincent 


Lord 
de Vesci, John Robert William 
Lord. (Viscount de Vesct) 
Delamere, Hugh Lord 





xii 
62 


396 
514 
57 
495 
60 


ALPHABETICAL 

Denbigh, Rudolph Robert Basil | 
Aloysius Augustine Earl of 

Denman, Thomas Lord 
Deramore, Robert Wilfrid Lord 
Derby, Frederick Arthur Earl of 
Derwent, Harcourt Lord 
Devon, Henry Hugh Ear! of 


8&17 Devonshire, Spencer Compton 
Duke of. 
Council) 

Digby, Edward Henry Trafalgar 
Lord | 


306 


309 
71 


(Lord President of the 


Dinevor, Arthur de Cardonnel Lord 


Doncaster, William Henry Walter 
Earl of. 
Queensberry) 

Dormer, Ronald John Lord 


Douglas, Charles Alexander Lord. 
(Earl of Home) 


of. (Elected for Ireland) 
Ducie, Henry John Earl of 
Dudley, William Humble Ear! of 


LIST OF THE 


171 


516 


250 


471 
| 354 
| 233 


69 


(Duke of Buccleuch and | § 


heda, Ponsonby William Earl 57: 


Dufferin and Ava, Terence John ° 


Temple Marquess of 


Dunalley, Henry O'Callaghan Lord. * 


(Elected for Ireland) 


Dunboyne, Robert St. John Fitz- 


Walter Lord. (Elected for Irelund) 
Dundonald, Douglas Mackinnon 
Baillie Hamilton Earl of. (Elected 
Sor Scotland) 
Dunleath, Henry Lyle Lord 
Dunmore, Charles Adolphus Lord. 
(Earl of Dunmore) 
Dunning, John Lord. (Lord Rollo) 
Durham, John George Earl of 


Durham, Handley Glynn 
Bishop of 


Carr 


E 
Ebury, Robert Wellesley Lord 


Effingham, Henry Alexander Gordon 


Ear! of 
Egerton, Wilbraham Ear! 
Eldon, John Earl of 


Elgin, Victor Alexander Lord. (Earl 365 


of Elgin and Kincardine) | 
Ellenborough, Edward Downes Lord 


Ellesmere, Francis Charles Granville 
Ear! of 


Elphinstone, Sidney Herbert Lord 

Ely, Alwyne Bishop of 

Emly, Thomas William Gaston Lord 

Erskine, William Macnaghten Lord 

Esher, Reginald Baliol Viscount 

Essex, George Devereux de Vere 
Earl of 

Ettrick, William John George Lord. 
(Lord Napier) 

Exeter, William Thomas Brownlow 
Marquess of 


Exmouth, Edward Addington Har- 
greaves Viscount 


F 


Fairlie, David Lord. 
Glasgow) 

Falkland, Byron Plantagenet Vis- 
count. (Elected for Scotland) 


Falmouth, Evelyn Edward Thomas 
Viscount 

Farquhar, Horace Brand Lord 

Farrer, Thomas Cecil Lord 

Fermanagh, John Henry 
(Earl Erne) 

Ferrers, Sewallis Edward Earl 

Feversham, William Ernest Earl of 

Field, William Ventris Lord 

Fife, Alexander William George 
Duke of 

Fingall, Arthur James Francis Lord. 
(Earl of Fingall) 

Fisherwick, Geo. Augustus Hamilton 
Lord. (Marquess of Donegall) 

Fitzhardinge, Charles Paget Fitz- 
hardinge Lord 

Fitzwilliam, William 
Meuron Earl 

Foley, Henry Thomas Lord 

Forbes, Horace Courtenay Gammell 
Lord. (Elected for Scotland) 

Forester, Cecil Theodore Lord 

Fortescue, Hugh Earl 

Foxford, William Henry Edmond 
de Vere Sheatte Lord. (Zarl of 
Limerick) 


(Earl of 


Lord. 


Charles De 





83 


484 
581 
224 


6 & 197 


524 


LORDS SPIRITUAL AND TEMPORAL. 
‘Hampden, Henry Robert Viscount 

Hampton, Herbert Perrott Murray 
' ‘Lord 


G 
Gage, Henry Charles Lord. 


count Gage) 
Gainsborough, 

Francis Earl of 
Gardner, Lord 
Gerard, Frederick John Lord. 
Gifford, Edric Frederic Lord 
Glanusk, Joseph Russell Lord 
Glenesk, Algernon Lord 
Gloucester, Charles John Bishop of | 


Gordon, John ‘Campbell Viscount. ' 
(Earl of Aberdeen) 


Gormanston, Jenico William J oseph 
Lord. (Viscount Gormanston) 


Goschen, George Joachim Viscount | 
Gough, Hugh Viscount | 
Grafton, Augustus Charles Lennox =) 40 

| 


(Fis- 


Charles 





Duke of 


Graham, Douglas Beresford Malise 
Ronald Earl. (Duke of Montrose) 


Granard, Bernard Arthur William | 
Patrick ne Lord. (Earl of | 
Granard) 

Grantley, John Richard Brinsley 
Lord 

Granville, Granville George Earl» 

Grenfell, Francis Wallace Lord 


Greville, Algernon William Fulke 34: 


Lord 
Grey, Albert Henry George Earl 





William | =- 


| 363 
‘141 


445 


| 210 


Grey de Ruthyn, Rawdon George | 
Grey Lord | OF 


Grimthorpe, Edmund Lord 


Grinstead, 
(Earl of Enniskillen) 


Lowry Egerton Lord | | 


Guilford, Frederick George Earlof | ~ 


Gwydir, Peter Robert Lord 


| 
H | be 

Haddington, George Earl of. (Elected | 
for Scotland) 
Haldon, Lawrence Hesketh Lord | 
Haliburton, Arthur Lawrence Lord | : 
Halifax, Charles Lindley Viscount 


Stanley 


Halsbury, pry ia) 
hance 


Earl of. (Lord High 


Hamilton of Dalzell, Gavin George 





Lord 


xiit 


Hardinge, Henry Charles Viscount 

Hardwicke, Albert Edward Philip 
Henry Earl of 

Hare, William Lord. 
Listowel) 

Harewood, Henry Ulick Earl of 

Harlech, William Richard-Lord 


Harrington, Charles Angee Earl 
of 


Harris, George Robert Canning Lord 
Harrowby, John Herbert Dudley 
‘Earl of 


Hartismere, Charles Henry Chandos 
Lord. | (Lord Henniker) 


(Earl of 


' Hastings, George Manners Lord 


Hatherton, Edward George Percy 
Lord 


Hawarden, Cornwallis. © Viscount. 
(Elected for Ireland) (In another 
place as Earl de Montalt) 


Hawke, Martin Bladen Lord 


Hawkesbury, Cecil George Savile 
Lord 


Hay, Archibald Fitzroy’ George 
Lord. (Earl of Kinnoul): . 

Headley, Charles Mark’ Lord. 
(Elected for Ireland) 

Heneage, Edward Lord 

Hereford, Robert Viscount 

Hereford, John Bishop of 

Herries, Marmaduke Francis Lord 

Herschell, Richard Farrer Lord 


Hertford, Hugh de Grey Marquess 
of 


Heytesbury, William Frederick Lord 
Hill, Rowland Richard Viscount 
Hillingdon, Charles William Lord 


Hillsborough, Arthur Wills John 
Wellington Trumbull Blundell 
Earl of. (Marquess of Downshire) 


Hindlip, Charles Lord 

Hobhouse, Arthur Lord 

Holm Patrick, Hans Wellesley Lord 
Hood, Francis Wheler Viscount 
Hothfield, Henry James Lord 








xiv 
459 


280 


152 
493 


189 


106 
338 


167 


576 
538 


564 
78 


541 
388 


426 
443 
522 
321 
365 


449 
593 
341 


384 


155 
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Howard of Glossop, Francis Edward 
Lord 

Howard de Walden, Thomas Evelyn 
Lord 


178 
437 
570 
Howe, George Richard Penn Earl | 404 


Howth, William Ulick Tristram 








Lord. (Earl of Howth) | 593 
Huntingdon, Warner Francis John 236 
Plantagenet Earl of 


Hutchinesn, Richard. Welter John | °™* 
Viscount. (Earl of Donoughmore) — 231 


Hylton, Hylton George Hylton Lord | 


, 487 
Iddesleigh, Walter Stafford Earl | 
of | 122 
Ilchester, Henry Edward Earl of 
Inchiquin, Lucius William Lord. | 345 
(Elected for Ireland) 
Innes, Henry John Earl. (Duke | 32 
of Roxburghe) 


186 


| 84 
} 

| 455 
| 433 


Inverclyde, George Arbuthnot Lord 
Iveagh, Edward Cecil Lord 


J 
James, Henry Lord 


Jersey, Victor Albert George Earl 15 
of 168 
K 414 
206 

Kelvin, William Lord 
Kenlis, Geoffrey Thomas Lord. 86 


(Marquess of Headfort) 
Kenmare, Valentine Augustus Lord. 161 
(Earl of Kenmare) 255 
Kenry, Windham Thomas Lord. | 3, 
(Earl of Dunraven and Mount-Earl) vee 
Kensington, Hugh Lord ie 
Kenyon, Lloyd Lord 
Robert Schomberg Lord. 


| 589 


Ker, | 64 
(Marquess of Lothian) | 
Kesteven, John Henry Lord 511 
Killanin, Martin Henry Lord. 53 
Kilmaine, Francis William Lord. | 
(Elected for Ireland) | 571 
Kilmarnock, Charles Gore Lord. | ,,, 
(Earl of Erroll) . 
Kilmorey, Francis Charles Earl of 


(Elected for Ireland) 


Kimberley, John Ear! of 

Kinnaird, Arthur Fitz-Gerald Lord 

Kinnear, Alexander Smith Lord 

Kintore, Algern. Hawkins Thomond 
Lord. (£arl of Kintore) 

Kinross, John Blair Lord 


Kitchener of Khartoum and of the 
Vaal, Horatio Herbert Lord 


Knollys, Francis Lord 
Knutsford, Henry Thurstan Viscount 


L 
Lamington, Charles Wallace Alex- 
ander Napier Lord 


Lanesborough, John 
Danvers Earl of. 
Ireland) 

—s Hercules Edward Lord. 
(Elected for Ireland) 


Lansdowne, Henry Charles Keith 
Marquess of 

Lathom, Edward George Earl of 

Lauderdale, Frederick Henry Earl 
of. (Elected for Scotland) 

Lawrence, John Hamilton Lord 

Leconfield, Charles Henry Lord 

Leeds, George Godolphin Duke of 

Leicester, Thomas William Earl of 

Leigh, William Henry Lord 

Leinster, Maurice Viscount. 
of Leinster) 

Leven and Melville, Ronald Ruthven 
Earl of. (Elected for Scotland) 

Lichfield, Thomas Francis Earl of 

Lichfield, Augustus Bishop of 

Lilford, John Lord 

Lincoln, Edward Bishop of 

Lindley, Nathaniel Lord 
of Appeal in Ordinary) 

Lindsey, Montague Peregrine Albe- 
marle Earl of 

Lingen, Ralph Robert Wheeler Lord 

Linlithgow, John Adrian Louis 
Marquess of 

Lister, Joseph Lord 

Llandaff, Henry Viscount 

Llandaff, Richard Bishop of 

Llangattock, John Allan Lord 


Vansittart 
(Elected for 


(Duke 


(4A Lord 
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563 
348 


191 


240 
140 
404 
169 
304 


574 
416 
185 


435 


95 


ot 
bo 
7 


531 
119 
22 


251 


289 


358 
113 
137 


80 


82 


18 


540 
332 


LORDS SPIRITUAL 


Loch, Edward Douglas Lord 


Loftus, John Henry Lord. 
quess of Ely) 

Londesborough, William Francis 
Henry Ear! of 


London, Arthur Foley Bishop of 
Lonsdale, Hugh Cecil Earl of 
Lovat, Simon Joseph Lord 
Lovelace, Ralphi Gordon Ear! of 


Lovel and Holland, Augustus Arthur 
Lord. (Earl of Egmont) 


(Elected for 


(Mar- 


Lucan, George Ear! of. 
Ireland) 


Ludlow, Henry Ludlow Lord 
Lurgan, William Lord 


Lytton, Victor Alexander George 
Robert Earl of 


Lyveden, Courtenay Robert Percy 
Lord 


M 


Macclesfield, George 
William Henry Ear! of 


Macnaghten, Edward Lord. (4 
Lord of Appeal in Ordinary) 

Magheramorne, James Douglas Lord 

Malmesbury, James Edward Earl of 

Manchester, William Angus Drogo 
Duke of 

Manchester, James Bishop of 

Manners of Haddon, Henry John 
Brinsley Lord. (Marquess. of 
Granby) 

Manners, John Thomas Lord 

Mansfield, William David Ear] of 

Manvers, Charles William Sydney 
Earl 


Mar, John Francis Erskine Ear] of. 
(Elected for Scotland) 


Mar and Kellie, Walter John Francis | 


Earl of. (Electeil for Scotland) 


Marlborough, Charles Richard John 
Duke of 


Masham, Samuel Lord 


Massy, John Thomas William Lord. 
(Elected for Ireland) 


Loveden | * 
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123 


360 


355 


417 


148 
81 


392 


Mayo, Dermot Robert Wyndham 


l of. (Elected for Ireland) 
Meldrum, Charles Lord. (Marquess 
of Huntly) 


Melville, Henry Viscount 


Mendip, Thomas Charles Lord. 
(Viscount Clifden) 


Meredyth, James Herbert Gustavus 
Meredyth Lord. (Lord Athlumney) 


Methuen, Paul Sanford Lord 


Middleton, Digby Wentworth 
Bayard Lord 


Milner, Alfred Viscount 


Minster, Victor 
Francis Lord. 
ham) 


Minto, Gilbert John Earl of 


Monck, Henry PowerCharlesStanley 
Lord. (Viscount Monck) 


Monckton, George Edmund Milnes 
Lord. (Viscount Galway) 


Moncreiff, Henry James Lord 
Monk Bretton, John William Lord 
Monkswell, Robert Lord 


Monson, Augustus Debonnaire John 
Lord 


——— of Beaulieu, Henry John 


George Henry 
(Marquess Conyng- 


Lo 

Monteagle, John Thomas Lord. 
(Marquess of Sligo) 

Monteagle of Brandon, Thomas 
Spring Lord 

Morley, Albert Edmund Earl of 


Morton, Sholto George Watson Earl 
of. (Elected for Scotland) 


Mostyn, Llewelyn Nevill Vaughan 
Lord 


Mount Edgeumbe, William Henry 
Ear! of 


Mount Stephen, George Lord 
Mowbray, Charles Botolph Joseph 
Lord 


Muncaster, Josslyn Francis Lord 
Munster, Aubrey Earl of 


Muskerry, Hamilton Matthew Fitz- 
maurice Jord. (Elected for 
Ireland) 





» ALPHABETICAL LIST. OF THE 
Penrhyn, George Sholto Gordon 
Lord 


/ ON 
Napier, Robert William Lord 
Nelson, Horatio Earl 


Newcastle, Henry Pelham Archibald 
Douglas Duke of 
Newlands, William Wallace Lord 


| 447 


262 
| 281 
550 


| 379 


Newton, Thomas Wodehouse Lord | 391 


Norfolk; Henry Duke of. 
Marshal of England) 


Normanby, Constantine 
Henry Marquess of 


North, William Henry John Lord 


Northampton, William George 
Spencer Scott Marquess of 


Northbourne, Walter Henry Lord 
Northbrook, Thomas George Ear! of 
Northcote, Henry Stafford Lord 


Northesk, David John Earl of. 
(Elected for Scotland) 

Northington, Frederick Lord. (Lord 
Henley) 

Northumberland, Henry 
Duke of 

Norton, Charles Bowyer Lord 


Norwich, John Bishop of 


Oo 

O’Brien, Peter Lord 

O’Hagan, Maurice Herbert Ignatius 
Towneley Lord 

O’Neill, Edward Lord 

Onslow, William Hillier Earl of 

Oranmore and Browne, Geoffrey 
Henry Browne Lord. (lected 
Sor Ireland) 

Orford, Robert Horace Ear] of 

Oriel, Clotworthy John Eyre Lord. 
(Viscount Massereene) 

Ormathwaite, Arthur Lord 

Ormonde, James Edward William 
Theobald Lord. (Marquess of 
Ormonde) 

Overtoun, John Campbell Lord 

Oxenfoord, John Lord. (Hail of 
Stair) 


Charles 


George 


P 
230 Peel, Arthur Wellesley Viscount 


54 &59 Pembroke and Montgomery, 
Sidney Earl of. (Lord Steward of 
the Household) 


(Earl 


301 


| 


|. 21 


| 
226 


100 
79 


108 
425 


475 
377 
454 


565 
181 
| 373 
494 
| 599 
557 
| 508 
| 336 

11 
237 

48 





247 
198 
586 





Peterborough, Edward Carr Bishopof 
Petre, Bernard Henry Philip Lord 
Playfair, George James Lord 
Plunket, William Lee Lord 


Poltimore, Augustus Frederick 
George Warwick Lord 


Ponsonby, Walter William Brabazon 
Lord. (Earl of Bessborough) 

Portland, William John Arthur 
Charles James Duke of 


Portman, William Henry Berkeley 
Viscount ° 
Portsmouth, Newton Earl of 


Poulett, —_—_—_— Earl 


Powerscourt, Mervyn Edward Vis- 
count. (Elected for Ireland) 


Powerscourt, Mervyn Edward Lord. 
(in another place as Viscount 
Powerscourt) 


Powis, Geofge Charles Earl of 


R 
Radnor, Jacob Earl of 
— George’ Fitz-Roy Henry 
rd 


Ramsay, Arthur George Maule 
Lord. (Earl of Dalhousie) 


Ranfurly, Uchter John Mark Lord. 
(Earl of Ranfurly) 

Rathdonnell, Thomas Kane Lord. 
(Elected for Ireland) 

Rathmore, David Robert Lord 

Ravensworth, Henry George Earl of 

Rayleigh, John William Lord 

Reay, Donald James Lord 

Redesdale, Algernon Bertsam Lord 

Rendel, Stuart Lord 

Revelstoke, John Lord 

Ribblesdale, Thomas Lord _ 

Richmond, Charles Henry Duke of 

Ridley, Matthew White Viscount 

Ripon, George Frederick Samuel 
Marquess of 

Ripon, William Boyd Bishop of 

Roberts, Frederick Sleigh Earl 

Robertson, James Patrick Banner- 
man Lord. (A Lord of Appeal in 
Ordinary), 
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352 
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LORDS SPIRITUAL AND 


Rochester, Edward Stuart Bishop of | 536 
Rodney, George Bridges Harley | 282 
Dennett Lord | 75 
Romilly, John Gaspard Le Marchant | 
Lord | 302 


Romney, Charles Earl of 


Rosebery, Archibald Philip Lord. 418 
(Earl of Rosebery) 386 


Rosmead, Hercules Arthur Temple | 
Lord 


188 
Rosse, Lawrence Earl of. (Bcd 
for ‘Treland) | 72 


Rosslyn, James Francis Harry Earl 542 
of 
Rossmore, Derrick Warner William | 
Lord 
Rothschild, Nathaniel Mayer Lord | 
Rowton, Montagu William Lord | 
Russell, John Francis Stanley Earl | 
Rutland, John James Robert Duke | 
of | 594 
s | 213 


| 369 
Sackville, Lionel Sackville Lord | 


St. Albans, Charles Victor Albert | 293 
Aubrey De Vere Duke of 


St. Albans, Edgar, Bishop of ees 
St. Asaph, Alfred George Bishop of 
St. Davids, John Bishop of 315 


Saint Germans, Henry Cornwallis 
Earl of 10 
St. John of Bletso, Beauchamp | 467 
Moubray Lord 


Saint Leonards, Edward Burtenshaw | 187 

Lord 312 
Saint Levan, John Lord zs 
Saint Oswald, Rowland Lord 


St. Vincent, Carnegie Parker Vis- . 
count 


Salisbury, Robert Arthur Talbot |? 
Marquess of 


Salisbury, John Bishop of 


Saltersford, James George Henry 
Lord. (Earl of Courtown) 


Saltoun, Alexander William Fredk. 
Lord. (Elected for Scotland) 


Sandhurst, William Lord 


Sandwich, Ed®ard George Henry 
Earl of 


Sandys, Augustus Frederick Arthur 
Lord 











[FouRTH SERIES. } 


. Somerton, 


TEMPORAL. 
Savile, John Savile Lord 
Saye and Sele, John Fiennes Lord 
Scarbrough, Aldred Fredk. George 
Beresford Ear! of 


Scarsdale, Alfred Nathaniel Holden. 
Lord 
Seaton, John Reginald Upton Lord 


Sefton, Osbert Cecil Lord. (Earl of 
Sefton) 


ae ses William Waldegrave Earl 

0 

Shaftesbury, Anthony Earl of 

Shand, Alexander Burns Lord 

Sheffield, Henry North Lord. (Earl 
of Sheffield) 

Sherborne, Edward Lennox Lord 


Shrewsbury, Charles Henry John 
Earl of 


Shute, Walter Bulkeley Lord. 
(Viscount Barrington) 

Shuttleworth, Ughtred James Lord 

Sidmouth, William Wells Viscount 

Silchester, Thomas Lord. (Earl of 
Longford) 

Sinclair, Charles William Lord. 
(Elected for Scotland) 


Somerhill, Hubert George Lord. 
(Marquess of Clanricarde) 


Somers, Arthur Herbert Tennyson 
Lord 


Somerset, Algernon Duke of 
Sidney James 
(Earl of Normanton) 
Sondes, George Edward Earl 
Southampton, Charles Henry Lord 
Southwell, George Bishop of 
Spencer, John Poyntz Earl 
Stafford, Fitzherbert. Lord 
Stalbridge, Richard de Aquila Lord 
Stamford, William Ear] of 
Stanhope, Arthur Philip Earl 


Stanley of Alderley, Henry Edward 
John Lord 


Stanmore, Arthur Lord 

Stewart of Garlies, Randolph Henry 
Lord. (Earl of Galloway) 

Stradbroke, George Edward John 
Mowbray Earl of 

Strafford, Francis Edmund Cecil 
Ear! of 


Lord. 





Xvili 


Earl. (Duke of Atholl) 
Strathcona and Mount Royal, | 
Donald Alexander Lord 
Stratheden, Hallyburton George | 156 
Lord 
Strathspey, James Lord. (£avl “of | 274 
Seafield) 


Stuart of Castle Stuart, Francis | | 346 
James Lord. (Earl of Moray) 


Sudeley, Charles Douglas Richard 395 
Lord 

Sudley, Arthur Jocelyn Charlies Lord. 
(Earl of Arran) 

Suffield, Charles Lord 

Suffolk and _ Berkshire, Henry | 
Molyneux Paget Earl of | 

Sutherland, Cromartie Duke of 

Swansea, Ernest Ambrose Lord 


145 
420 


1 


| 9 
T | 310 
| 561 
Talbot de Malahide, Richard Wogan | | 558 
Lord 96 
Tankerville, George Montagu Earl of | one 
| 


Temple of Stowe, William Stephen | 


Earl 415 
Templemore, Henry Spencer Lord | sien 
| 249 


Templetown, Henry Edward Mon- 
tagu Dorington Clotworthy Vis- 
count. (Elected for Ireland) 

Tennyson, Hallam Lord 

Tenterden, Charles Stuart Henry | 120 
Lord 

Teynham, Henry John 
Sidney Lord 

Thring, Henry Lord | 63 

Thurlow, Thomas John Lord 

Tollemache, Wilbraham Frederic | 182 
Lord | 376 

Torphichen, James Walter Lord. | 
(Elected for Scotland) (273 


Torrington, George Master Viscount | 


Townshend, John James Dudley | 1° 3 
Stuart Mar quess 485 


Tredegar, Godfrey Charles Lord| 3i 
Trevor, Arthur William Lord | one 
Truro, John Bishop of ." 


Tweeddale, William Montagu Lord. | 66 
(Marquess of Tweeddale) 


Tweedmouth, Edward Lord 


| 438 


Philip | 28 


me 
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114 Strange, John James Hugh Henry | 318 Tyrone, Henry De La Poer Lord. 


(Marquess of Waterford) 


V 


Vane, Charles Stewart Earl. 
quess of Londonderry) 

Vaux of Harrowden, 
George Charles Lord 

Ventry, Dayrolles Blakeney Lord. 
(Elected for Ireland) 

Vernon, George Francis Augustus 
Lord 

Verulam, James Walter Earl of 

Vivian, George Crespigny Brabazon 
Lord 


(Mar. 


Hubert 


Ww 


Wales, His Royal Highness The 
Prince of 

Waldegrave, William Frederick Earl 

Walsingham, Thomas Lord 

Wandsworth, Sydney James Lord 

Welby, Reginald Earle Lord 

Wellington, Arthur Charles Duke of 

Wemyss, Francis Richard Lord. 
(Earl of Wemyss) 

Wenlock, Beilby Lord 

Wentworth, Ralph Gordon Lord. 
(/n another place as Earl of Love- 
lace) 

Westbury, Richard Luttrell Pilking- 
ton Lord 

Westmeath, Anthony Francis Earl 
of. (Elected for Ireland) 

Westminster, Hugh Richard Arthur 
Duke of 

Westmorland, Anthony Mildmay 
Julian Earl of 

Wharncliffe, Francis John Ear] of 

Wigan, James Ludovic Lord. 
(Earl of Crawford) 

Willoughby de _ Broke, 
Greville Lord 

Wilton, Arthur George Earl of 

Wimborne, Ivor Bertie Lord 

Winchester, Henry William Mon- 

tagu Marquess of 

Winchester, Herbert 
Bishop of 

Winchilsea and Nottingham, Henry 
Stormont Ear] of 

Windsor, Robert George Lord 


Richard 


Edward 
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Winton, George Arnulph Earl of. | The following Lords have Two Numbers, 
(Earl of Eglintoun) being Twice named in the Roll : 


Wolseley, Garnet Joseph Viseount | par] of Halsbury, as Lord High Chan- 
Wolverton, Frederick Lord cellor, and as Earl of Halsbury. 


Worlingham, Archibald Brabazon | D Pa yi —_ aes ose Medias 
: oF j\| Duke of Devonshire, as Lord President, 
ee sa. Cael gf igen) | and as Duke of Devonshire. (Nos. 


Wrottesley, Arthur Lord 8 and 17.) 


Wynford, Henry Molyneux Lord Earl of Pembroke and Montgomery, as 
Lord Steward, and as Earl of Pem- 
broke and Montgomery. (Nos. 54 
Ef and 59.) 
r ; Earl of Clarendon, as Lord Chamber- 
Yarborough, Chas. Alfred Worsley lain, and as Earl of Clarendon. 
Earl of (Nos. 55 and 112.) 


or k, William Dalrymple Arch-| Far] of Lovelace, as Earl of Lovelace, and 
bishop of | as Lord Wentworth. (Nos. 169 and 
275.) 
| Earl de Montalt, as Earl de Montalt, and 
Zz as Viscount Hawarden. (Nos. 190 
and 210.) 

Viscount Powerscourt, as Viscount 
Zouche of Haryngworth, Robert | Powerscourt, and as Lord Powers- 

Nathaniel Cecil George Lord court. (Nos. 208 and 505.) 


Zetland, Lawrence Marquess of 
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FourTH SESSION OF THE TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT 


OF 


THE UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND. 


3 EDWARD VII. 1902. 





Mrm.— According to the Usage of Parliament, when the House appoints a Select Committee 
the Lords appointed to serve wpon it are named in the Order of their Rank, beginning with 
the Highest ; and so, when the House sends a Committee to a Conference with the 
Commons, the Lord highest in Rank is called first, and the rest go forth in like Order: 
But when the Whole House is called over for any Purpose, within the House, or for the 
Purpose of proceeding forth to Westminster Hall, or upon any public Solemnity, the Call 
begins invariably with the Junior Baron. 





1 His Royal Highness The Prince of) 7 William Dalrymple Archbishop of 
Wales. York 
His Royal Highness Arthur William | 8 Spencer Compton Duke of Devon- 
Patrick Albert Duke of Con- shire, Lord President of the 
naught and Strathearn | Council 
His Royal Highness Leopold | 9 Henry Duke of Norfolk, Earl 
Charles Edward George Albert Marshal of England 
Duke of Albany 10 Algernon Duke of Somerset 
His Royal Highness George; 11 Charles Henry Duke of Richmond 
William Frederick Charles Duke 7 
of Cambridge 12 Augustus Charles Lennox Duke of 
Grafton 
Randall Thomas Archbishop of 13 Henry Adelbert Wellington Fitzroy 
y 
Canterbury Duke of Beaufort 


Hardinge Stanley Earl of Halsbury,| 14 Charles Victor Albert Aubrey de 
Lord High Chancellor Vere Duke of St. Albans 
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15 


16 
17 


18 


George Godolphin Duke of Leeds | 
Herbrand Arthur Duke of Bedford | 


Spencer Compton Duke of Devon- 
shire. (In another place as Lord 
President of the Council) 

Charles Richard John 

. Marlborough 
John James Robert Duke of Rut- 


Duke of 





land 

Alfred Douglas Duke of Brandon | 

William John Arthur Charles | 
James Duke of Portland 

William Angus Drogo Duke of | 
Manchester 

Henry Pelham Archibald Douglas 
Duke of Newcastle 

Henry George Duke of Northum- 
berland | 

His Royal Highness Ernest Augus- | 
tus William Adolphus George | 
Frederick Duke of Cumberland | 
and Teviotdale | 

Arthur Charles Duke of Wellington | 

Cromartie Duke of Sutherland 

Hugh Richard Arthur Duke of | 
Vestminster 

Alexander William George Duke of | 
Fife | 

John Douglas Sutherland Duke of 
Argyli 

Henry William Montagu Marquess 
of Winchester 

Henry Charles Keith Marquess of 
Lansdowne 

John James Dudley Stuart Marquess 
Townshend 

Robert Arthur Talbot Marquess of 
Salisbury. 

Thomas Henry Marquess of Bath 

James Marquess of Abercorn 
(Duke of Abercorn) 

Hugh de Grey Marquess of Hert- 
ford 


John Marquess of Bute 
William Thomas Brownlow Mar- 
quess of Exeter 


William George Spencer 
Marquess of Northampton 


John Charles Marquess Camden 
Henry Cyril Marquess of Anglesey 
George Henry Hugh Marquess of 


Scott 





Cholmondeley 
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44 


45 


46 
47 


LORDS 

Henry Augustus 
Ailesbury 

Frederick William John Marquess 
of Bristol 

Archibald Marquess of Ailsa 

Constantine Charles Henry Mar- 
quess of Normanby 

George Frederick Samuel Marquess 
of Ripon 

William Marquess of Abergavenny 

Gavin Marquess of Breadalbane 

Terence John Temple Marquess of 
Dufferin and Ava 

Lawrence Marquess of Zetland 

John Adrian Louis Marquess of 
Linlithgow : 

Sidney Earl of Pembroke and 
Montgomery, Lord Steward of the 
Household 

Edward Hyde Earl of Clarendon, 
Lord Chamberlain of the Household 

Charles Henry Jobn Earl of 
Shrewsbury 

Frederick Arthur Earl of Derby 

Warner Francis John Plantagenet 
Earl of Huntingdon 


Sidney Earl of Pembroke and Mont- 
omery. (In another place as 
rd Steward of the Household) 


Henry Hugh Earl of Devon 


Henry Molyneux Paget Earl of 
Suffolk and. Berkshire 


Rudolph Robert Basil Aloysius. 
Augustine Earl of Denbigh 


Anthony Mildmay Julian Earl of 
Westmorland. 


Montagne Peregrine 
Ear] of Lindsey 


William Earl of Stamford 

Henry Stormont Earl of Winchilsea. 
and Nottingham 

Edwyn Francis Earl of Chesterfield. 

Edward George Henry Earl of 
Sandwich 

George Devereux de Vere Earl of 
Essex 

George James Ear! of Carlisle 

William Henry Walter Earl of 
Doncaster. (Duke of Buccleuch and 
Queensberry) 

Anthony Earl of Shaftesbury 


Marquess of 


Albemarle 













83 


84 


85 


93 


94 
95 


96 


97 


98 
99 


100 
101 


Randal Mowbray Thomas Earl of | 102 
Berkeley 
Montagu Arthur Earl of Abingdon | 103 
Aldred Frederick George Beresford 
Earl of Scarborough 104 
Arnold Allan Cecil Earl of Albe-| 105 
marle 
George William Earl of Coventry 106 
Victor Albert George Earl of Jersey | 107 
———— Ear! Poulett 
John Francis Erskine Earl of Mar. | 198 
(Elected for Scotland) 109 
Sholto George Watson Earl of | 110 
Morton. (Elected for Scotland) | 41 
Walter John Francis Earl of Mar 
and Kellie. (Elected for Scotland) 
George Earl of Haddington. 
(Elected for Scotland) 112 
Frederick Henry Ear! of Lauderdale. 
(Elected for Scotland) 
Robert Harris Carnwath Earl of | 113 
Carnwath. (Elected for Scotland) | 114 


Ronald Ruthven Earl of Leven and | 
Melville. (Elected for Scotland) | 115 


David John Earl of Northesk. 
(Elected for Scotland) 116 
Douglas Mackinnon Baillie Hamil- | 117 
ton Earl of Dundonald. (Elected 
Sor Scotland) 118 
Sewallis Edward Earl Ferrers 119 
William Heneage Earl of Dart- | 120 
mouth 
George Montagu Earl of Tankerville | 121 
Charles Wightwick Earl of Ayles- | 
ford | 122 
Francis Thomas De Grey Earl 
Cowper 
Arthur Philip Earl Stanhope 
George Loveden William Henry |_|. 
Earl of Macclesfield 124 


Douglas Beresford Malise Ronald | ; 95 
Earl Graham. (Duke of Mont-| ~~ 








123 


rose) 126 
William Frederick Earl Walde- 
grave 127 


Bertram Earl of Ashburnham | 
Charles Augustus Earl of Harring: | 128 
ton 


Newton Earl of Portsmouth 129 


Francis Richard Charles Guy Earl 
Brooke and Earl of Warwick 130 
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Sidney Carr Earl of Buckingham- 
shire 

William Charles De Meuron Earl 
Fitzwilliam 

Frederick George Earl of Guilford 

Albert Edward Philip Henry Earl 
of Hardwicke 

Henry Edward Earl of Ilchester 

Gilbert George Reginald Earl De 
La Warr 

Jacob Earl of Radnor 

John Poyntz Earl Spencer 

Seymour Henry Earl Bathurst 

Arthur Wills John Wellington 
Trumbull Blundell Earl of Hills- 
borough. (Marquess of Down- 
shire) 

Edward Hyde Earl of Clarendon. 
(In another place as Lord Cham- 
berlain of the Household) 

William David Earl of Mansfield 

John James Hugh Henry Earl 
Strange. (Duke of Atholl) 

William Henry Earl of Mount 
Edgcumbe 

Hugh Earl Fortescue 

George Edward Stanhope Molyneux 
Earl of Carnarvon 

George Henry Farl Cadogan 

James Edward Ear] of Malmesbury 

Anthony Francis Earl of West- 
meath. (Elected for Ireland) 

Ponsonby William Earl of Drogheda 
(Elected for Ireland) 

John Vansittart Danvers Earl of 
Lanesborough. (Elected for Ire- 
land) 

Dermot Robert Wyndham Ear! of 
Mayo. (Elected for Ireland) 

Hugh Earl Annesley. (Elected for 
Ireland) 

George Karl of Lucan. (Hlected for 
Ireland) 

Somerset Richard Earl of Belmore. 
(Elected for Ireland) 

James Francis Earl of Bandon. 
(Elected for Ireland) 

James Francis Harry Earl of 
Rosslyn 

William George Robert Earl of 
Craven 

William Hillier Earl of Onslow 
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131 
132 


133 
134 
135 
136 


137 


138 
139 
140 
141 


142 
143 
144 
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Charles Earl of Romney 


Francis Godolphin Ear] of Chiches- | 
ter 


Arthur George Ear] of Wilton 
George Charles Earl of Powis 
Horatio Earl Nelson 
Lawrence Ear] of Rosse. 
Sor Ireland) 
Charles William 
Manvers 
Robert Horace Earl of Orford 
Albert Henry George Earl Grey 
Hugh Cecil Earl of Lonsdale 
John Herbert Dudley Earl 


(Elected 


Sydney Earl 


of 


Harrowby 
Henry Ulick Earl of Harewood 
Gilbert John Earl of Minto 
Alan Frederick Ear] Cathcart 
James Walter Earl of Verulam 
Brownlow | 


Adelbert Wellington 
Earl Brownlow 
Henry Cornwallis Earl of St. 
Germans 

Albert Edmund Ear! of Morley 

George Cecil Orlando Earl 
Bradford 

William Earl Beauchamp 

John Earl of Eldon 

George Richard Penn Earl Howe 

George Edward John Mowbray Earl | 
of Stradbroke 

Algernon William Stephen Earl 
Temple of Stowe 

Francis Charles Earl of Kilmorey 
(Elected for Irelund) 

Charles Stewart Earl 
(Marquess of Londonderry) 

William Archer Earl Amherst 


of 


Vane. 


Frederick Archibald Vaughan Earl : 


Cawdor 
Aubrey Earl of Munster 
Robert Adam Philips Haldane Ear] 
of Camperdown 
Thomas Francis Ear] of Lichfield 
John George Earl of Durham 
Granville George Earl Granville 


Henry Alexander Gordon Ear! of | 9 


Eftngham 
Henry John Earl of Ducie 





(167 


165 
169 
170 


Charles Alfred Worsley Earl of | 20% 


Yarborough 


Henry John Earl Innes. 
Loxburghe) 

Thomas William Ear] of Leicester 

Ralph Gordon Earl of Lovelace 

Charles William Francis Earl of 
Gainsborough 

Francis Charles Granville Earl of 
Ellesmere 

Francis Edmund 
Strafford 

Kenelm Charles Edward Earl of 
Cottenham 

Henry Arthur Mornington Earl 
Cowley 

George Arnulph Earl of Winton 
(Earl of Eglintoun) 

William Humble Earl of Dudley 

John Francis Stanley Earl Russell 

John Earl of Kimberley 

Vesey Earl of Dartrey 

William Ernest Earl of Feversham 

Henry George Earl of Ravensworth 

Francis John Earl of Wharncliffe 

Thomas George Earl of Northbrook 

Herbert John Earl Cairns 

Victor Alexander George Robert 
Earl of Lytton 

Edward George Earl of Lathom 

George Edward Earl Sondes 

William Waldegrave Earl of Sel- 
borne 

Walter Stafford Earl of Iddesleigh 

Cornwallis Earl de Montalt 

William Francis Henry Earl 
Londesborough 

Gathorne Earl of Cranbrook 

Gilbert Henry Earl of Ancaster 

Charles Robert Earl Carrington 

Robert Offley Ashburton Earl 
Crewe 

Wilbraham Earl Egerton 

Hardinge Stanley Earl of Hals- 
bury. (In another place as Lord 
High Chancellor) 

Frederick Sleigh Earl Roberts 

Evelyn Earl of Cromer 

Robert Viscount Hereford 

Byron Plantagenet Viscount Falk- 
land. (Elected for Scotland) 

Viscount Bolingbroke and 

St. John 


(Duke of 


Cecil Earl of 


of 


of 
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Charles George Viscount Cobham 


Evelyn Edward Thomas Viscount | 


Falmouth 
George Master Viscount Torrington 
Maurice Viscount Leinster. (Duke 
of Leinster) 
Francis Wheler Viscount Hood 


Mervyn Edward Viscount Powers-. 


court. (Elected for Ireland) 


Henry William Crosbie Viscount 
Bangor. (Elected for Ireland) 


Cornwallis Viscount Hawarden. 


bo 
bo 


Horatio Herbert Viscount Kitchener 
of Khartoum and of the Vaal 


Charles John Viscount Colville of 
Culross 

Victor Albert Francis Charles Vis- 
count Churchill 

Alfred Viscount Milner 

Arthur Foley Bishop of London 

Handley Carr Glyn Bishop of Dur- 
ham 


Bishop of Win- 





chester 


(Elected for Ireland.) (In «nother 
place as Earl de Montalt) 


Carnegie Parker Viscount St. Vin- 
cent 


Henry Viscount Melville 
William Wells Viscount Sidmouth 


Henry Edward Montagu Dorington 
Clotworthy Viscount Temple- 
town. (Elected for Ireland) 


John Campbell Viscount Gordon, 
(Earl of Aberdeen) 

Edward Addington Hargreaves. 
Viscount Exmouth 

Richard Walter John Viscount 
Hutchinson. (Karl of Donough- 
more) 

William Frederick Viscount Clan- 
carty. (Earl of Clancarty) 

Francis Lynch Wellington Viscount 
Combermere 

Henry Charles Viscount Canterbury 

Rowland Richard Viscount Hill 

Henry Charles Viscount Hardinge 

Hugh Viscount Gough 

Charles Lindley Viscount Halifax 

Alexander Nelson Viscount Brid- Dudley Charles Lord de Ros 


port x ' h s P l 
William Henry Berkeley Viscount | eer 0 (5 aati wiaoaat 


Portman 7 : 
Henry Robert Viscount Hampden George Manners Lord Hastings 
Jack Southwell Lord de Clifford 


Garnet Joseph Viscount Wolseley 
Richard Assheton Viscount Cross Charles Henry Kolle Lord Clinton 
Robert Nathaniel Cecil George 


Arthur Wellesley Viscount Peel 
Lord Zouche of Haryngworth 


Henry Thurstan Viscount Knuts- | 

ford Is Rawdon George Grey Lord Grey de 
Henry Viscount Llandaff | Ruthyn 
Reginald Baliol Viscount Esher 271 Charles Edward Hastings Lord 
George Joachim Viscount Goschen Botreaux. (Hurl of Loudoun) 


Matthew White Viscount Ridley | 272 Ralph Francis Julian Lord Camoys 


ese 
w 


Charles John Bishop of Gloucester 

Ernest Roland Bishop of Chichester 

Richard Bishop of Llandaff 

George Bishop of Southwell 

William Boyd Bishop of Ripon 

Edward Bishop of Lincoln 

John Bishop of Salisbury 

Alwyne Bishop of Ely 

James Bishop of Manchester 

Francis John Bishop of Chester 

Alfred George Bishop of St. Asaph 

John Bishop of Truro 

Angustus Bishop of Lichfield 

John Wareing Bishop of Carlisle 

John Bishop of Norwich 

George Wyndham Bishop of Bath 
and Wells 

John Bishop of Hereford 

Edward Stuart Bishop of Rochester 

Edgar Bishop of St. Albans 

Edward Carr Bishop of Peter- 
borough 

John Bishop of St. David’s 
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273 
274 


275 


276 


277 
278 
279 


280 


281 
282 
283 


284 
285 


286 


‘Alfred Thomas Townshend Lord | « 


ROLL OF THE LORDS 


Richard Greville Lord Willoughby 
de Broke 


Hubert George Charles Lord Vaux 
of Harrowden 


Ralph Gordon Lord Wentworth. 
(In another place as Earl of |: 
Lovelace) 


Braye 

Robert George Lord Windsor 

William Henry John Lord North 

Beauchamp Moubray Lord St. John 
of Bletso 

Thomas Evelyn Lord Howard de 
Walden 

Bernard Henry Philip Lord Petre 

John Fiennes Lord Saye and Sele 

John Francis Lord Arundell of 
Wardour 

Ronald John Lord Dormer 

Henry John Philip Sidney Lord 
Teynham 

Fitzherbert Lord Stafford 

George Frederick William Lord |: 
Byron a 

Lewis Henry Hugh Lord ao | 
of Chudleigh 

Henry John Brinsley Lord ES 
of Haddon. (Marquess of Granby) | 

Henry de Vere Lord Barnard 

Horace Courtenay Gammell Lord |. 
Forbes. (Elected for Scotland) pee 

Alexander William Frederick Lord °77 
Saltoun. (Elected for Scotland) | 323 

Charles William Lord Sinclair. | 
(Elected for Scotland) i 

James Walter Lord Torphichen. | |53 
(Elected for Scotland) 

Alexander Hugh Lord Balfour of | 
Burley. (Elected for Scotland) 


Alexander Charles Lord Belhaven | 3: 
and Stenton. (Elected for Scot- | 
land) 

Richard Edmund St. Lawrence | 
Lord Boyle. (Karl of Cork and | | 329 
Orrery) 

Archibald Fitzroy George Lord | 339 
Hay. (Karl of Kinnoul) | 

Digby Wentworth Bayard Lord | (331 

fiddleton 

Augustus Debonnaire John Lord | 332 
Monson | 





319 


| 328 


Walter 
Ponsonby. 


Alfred Nathaniel Holden 
Scarsdale 


George Florance Lord Boston 


Augustus Arthur Lord Lovel and 
olland. (Earl of Egmont) 


George Francis Augustus 
Vernon 


Edward Henry Trafalgar 
Digby 

Martin Bladen Lord Hawke 

Henry Thomas Lord Foley 

Arthur de Cardonnel Lord Dinevor 

Thomas Lord Walsingham 

William Lord Bagot 

Charles Henry Lord Southampton 

— Richard Brinsley Lord Grant- 
ey 

George Bridges Harley Dennett 
Lord Rodney 


Arthur Herbert Tennyson Lord 
Somers 

Richard Henry Lord Berwick 

Edward Lennox Lord Sherborne 

Henry De La Poer Lord Tyrone. 
(Marquess of Waterford) 

Richard Henry Lord Carleton. 
(Earl of Shannon) 

Charles Lord Suffield 

Lloyd Lord Kenyon 

Latimer Lord Braybrooke 

George Augustus Hamilton Lord 
Fisherwick. (Marquess of Done- 
gall) 

Henry Charles Lord Gage. 
count Gage) 

Thomas John Lord Thurlow 

William Morton Lord Auckland 

Thomas Charles Lord Mendip, 
(Viscount Clifden) 

Fraucis James Lord Stuart of 
Castle Stuart. (Zarl of Moray) 
Randolph Henry Lord Stewart of 

Garlies. (Earl of Galloway) 
James George Henry Lord Salters- 
ford. (Earl of Courtown) 
William Lord Brodrick. (Viscount 
Midleton) 
—— Cholmondeley Lord Cal 


William Brabazon Lord 
(Earl of Bessborough) 
Lord 


Lord 
Lord 


(Vis- 





333 
334 
335 
336 
337 


338 


339 
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Peter Robert Lord Gwydir , 362 
William Thomas Lord Bolton | 
John Lord Lilford 

Thomas Lord Ribblesdale 


Robert St. John FitzWalter Lord | 364 
Dunboyne. (Elected for Ireland) | 

Lucius William Lord Inchiquin. | 365 
(Elected for Ireland) 

John Thomas William Lord Massy. | 366 
(Elected for Ireland) 

Hamilton Matthew Fitzmaurice | 367 
Lord Muskerry. (Elected for 


363 


Ireland) 


Francis William Lord Kilmaine. | 363 
(Elected for Ireland) | 


| 369 


Luke Gerald Lord Clonbrock. 
(Elected for Ireland) 
Charles Mark Lord Headley. | 379 
(Elected for Ireland) 
Edward Henry Churchill Lord | 374 
Crofton. (Elected for Ireland) | 372 
Hercules Edward Lord Langford ~~ 
(Elected for Ireland) | 373 
Dayrolles Blakeney Lord Ventry. | 374 
(Elected for Ireland) | 375 
Henry O'Callaghan Lord Dunalley | 
(Elected for Ireland) | 376 
John Henry Lord Loftus. (Mar- | 
quess of Ely) | 377 
William Lord Carysfort. (Earl of | 
Carysfort) | 378 
George Ralph Lord Abereromby 
Edward Downes Lord Ellenborough 379 
Augustus Frederick Arthur Lord | 380 
Sandys | 381 
Henry North Lord Sheffield. (Earl | 
of Sheffield) | 382 


{ 


William Macnaghten Lord Erskine 

John Thomas Lord Monteagle | 383 
(Marquess of Sligo) | 384 

Bernard Arthur William Patrick 
Hastings Lord Granard. (Earl 385 
of Granard) 

Lord Gardner 

John Thomas Lord Manners 

Albert Edward Lord Castlemaine. | 387 
(Elected for Ireland) 

Charles Lord Meldrum. 
of Huntly) 

Lowry Egerton Lord Grinstead. | 389 
(Earl of Enniskillen) 


| 386 


(Marquess | 388 


xxviii 

William Henry Edmond de Vere 
Sheaffe Lord Foxford. (Hurl of 
Limerick) 

George Robert Canning 
Harris 

—— Charles 

olchester 


Robert Schomberg 
(Marquess of Lothian) 


Lord 


Edward Lord 


Lord Ker. 


Victor George Henry Francis Lord 
Minster. (Marquess. Conynghamy 


James Edward William Theobald 
Lord Ormonde. (Marquess of 
Ormonde) 


Francis Richard Lord 
(Earl of Wenvyss) 

Thomas Lord Silchester. 
Longford) 

Clotworthy John Eyre Lord Oriel. 
(Fiscount Massereene) 


Hugh Lord Delamere 

Cecil Theodore Lord Forester 
John William Lord Rayleigh 
Edrie Frederic Lord Gifford 


Hubert George Lord Somerhill. 
(Marquess of Clanricarde) 


Wemyss. 


(Earl of 


James Ludovic Lord Wigan. (Earl 
of Crawford) 

Uchter John Mark Lord Ranfurly 
(Earl of Ranfurly) 

Charles Stuart Henry Lord Ten- 
terden 

William Lee Lord Plunket 

William Fredk. Lord Heytesbury 

Archibald Philip Lord Rosebery. 
(Earl of Rosebery) 

Richard James Lord Clanwilliam. 
(Earl of Clanwilliam) 

Henry Molyneux Lord Wynford 

Charles Gore Lord Kilmarnock. 
(Earl of Erroll) 

Arthur James Francis Lord Fin- 
gall. (Eurl of Fingall) 

Osbert Cecil Lord Sefton. (Zul of 
Sefton) 

Charles Lord Clements. 
Leitrim) 

Geoffrey Thomas Lord Kenlis. 
(Marquess of Headfort) 


Reginald Lord Chaworth. 
of Meath) 


(Eu of 


(Earl 





390 


Charles Adolphus Lord Dunmore. 
(Earl of Dunmore) 

Augustus Frederick George War- 
wick Lord Poltimore 

Llewelyn Nevill Vaughan Lord 
Mostyn 

Henry Spencer Lord Templemore 

Valentine Frederick Lord Clon- 
curry 

James St. Vincent Lord De Sau- 
marez 

Thomas Lord Denman 

James Yorke MacGregor 
Abinger 

Philip Lord De L’Isle and Dudley | 429 

Francis Denzil Edward Lord Ash- | | 430 
burton 


Edward George 
Hatherton 


Archibald Brabazon Sparrow Lord | 432 
Worlingham. (Earl of Gosford) | 433 
Hallyburton George Lord Strathe- | 434 


den pe 
Geofirey Henry Browne 


Oranmore and Browne. 
for Ireland) 


Simon Joseph Lord Lovat 
William Spencer Lord Bateman 


— Hawkins Thomond Lord 
<intore. (Earl of Kintore) 


Derrick Warner William Lord 
Rossmore 





Lord 498 


Percy Lord | 43] 


Lord 


(Elected } 
| 436 


437 
438 


439 


Robert Shapland George Julian — 


Lord Carew 441 


William Ashley Webb Lord De | 
Mauley 


Arthur Lord Wrottesley 
Charles Douglas Richard Lord | 443 
Sudeley | 
Paul Sanford Lord Methuen 


Henry Edward John Lord Stanley" 
of Alderley 


William Henry Lord Leigh 
Beilby Lord Wenlock 
William Lord Lurgan 


Thomas Spring Lord Monteagle of | 
Brandon 


John Reginald Upton Lord Seaton | 
John Lord Oxenfoord. (£arl of | | 449 


442 


- 


| 444 


| 448 


Stair) | 450 
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George Crespigny Brabazon Lord 
Vivian 

Henry Lord Congleton 

Victor Alexander Lord Elgin. 
(Earl of Elgin and Kincardine) 

Arthur Lord de Freyne 

Edward Burtenshaw Lord Saint 
Leonards 

George Fitz-Roy Henry Lord Raglan 

Valentine Augustus Lord Kenmare. 
(Earl of Kenmare) 

Henry Lord Belper 

Richard Wogan Lord Talbot de 
Malahide 

Robert Wellesley Lord Ebury 


Charles Compton William Lord 
Chesham 

Frederic Augustus Lord Chelms- 
ford 

John Lord Churston 

Charles Henry Lord Leconfield 

Godfrey Charles Lord Tredegar 

Courtenay Kobert Percy Lord 
Lyveden 

Henry Charles Lord Brougham and 
Vaux 

Arthur Fitz-Gerald Lord Kinnaird 

Richard Luttrell Pilkington Lord 
Westbury 

Charles Paget Fitzhardinge Lord 
Fitzhardinge 

Luke Lord Annaly 

John Gaspard Le Marchant Lord 
Romilly 


James Herbert Gustavus Meredyth 
Lord Meredyth. (iord Ath 
lummney) 

Windham Thomas Lord: Kenry. 
(Earl of Dunraven and Mount-Earl) 


Henry Power Charles Stanley Lord 
Monck. (Viscount Monck) 


Charles Henry Chandos 
Hartismere. (Lord Henniker) 

Hylton George Hylton Lord Hylton 

George Sholto Gordon Lord Pen- 
rhyn 

Gustavus Russell Lord Brancepeth. 
(Viscount Boyne) 

John Henry Lord Kesteven 

Arthur Lord Ormathwaite 
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Richard de Aquila Lord Stalbridge | 
Hugh Lord Kensington 
Michael Arthur Lord Burton 


Gavin George Lord Hamilton of | 
Dalzell 


Thomas Lord Brassey 

Henry Lord Thring 

Edward Lord Macnaghten. (4 
Lord of Appeal in Ordinary) 

Claude Lord Bowes. 
Strathmore and Kinghorn) 


George Edmund Milnes Lord 
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David Lord Fairlie. 
Glasgow) 
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Donald Alexander Lord Strathcona 
and Mount Royal 
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— Campbell Lord Blyths- | 579° 


| ro 
Thomas Lord Crawshaw sib 
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William Amhurst Lord Amherst of |” Lord 


1 Arthur Lawrence 


burton 


Hackney 
Thomas Wodehouse Lord Newton 
Henry Lyle Lord Dunleath 
John Allan Lord Llangattock 
George James Lord Playfair 
Cyril Lord Battersea 
Ernest Ambrose Lord Swansea 
Thomas Cecil Lord Farrer 
John Campbell Lord Overtoun 


Cecil George Savile Lord Hawkes. 
bury 
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Currie 
Joseph Russell Lord Glanusk 
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Robertson. (4 Lord of Appeal 
in Ordinary) 
Henry Stafford Lord Northcote 
John Lord Avebury 
Nathaniel Lord Lindley. 
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(4 Lord 
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Peter Lord O’Brien 
Richard Everard Lord Alverstone 
John Blair Lord Kinross 
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595 William Lawies Lord Allerton 

596 Arthur Hugh Lord Barrymore 
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598 Francis Lord Knollys 

599* Algernon Bertram Lord Redesdale 





*This number is in excess of the total 
the Discrepancy being caused by the 
the Roll : 

Earl of Halsbury as Lord High Chancellor 

and as Earl of Halsbury (Nos. 6 and 197) 


Duke of Devonshire as Lord President and 
as Duke of Devonshire (Nos. 8 and 17) 


Earl of Pembroke and Montgomery as 
Lord Steward and as Earl of Pembroke 
and Montgomery (Nos. 54 and 59) 


Earl of Clarendon as Lord Chamberlain and 
as Earl of Clarendon (Nos. 55 and 112) 





Number of Lords Spiritual and Temporal, 
following Lords being twice named in 


Earl of Lovelace as Earl of Lovelace and as 
Lord Wentworth (Nos. 169 and 275) 


Earl de Montalt as Earl de Montalt and as 
Viscount Hawarden (Nos. 190 and 210) 


Viscount Powerscourt as Viscount 
Powerscourt and as Lord Powers. 
court (Nos. 208 and 505) 
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Evesham) 
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Lough, Thomas (Islington, W.) 

Lowe, Francis W. (Birmingham, 
Edgbaston) 

| Lowther, Claude: N. 
Eskdale) 

Lowther, Rt. Hon.. James (Kent, Thanet), 

Lowther, Rt. Hon. James William 
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Loyd, Archie Kirkman (Bevks, Abingdon) 

Lucas, Col. Francis.A. (Suffolk, Lowestoft), 

Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsmouth) 

Lundon, W. (Limerick, East) 

Lynch, Arthur (Galway) 

Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred (Warwick and 
Leamington) 


W.. (Cumberland, 
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Cumming (Southwark, 


Macdona, J. 
Rotherhithe) 
MacDonnell, Dr. 
County, Leix) 
Maelver, David (Liverpool, Kirkdale) 
Macnamara, Thomas J. (Camberwell, 
North) 
MacNeill, J.. G. Swift (Donegal, South) 
Maconochie, A. W. (Aberdeenshire, East) 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, South) 
McArthur, Charles (Liverpool, Exchange) 
McArthur, William A (Cornwall, St. 
Austell) 
McCalmont, Colonel James (Antrim, East) 
McCann, J. (Dublin, St. Stephen’s Green) 
McCrae, George (Edinburgh, East) 
McFadden, Edward (Donegal, East) 
McGovern, T. (Cavan, West) 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim, North) 
Mclver, Sir Lewis, Bt. (Edinburgh, West) 
M‘Kean, John (Monaghan, South) 
McKenna, Reginald (Monmouth, North) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
McKillop, W. (Sligo, North) 
McLaren, Sir C. B. Bright (Leicester, 
Bosworth) 


Mark <A. (Queen's 
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Majendie, James H. A. (Portsmouth) 

Malcolm, Ian Z. (Suffolk, Stowmarket) 

Manners, Lord Cecil R. J. (Leicestershire, 
Melton) 

Mansfield, H. (Lincoln, Spalding) 

Maple, Sir J. Blundell, Bt. (Camberwell, 
Peckham) 

Mappin, Sir Frederick T., Bt. (York, 

-R., Hallamshire) 
Markham, A. B. (Notts., Mansfield) 


Martin, Richard Biddulph (Worcester, 
Droitwich) 

Massey-Mainwaring, Hon. W, F. B. (Fins- 
bury, Central) : 

Mather, Sir William (Lancashire, Rossen- 
dale) 

Maxwell, Rt. Hon. Sir Herbert E., Bt. 
(Wigton) 

Maxwell, William Jardine (Dumfriesshire) 

Mellor, Rt. Hon. John W. (York, W.R., 
Sowerby) 

Melville, Beresford Valentine (Stockport) 

Meysey-Thompson, Sir H., Bt. (Stafford, 
Handsworth) 

Middlemore, John T. (Birmingham, 
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Mildmay, Francis B. (Devon, Totnes) 


Milner, Rt. Hon. Sir Fred. G., Bt. (Notts., 
Bassetlaw) 


Milvain, Thomas (Hampstead) 

Minch, Matthew J. (Kildare, South) 

Mitchell, William (Burnley) 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis W., Bt. (Cornwall, 
Bodmin) 

Montagu, George C.(Hunts., Huntingdon) 


Montagu, Hon. John Scott- (Hants., New 
Forest) 


Moon, Edward Robert P. (St. Pancras, 
North) 

Mooney, John J. (Dublin Co., South) 

Moore, William (Antrim, North) 

More, Robert Jasper (Shropshire Ludlow) 

Morgan, David John (Essex, Waltham- 
stow) 

Morgan, Col. Hon. Fred. C. (Monmouth- 
shire, South) 

Mops, John Lloyd (Carmarthenshire, 
West) 

Morley, Charles (Brecknock) 

Morley, Rt. Hon. John (Montrose, etc.) 














Morrell, George Herbert (Oxon., Wood- 
stock) 


Morrison, Lieut. James A. (Wiltshire, 
Wilton) 

Morton, Arthur H. A. (Deptford) 

Moss, Samuel (Denbighshire, East) 

Moulton, John Fletcher (Cornwall, Laun- 
ceston) 

Mount, William A. (Berks., Newbury) 

Mowbray, Sir Robert G. C., Bt. (Lambeth, 
Brixton) 

Muntz, Sir Philip Albert (Warwickshire, 
Tamworth) 

Murnaghan, George (Tyrone, Mid.) 

Murphy, John (Kerry, East) 

Murray, Rt. Hon. Andrew Graham (Bute- 
shire) 

Murray, Charles James (Coventry) 

Murray, Colonel C. Wyndham (Bath) 

Myers, William Henry (Winchester) 


N 


Nannetti, Joseph P. (Dublin, College 
Green) 


Newdigate, Francis Alex. (Warwickshire, 
Nuneaton) 

Newnes, Sir George, Bt. (Swansea Town) 

Nicholson, William G. (Hants., Petersfield) 

Nicol, Donald N. (Argyllshire) 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, North) 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 

Norman, Henry (Wolverhampton, S.) 


Norton, Captain Cecil W. (Newington, 
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Nussey, Thomas Willans (Pontefract) 


O 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, North) 
O’Brien, William (Cork) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, West) 
O’Connor, Thomas P. (Liverpool, Scotland) 
O’Doherty, William (Donegal, North) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, South) 
O’Donnell, Thomas (Kerry, West) 
O’Dowd, John (Sligo, South) 
O’Kelly, C. (Mayo, North) 
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Quilter, Sir W. Cuthbert, Bt. (Suffolk, 
Sudbury) 


O'Neill, Hon. R. Torrens (Antrim, Mid.) | 


Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay (Ayr Burghs) 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. (Limerick, West) 
O’Shee, James John (Waterford, West) 


P 
Palmer, Sir Charles M., 
Jarrow) 
Palmer, George William (Reading) 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, H. Gilbert G. (Gravesend) 
Parkes, Ebenezer (Birmingham, Central) 
Partington, O. (Derbyshire, High Peak) 
Paulton, James M. (Durham, Bishop 
Auckland) 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D., Bt. (Colchester) 
Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington) 
Pease, J. A. (Essex, Saffron Walden) 
Pease, Sir Joseph W., Bt. (Durham, Bar- 
nard Castle) 


Peel, Hon. William R. W. (Manchester, 
South) 


Pemberton, John 8S. G. (Sunderland) 

Penn, John (Lewisham) 

Percy, Earl (Kensington, South) 

Perks, Robert W. (Lincolnshire, South) 

Philipps, John W. (Pembrokeshire) 

Pickard, Benjamin (York, W.R., Nor- 
manton) 

Pierpoint, Robert (Warrington) 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard (Lanca- 
shire, Newton) 

Pirie, Duncan Vernon (Aberdeen, North) 

Matt-Higgins, Frederick (Salford, North) 

Plummer, Walter R. (Newcastle-on-Tvne) 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp, Bt. (Wigan) 

Power, Patrick J. (Waterford, East) 


se pair 2 Capt. Ernest George (Suffolk, 
Woodbridge) 


Price, Robert John (Norfolk, East) 
Priestley, Arthur (Grantham) 


Pryce-Jones, Lieut.-Col. Edward (Mont- 
gomery Boroughs) 


Purvis, Robert (Peterborough) 
Pym, C, Guy (Bedford) 


Bt. (Durham, | 
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| Randles, John S. (Cumberland, Cocker- 
| mouth) 
| Rankin, Sir James, Bt. 
Leominster) 
_ Rasch, Major Fred. C. (Essex, Chelmsford) 
| Ratcliff, R. F. (Staffordshire, Burton) 
Rattigan, Sir William H. (Lanark, N.E.) 
| Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 
| Reckitt, Harold James 
Brigg) 
Reddy, M. (King’s County, Birr) 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William H. K.(Clare, East) 
Reed, Sir Edward J. (Cardiff) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Reid, Sir Robert T.(Dumfries Burghs) 
Remnant, James F. (Finsbury, Holborn) 
Renshaw, Sir Charles B. (Renfrew, West) 
Renwick, George (Newcastle-on-Tyne) 
Richards, Henry Charles (Finsbury, East) 
Rickett, J. Compton (Scarborough) 
Ridley, Hon. M. White (Stalybridge) 
_ Ridley, Samuel F. (Bethnal Green, South- 
West) 
| Rigg, Richard (Westmoreland, Appleby) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. (Croydon) 
John Bryn (Carnarvonshire, 


(Herefordshire» 
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(Lincolnshire, 


Roberts, 
Eifion) 

Roberts, 
West) 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 

Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 

tobertson, T. Herbert (Hackney, South) 

Robinson, Brooke (Dudley) 

Robson, William Snowdon (South Shields) 

Roche, John (Galway, East) 

Roe, Sir Thomas /Derby) 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. (Leicester) 

Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye (Islington, South) 

| Ropner, Colonel Sir E. H. O. Robert 
(Stockton) 

Rose, Charles Day (Cambridge, New- 
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John Herbert (Denbighshire, 
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Seton-Karr, Sir Henry (St. Helens) | Talbot, Lord Edmund (Sussex, Chichester) 
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East) 

Wylie, Alexander (Dumbartonshire) 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George (Dover) 


Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. (Glamor- 
gan, South) 


Y 


Yerburgh, Robert A. (Chester) 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 

Younger, William (Lincolnshire,Stamford) 
Yoxall, James Henry (Nottingham, West) 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 








ALPHABETICAL LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES, 


NAMES OF MEMBERS 





(Compiled at the opening of the Session.) 





ENGLAND—COUNTIES (234 Members).. 


BEDFORDSHIRE (2) 
North, or Biggleswade 
South, or Luton 


BERKSHIRE (3) 
East, or Wokingham 
North, or Abingdon 
South, or Newbury 


BUCKINGHAMSHIRE (3) 
Mid, or Aylesbury... 
North, or Buckingham 
South, or Wycombe 


CAMBRIDGESHIRE (3) 
East, or Newmarket 
North, or Wisbech... 
West, or Chesterton 


CHESHIRE (8) 
Altrincham 
Crewe a 
Eddisbury ... 
Hyde we 
Knutsford ... 
Macclesfield 
Northwich ... 
Wirral 


CorNWALL (6) 
Mid, or St. Austell 


North-East, or Launceston 


North-West, or Camborne 
South-East, or Bodmin 
Truro ee ee 
West, or St. Ives ... 





Compton, Lord Alwyne F.. 
Ashton, T. Gair. 


Gardner, Ernest. 
Loyd, A. K. 
Mount, W. A. 


Rothschild, Hon. L. W. 
Carlile, W. W. 
Grenfell, Major W. H. 


Rose, C. D. 
Brand, Hon. A. G. 
Greene, W. R. 


Disraeli, Coningsby R 
Tomkinson, J. 

Tollemache, H. J. 

Chapman, E. 

Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton. 
Davenport, W. Bromley. 
Brunner, Sir J. T. 

Hoult, J. 


M‘Arthur, W.. A. 

Moulton,. J. F. 

Caine, W. S. 

Molesworth, Sir L., Bt. 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir E., Bt. 
Hain, E. 
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CUMBERLAND (4) 
Cockermouth 
Mid, or Penrith ... 
North, or Eskdale ... 
West, or Egremont 


DERBYSHIRE (7) 
Chesterfield 
High Peak .. 
Ilkeston 
Mid.. 
North-East. 
South 
West 


DEVONSHIRE (8) 
East, or Honiton . 
Mid, or Ashburton... 
N orth-East, or Tiverton ... 
North, or South Molton ... 
North-West, or Barnstaple 
South, or Totnes ... ae 
Torquay 
West, or Tav istock 


DORSETSHIRE (4) 
East “og 
North 
South 
West 


DurHaAM (8) 

Barnard Castle 

* Bishop Auckland ... 
Chester-le-Street .... 
Houghton-le- ‘Spring 
Jarrow y 
Mid.. 
North- W) et 
South-East. 


Essex (8) 
East, or Maldon . 
Mid, or Chelmsford ~ 
North-East, or Harwich ... 
North, or Saffron Walden 
South- ‘East .. : 
South, or Romford — ‘ 
South. West, or Walthamstow 
West, or Epping 


GLOUCESTERSHIRE (5) 
East, or Cirencester 
Forest of Dean 
Mid, or Stroud _... 
North, or Tewkesbury 
South, or Thornbury 


HAMPSHIRE (5% 
East, or Petersfield 
New Forest te 


Randles, J. S. 

Lowther, Rt. Hon. J. W. 
Lowther, C. W. H. 
Bain, J. R. 


Bayley, bar 
Partington, O. 

Foster, Sir B. W. 
Jacoby, J. A. 

Bolton, T. D. 

Gretton, J. 

Cavendish, Victor C. W. 


Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H., Bt. 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Walrond, Col. Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
Lambert, G. 

Soares, E. J. 

Mildmay, F. Bingham. 

Barratt, F. L. 

Spear, J. W. 


Sturt, Hon. H. N. 
Digby, J. K. W. 
Brymer, W. E. 
Williams, Col. R. 


Pease, Sir Joseph W., Bt. 
Paulton, J. M. 

Joicey, Sir James, Bt. 
Cameron, Robert. 
Palmer, Sir C. Mark, Bt. 
Wilson, John. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Lambton, Hon. F. W. 


Strutt, Hon. C. H. 

Rasch, Major F. C. 

Round, J. 

Pease, J. A. 

Tufnell, Col. E. 

Sinclair, Louis. 

Morgan, D. J. 

Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. M. 


Bathurst, Hon. A. B. 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir C. W., Bt 
Allen, C. P. 

Dorington, Sir J. E., Bt. 
Colston, C. E. H. Wy 


Nicholson, W. G. 
Montagu, Hon. J. W. E. D. Scott- 
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HAMPSHIRE (5)—cont. 
North, or Basingstoke 
South, or Fareham... 
West, or Andover ... 


HEREFORDSHIRE (2) 
North, or Leominster 
South, or Ross 


HERTFORDSHIRE (4) 
East, or Hertford ... 
Mid, or St. Albans... 
North, or Hitchin ... 
West, or Watford ... 


HUNTINGDONSHIRE (2) 
North, or Ramsey ... 
South, or Huntingdon 


IsLE OF WiGuT (1) 


Kent (8) 
East, or St. Augustine’s . 
Isle of Thanet 
Mid, or Medwa 


North- East, or aversham — 
North- West, or Dartford ... 


South, or Ashford .. 


South-West, or Tunbridge ‘ 


West, or Sevenoaks 


LANCASHIRE, NORTH (4) 
Blackpool 
Chorley 
Lancaster ... 
North Lonsdale 


LANCASHIRE, NORTH-EAST (4) 


Accrington... 
Clitheroe 
Darwen 
Rossendale .. 


LANCASHIRE, SouTH-EastT (8) 


Eccles 
Gorton 
Heywood ... 
Middleton ..: 
Prestwich . 


Radcliffe-cum-Farnworth . Ze 


Stretford 
Westhoughton 


LANCASHIRE, SOUTH-WEST " 


Bootle 
Ince.. 

Leigh. 
Newton AS 
oe ial 
out. rt. 
Widnes. 


Jeffreys, A. F. 
Lee, Lt.-Col. A. H. 
Faber, E. B. 


Rankin, Sir Jas., Bart.. 
Clive, Capt. P. A. 


Smith, A. H. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary. 
Hudson, G. B. 


bt Halsey, T. F. 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Montagu, G. C 


Seely, Capt. J. E. B. 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers. 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James. 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. 

Howard, Capt. J. 

Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart Bt. 
Hardy, Laurence. 

Boscawen, A. Griffith. 

Forster, H. W. 


Worsley-Taylor, H. W. 
Balcarres, Lord. 
Helme, N. W. 
Cavendish, Richd. F. 


Leese, Sir J. F. 
Shackleton, D. J. 
Rutherford, John. 
Mather, Sir W. 


Clare, O. L. 
Hatch, E. F. G. 
Kemp, G. 
Fielden, E. B. 
Cawley, F. 
Taylor, T. C. 
Cripps, C. A. 
Stanley, Lord. 


Sandys, Col. T. M. 

Blundell, Col. H. B. Hollinshed. 
Scott, C. P. 

Pilkington, Lt.-Col. R. 

Stanley, Hon. Arthur. 

Hall, E. Marshall. 

Walker, Col. W. H. 








‘xlvi LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. 





LEICESTERSHIRE (4) : 
East, or Melton ves ra ... Manners, Lord C. R. J. 
Mid, or Loughborough ... noe .-- Levy, M. 


South, or Harboroug awe sel ... Logan, J. W. 
West, or Bosworth aes vr . M*‘Laren, C. B, B. 





LINCOLNSHIRE (7) 






East Lindsey, or Louth ... _ .. Perks, R. W. 
Holland, or Spalding mn ase ... Mansfield, H. R. 
North Kesteven, or Sleaford sit ... Chaplin, Rt. Hon. H 
North Lindsey, or Brigg ... ass ate Reckitt, H. J. 
South Kesteven, or Stamford... ... Younger, W. 


South Lindsey, or Horncastle... ..- Willoughby de Eresby, Lord. 
West Lindsey, or Gainsborough ... ... Ormsby-Gore, Hon. S. F. 








MIDDLESEX (7) 
Brentford ... bes 4ik ei ... Bigwood, J. 
Ealing et 8 dai na ... Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord George. 
Enfield a ia sti ies ... Bowles, Lt. Col. H. F. 
Harrow ‘ea ... Cox, J. E. Bainbridge. 


Hornsey ... Es pa fon ... Balfour, Capt. C. B. 
Tottenham ... ra aa al ... Howard, J. 
Uxbridge ... qu ... Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. D., Bt. 








MONMOUTHSHIRE (3) 
- M‘Kenna, R. 


North 

South Morgan, Col. Hon. F. C. 

West Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Vernon. 
NorFOLK (6) 

East wee os hi si ... Price, R. J. 

Mid... Wilson, F. W. 

North oe les ya iss ... Gurdon, Sir W. B. 

North-West $e sre sus ... White, G. 

South ca Ree ae ... Soames, A. W. 


South-West _ Hare, T. L. 








t <i i Channing, F. A. 
Mid... oe a eo sad ... Spencer, Hon. C. R 
North ses ae hep “es ... Sackville, S. G. 8. 
South pi ns ... Fitzroy, Hon. J. G. 


NORTHAMPTONSHIRE (4 
Eas 


NORTHUMBERLAND (4) 





Berwick-upon-Tweed Grey, Sir Edward, Bt. 
Hexham ... a Beaumont, Wentworth C B 
Tyneside ... oes ati ae .... Smith, H. C. 

Wansbeck ... wad =n er .... Fenwick, C. 





NOTTINGHAMSHIRE (4) 
aid wa oe .... Milner, Rt. Hon. Sir F. G., Bt. 


Bassetlaw ... 

Mansfield ... a or is ... Markham, A. B. 

Newark ; als wie bei ... Welby, Sir C. G. E., Bt. 

Rushceliffe ... a a ie ... Ellis, J. E. 
“OXFORDSHIRE (3) 

Mid, or Woodstock ex ee ... Morrell, G. H. 

North, or Banbury aa 18s ... Brassey, Albert. 


Hermon-Hodge, Sir R. T., Bt. 
Finch, Rt. Hon. G. H. 


South, or Henley ... 
-RUTLAND (1) 



































































W 























LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. 


SHROPSHIRE (4) 
Mid, or Wellington 
North, or Newport 
South, or Ludlow ... 
West, or Oswestry... 


SoMERSETSHIRE (7) 
Bridgwater... 


West, or Wellington 


STAFFORDSHIRE (7) 
Burton af 
Handsworth 
Kingswinford 
Leek ae 
Lichfield . 
North-West 
West 


SUFFOLK (5) 
North-East, or Eye 
North, or Lowestoft ‘ 
North-West, or Stowmarket 
South-East, or Woodbridge 
South, or Sudbury ’ 


SuRREY (6) 
Kingston ... 
Mid, or Epsom 
North- East, or W imbledon 
North- West, or Chertsey .. 
South-East, or Reigate... 
South-West, or Guildford 


Sussex (6) 
East, or Rye 
Mid, or Lewes oe 
North, or East Grinstead ... 
North- West, or Horsham . 
- South, or Eastbourne 
South-West, or Chichester 


WARWICKSHIRE (4) 
North-East, or Nuneaton ... 
North, or Tamworth 
South- ‘East, or Rugby 


South-West, or Stratford-on- Avon 


WESTMORELAND (2) 
North, or Appleby 
South, or Kendal ... 


WittsHirE (5) 
East, or Devizes 
North, or Cricklade 
North-West, or St acaitR 
South, or Wilton ... ‘ 
West or Westbury 


Brown, Sir Alexander, Bt. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. 
More, R. J. 

Gore, Hon. G. R. C. Ormsby. 


Stanley, E. J. 

Hobhouse, Henry. 

Barlow, J. E. 

Llewellyn, Evan H. 
Strachey, Sir Edward. 
Dickinson, R. E. 
Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 


Ratcliffe, R. F. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H., Bt. 
Webb, Col. W. G. 

Bill, Charles. 

Warner, T. Courtenay T. 
Heath, James. 

Henderson, Sir Alexander, Bt. 


Stevenson, F. S. 

Lucas, Col. F. A. 
Malcolm, Ian. 

Pretyman, Capt. E. G. 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert, Bt. 


Skewes-Cox, T. 

Keswick, W. 

Hambro, C. E. 
Leigh-Bennett, H. C. 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry. 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John. 


Brookfield, A. M. 

Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Hy., Bt. 
Goschen, G. J., jun. 

Johnstone, J. H. 

Hogg, L. 

Talbot, Lord Edmund. 


Newdigate, F. A. 
Muntz, Sir Philip, Bt. 
Grant, Corrie. 

Foster, P. S. 


Rigg, R. 
Bagot, Capt. J. F. 


Goulding, E. A. 

Fitzmaurice, Lord E. G. Petty. 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P., Bt. 
Morrison, Lt. J. A. 

Fuller, J. M. F. 
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WORCESTERSHIRE (5) 
East & as 
Mid, or Droitwich.. 
North inhi 

South, or Evesham. .. 

West, or Bewdley .. 











YORKSHIRE, East RIDING . 
Buckrose : ! 
Holderness .. 

Howdenshire 






YORKSHIRE, NORTH RIDING (4) 
Cleveland ... 

Richmond . 

Thirsk and Malton.. 

Whitby 







YORKSHIRE, WEST RIDING (S.) (5) 
Elland 

Keighley 

Shipley 
Skipton 
Sowerby 








YORKSHIRE, WesT Riptne (S. ) ®) 
Barnsle : i 
Colne Valley 
Doncaster ... 
Hallamshire 
Holmfirth ... 
Morley 
Normanton 
Rotherham... 


YORKSHIRE, WEST RIDING (F) G ) 
Barkston Ash RR 
Osgoldcross 
Otley 
+ ag 
Ripo 
Spen Vv alley 
















LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. 






Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J. Austen. 
Martin, R. Biddulph. 

Wilson, J. W. 

Long, Col. C. Wigram. 

Baldwin, Alfred. 






White, L. 
Wilson, A. S. 


Wilson-Todd, W. H. 





Samuel, H. L. 
. Hutton, John. 

- Lawson, J. Grant. 
Beckett, E. W. 





Trevelyan, C. P. 

Brigg, John. 

Flannery, Sir J. Fortescue 
Thomson, F. W. 

Mellor, Rt. Hon. J. W. 





Walton, Joseph. 
Kitson, Sir J. B., Bt. 
Fison, F. W. 

Mappin, Sir F. T., Bt. 
Wilson, H. J. 
Hutton, A. E. 
Pickard, B. 

Holland, Sir H. W. 


Gunter, Col. Sir Robert, Bt. 
Austin, Sir John, Bt. 
Duncan, J. H. 

Whiteley, G. 

Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd. 
Whittaker, T. P. 












ENGLAND—METROPOLITAN BOROUGHS (62 Members). 








BATTERSEA AND CLAPHAM ) 
Battersea ... ote ‘ 
Clapham 


BETHNAL GREEN (2) 
North-East... 
South-West 







CAMBERWELL (3) 
Dulwich 
North 
Peckham 


CHELSEA (1)... +e eat 










Burns, John. 
Thornton, Perey M. 


Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Ridley, °F. ; 


Maple, Sir J. Blundell, Bt. 
Macnamara, T. J 
Banbury, Sir Frederick, Bt. 


Whitmore, ©, A. 














LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. 


CroyDON (1) 
DEPTFORD (1) ... 


FinsBury (3) 
Central 
East 
Holborn 


FuLHAM (1) 
GREENWICH (1)... 


HACKNEY (3) 
Central 
North 
South 


HAMMERSMITH (1) 
HAMPSTEAD (1)... 


ISLINGTON (4) 
East 
North 
South 
West 


KENSINGTON (2) 
North 
South 


LAMBETH (4) 
Brixton 
Kennington 
North S 
Norwood 


LEWISHAM (1) ... 


Lonpon, City (2) 


MARYLEBONE (2) 
East... : 
West 


NEWINGTON (2) 
Walworth ... 
West 


PADDINGTON (2) 
North 
South 


St. GEoRGE’s, HANOVER SQUARE (1)... 


St. PANorAs (4) 
East 
North 
South 
West 


SHOREDITCH (2) 


Haggerston 


Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
Morton, A. H. A. 


Massey-Mainwaring, Hon. W. F. B. 
Richards, H. C. 
Remnant, J. R. 


Fisher, W. Hayes. 
Cecil, Lord Hugh R. H. 


‘ Allhusen, A. H. E. 


Bousfield, W. R. 
Robertson, T. H. 


Bull, W. J. 


Milvain, Thomas. 


Cohen, B. L. 
Bartley, Sir George. 
Rollit, Sir A. K. 
Lough, Thomas. 


Sharpe, W. E. T. 


Percy, Earl. 


Mowbray, Sir R. G., Bt. 
Cook, F. L. 

Horner, F. W. 

Tritton, C. E. 


Penn, John. 


{ Dimsdale, Sir J. C. 
*** (Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 


Boulnois, Edmund. 
Scott, Sir S. E., Bt. 


Bailey, -Jas. 
Norton, Capt. C. W. 


Aird, Sir John. 
Fardell, Sir T. G. 


Legge, Col. Hon. H. 


Wrightson, Sir Thos., Bt. 
Moon, E. R. P. 

Jessel, Capt. H. M. 
Graham, H. R. 


Cremer, W. R. 
Hay, Hon. C, G. D, 








SOUTHWARK (3) 
Bermondsey 
Rotherhithe 
West 


STR/ ND (1) 
Tower HAMLETs (7) 


Bow and Bromley... 


Limehouse ... 
Mile End ... 
Poplar __... 
St. George’s 
Stepney ... 
Whitechapel 


WANDSWORTH (1) 


West Ham (2) 
North 
South 


WESTMINSTER (1) 
WooLwIch (1) ... 


LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. 


Cust, H. J. C. 
Macdona, J. Cumming. 
Causton, R. K. 


Smith, Hon. W.-F. D. 


Guthrie, W. M. 

Samuel, Harry S. 
Charrington, Spencer. 
Buxton, Sydney C. 
Dewar, Sir Thomas. 
Gordon, Major W. E. E. 
Samuel, S. M. 


Kimber, Hy. 

Gray, Ernest. 

Banes, Major G. E. 
Burdett-Coutts, W. L. Ashmead B. 


Beresford, Lord Charles. 


ENGLAND -PROVINCIAL CITIES AND BOROUGHS (164 Members). 


ASHTON-UNDER-LYNE (1) 


AsToN MANoR (1) 


BARROW-IN-F URNESS (1) 


Batu, Crry (2)... 


BEDFORD (1) 
BIRKENHEAD (1) 


BIRMINGHAM, City (7) 
Bordesley ... 
Central 
East oki 
Edgbaston ... 
North , 

South 

West 


BLACKBURN (2)... 


BOLTON (2) 


Boston (1) 


BRADFORD, City (3) 
Central 
East 
West 


BRIGHTON (2) 





Whiteley, H. J. 
Cecil, E. 
Cayzer, Sir C. W. 


{ Murray, Col. C. Wyndham. 
* | Wodehouse, Rt. Hon. EF. R. 


Pym, C. Guy. 
Lees, Sir Elliott, Bt. 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse. 
Parkes, Ebenezer, 

Stone, Sir J. Benjamin. 

Lowe, F. W. 

Middlemore, J. T. 

Williams, J. Powell- 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. Joseph. 


(Hornby, Sir W. H., Bt. 


* \Coddington, Sir W., Bt. 


(Cross, H. 8. 


** \ Harwood, G. 


Garfit, W. 


Wanklyn, J. L. 
Greville, Capt. Hon. R. H. Fulke. 
Flower, Ernest 8S. F. 


{ Loder, Gerald W. E. 


’ | Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 











BristoL, City (4) 
East fog 
North 
South 
West 


BURNLEY (1) 


Bury (1) 


Bury St. EpMunps (1) 


CAMBRIDGE (1) ... 


CANTERBURY, City (1)... 


CARLISLE, City (1) 
CHATHAM (1) 
CHELTENHAM (1) 
Custer, City (1) 
CHRISTCHURCH (1) 
COLCHESTER (1) 
CovENTRY (1) 


DARLINGTON (1) 


Derpy (2) 


DEVONPORT (2) ... 
DEWSBURY (1) ... 
Dover (1) 
Dubey (1) 
DuruaM, City (1) 
Exeter, City (1) 


GATESHEAD (1) ... 


GLoucestEr, Crry (1) ... 


GRANTHAM (1) ... 
GRAVESEND (1)... 
Grimspy, GREAT (1) 
HALIFAX (2) 
HANLEY (1) 
HARTLEPOOL (1) 
HASTINGS 
HEREFORD, L. 1) 


HUDDERSFIELD (,, 


LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. 





* (Bell, R. 


** \ Lockie, J. 


‘ (Crossley, Sir S. B. 
‘* \ Whiteley, J. H. 









Hobhouse, C. E. H. 

Wills, Sir F. 

Long, Rt. Hon. W. H. : 
Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir M. H., Bt. 


Mitchell, W. 









Toulmin, G. 


Greene, Sir E. W., Bt. 





FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose-, Bt. 





Heaton, J. Henniker. 

Gully, Rt. Hon. W. C. (SPEAKER) 
Davies, Sir Horatio D. 
Agg-Gardner, J. T. 

Yerburgh, R. A. 

Balfour, Major K. R. 

Pearson, Sir Weetman D., Bt. 
Murray, C. J. 

Pease, Herbt. P. 
f Roe, Sir T. 











f Kearley, H. E. 






Runciman, W. 





Wyndham, George. 





Robinson, Brooke. 

Elliot, Hon. Arthur R. D. 
Vincent, Sir E. 

Allan, Sir William. 

Rea, R. 

Priestley, A. 

Parker, Sir Gilbert 










Doughty, G. 






Heath, A. H. 
Furness, Sir C. 
Thomas, Capt. F. F. 
Arkwright, J. S. 
Woodhouse, Sir J. T. 










lit LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. 


HULL, City (3) 
Central... 


East 
West 


HYTHE (1) 
IpswicH (2) 


KIDDERMINSTER (1) 


LEeps, Crry (5) 
Central . 
Kast 
North 
South 
West 


LEICESTER (2) 


LINCOLN, City (1) 


LivERPOOL, City (9) 
Abercromby 
East Toxteth 
Everton 
Exchange 
Kirkdale 
Scotland 
Walton 
West Derby 
West Toxteth 


Lynn Recis (1) 


MAIDSTONE (1) ... 
MANCHESTER, City (6) 

East <4 

North He 

North-East ... 

North-West 

South vs 

South-West 
MIDDLESBROUGH (1) 
Monmoutu Disrricr (1) 
Morretu (1) 
NEWCASTLE-UNDER-LYME (1) ... 


NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE, City (2) 
NORTHAMPTON (2) 


Norwicu, City (2) 


King, Sir H. Seymour. 
Firbank, Sir Joseph. 
Wilson, C. H. 


Sassoon, Sir Edward A., Bt. 


Se (Seka D. F. 


Dalrymple, Sir Chas., Bt. 


Godson, Sir Augustus F. 


Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. 
Cautley, H. 8. 

Barran, R. H. 

Walton, John Lawson 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. Herbert J. 


{ Broadhurst, Henry. 


‘** | Rolleston, Sir J. F. L 


Seely, C. H. 


Lawrence, W. F. 
Taylor, Austin. 
Willox, Sir J. A. 
M‘Arthur, Charles, 
Maclver, David. 
O'Connor, T. P. 
Stock, J. H. 
Rutherford, W. W. 
Houston, R. P. 


Bowles, T. Gibson. 

Evans, Sir F. H. 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J. 
Schwann, C. E. 

Fergusson, Rt. Hon. Sir J., Bt. 
Houldsworth, Sir W. H., Bt. 
Peel, Hon. W. R. W. 
Galloway, W. J. 

Sadler, Col. S. A. 

Lawrence, Joseph. 

Burt, Thomas. 


Haslam, Sir A. 8. 


(Renwick? W. R. 


Renwick, G. 
Labouchere, Henry. 


‘** \Shipman, Dr. J. G. 


Hoare, Sir Samuel, Bt. 


** | Bullard, Sir Harry. 





LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES, 


NurtiNGHAM, CITY (3) 
East “a ; 
South 
West 


OLDHAM (2) 


OxForD, City (1) 


PENRYN AND FALMOUTH (1) ... 


PLYMOUTH (2) ... 
PONTEFRACT (1)... 


PoRTSMOUTH (2) 


PRESTON (2) 
READING (1) 
ROCHDALE (1) ... 
ROCHESTER, CITY (1) 


St. HELENS (1) ... 


SALFORD (3) 
North 
South 
West 


SaLisBuRY, City (1) 
SCARBOROUGH (1) 


SHEFFIELD, City (5) 
Attercliffe ... 
Brightside ... 
Central 
Ecclesall 
Hallam 


SHREWSBURY (1) 
SOUTHAMPTON (2) 


SoutH SHIELDS (1) 
STAFFORD (1) 
STALYBRIDGE (1) 


STockPorT (2) ... 


STocKTON (1) 
STOKE-UPON-TRENT (1)... 


SUNDERLAND (2) 


Bond, Edward. 
Bentinck, Lord H. C. 
Yoxall, J. H. 


Emmott, Alfred. 
Churchill, W. L. 8. 


Valentia, Viscount. 
Horniman, F. .J. 
(Duke, H. E. 


* \Guest, Hon. I. C. 


Nussey, T. Willans. 


Majendie, J. H. A. 
Lucas, R. J. 


(Tonnes Rt. Hon. R. W. 


Tomlinson, Sir William. 
Palmer, G. W. 


Royds, Col. C. M. 
Cranborne, Viscount. 


Seton-Karr, Sir Henry. 


Platt-Higgins, F. 
Groves, J. G. 
Knowles, Lees. 


Palmer, W. 
Rickett, J. Compton. 


Langley, Batty. 

Hope, J. Fitzalan. 

Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. Howard. 
Roberts, S. 

Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart-. 
Greene, H. D. 


(Simeon, Sir J. S. Barrington, Bt 
Chamberlayne, T. 


Robson, W. 8. 
Shaw, T. F. C. E. 
Ridley, M. White. 
Leigh, Sir Joseph. 


“| Melville, B. V. 


Ropner, Col. E. H. O. R. 
Coghill, D. H. 


{ Bostoet Sir W. T. 
Pemberton, J. 8. G. 





liv LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. 
TAUNTON (1)... = ee avi ... Welby, Lt.-Col. A. C. E 
TYNEMOUTH (1)... i oe mes ... Harris, F. L. 
WAKEFIELD, City (1) ... . ait ... Brotherton, E. A. 
WALSALL (1)... ifs lj ona ... Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir A. D., Bt. 
WARRINGTON (1) én eis me ... Pierpoint, Robert. 
WARWICK AND LEAMINGTON (1)... ... Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred. 
WEDNESBURY (1) sa vas ne ... Green, W. D. 
West BroMwicH (1) ... one ot ‘++ Spencer, Sir Ernest. 
WHITEHAVEN (1) Biss on ve ... Helder, Augustus. 
WIGAN (1) mw +. i a ... Powell, Sir F. S., Bt. 
WINCHESTER, City (1)... nas ine ... Myers, W. H. 
WINDsoR (1)... ae fee. wi ... Barry, Sir F. T., Bt. 





WOLVERHAMPTON (3) 
East he. Pi id sak ... Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir H. H. 


South a h te a ma ... Norman, H. 

West ~ = aos oe ... Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Worcester, City (1)... Wis wee ... Allsopp, Hon. G. H. 
YARMOUTH, GREAT (1) - ws ... Colomb, Sir John C. R. 


ee a er 


WALES—COUNTIES (19 Members). 


ANGLESEY (1) ... o>. o ve? .... Griffith, Ellis J. 
BRECKNOCKSHIRE (1) ... — 8 ... Morley, Charles. 
CARDIGANSHIRE (1)... sai cm ... Davies, M. L. Vaughan. 


CARMARTHENSHIRE (2) 
East re “és sad ao ... Thomas, Abel. 
West his et ie ost ... Morgan, J. Lloyd. 


CARNARVONSHIRE (2) 
North or Arfon... rr aa ... Jones; William. 
South or Eifion... ag aot ... Roberts, J. Bryn 


DENBIGHSHIRE (2) 
East Sas nes ae Ms ..- Moss, Samuel. 
West av ha Je ve ... Roberts, J. H. 


FLINTSHIRE (1) ... ede 4d <3 .-- Smith, Samuel. 


GLAMORGANSHIRE (5) 
East ae S ia h! ... Thomas, Sir Alfred. 
Mid... de as ite ns .... Evans, S. T. 
Rhondda ... ah de - ... Abraham, William. 
South was il Ns ies ... Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
West, or Gower ... ai om ... Thomas, J. A. 


MERIONETHSHIRE (1) ... iiss =e ... Williams, A. O. 


















M NTGOMERYSHIRE (1) 
PEMBROKESHIRE (1) 
RADNORSHIRE (1) 






CaRDIFF DIsTRICT (1) ... 
CARMARTHEN DisTRICT (1) 
CARNARVON District (1) 
DenBiGH District (1) ... 


Fuint District (1) 
MERTHYR TYDVIL (2) ... zab 


MonTGoMERY District (1) 


PEMBROKE AND HAVERFORDWEST District (1) Laurie, Lieut.-Col. J. W. 


SWANSEA (2) 
District 
Town 


LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. 








Humphreys-Owen, A. C. 
Philipps, J. Wynford. 
Edwards, F. 









WALES--BOROUGHS (11 Members). 









Reed, Sir E. J. 
Davies, Alfred. 
Lloyd-George, David. 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. 
Lewis, J. H. 


f Thomas, D. A. 
*** \ Hardie, J. Keir. 


Pryce-Jones, Lieut.-Col. EK. 










Jones, D. Brynmor. 
Newnes, Sir G. 








ABERDEENSHIRE (2) 


East aa 
West 


ARGYLLSHIRE (1) 
AYRSHIRE (2) 

North 

South 
BANFFSHIRE (1)... ° 
BERWICKSHIRE (1) 
BUTESHIRE (1) ... 
CAITHNESS-SHIRE (1) 
CLACKMANNAN AND KINROsS (1) 
DUMBARTONSHIRE (1) ... 
DUMFRIESSHIRE (1) 
EDINBURGH (MIDLOTHIAN) (1) 
ELGIN AND NAIRN (1)... 
FIFESHIRE (2) 


FORFARSHIRE (1) 


SCOTLAND—COUNTIES (39 Members). 





Maconachie, A. W. 
Farquharson, Dr. R. 


Nicol, Donald N. 
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House adjourned at twenty minutes before Seven o'clock, to 
Thursday next, a quarter past Four o’clock. 














HOUSE OF COMMONS : TUESDAY, 17rH FEBRUARY, 1903. 






The House met at Two of the Clock. 


Message to attend His Majesty. 







The House went, and being returned —- 






Writs IssueD Durtnc Recess.—Mr. SPEAKER informed the House, That he 
had issued Warrants for New Writs during the Recess, for Liverpool 
(West Derby Division), in the room of Samuel Wasse Higginbottom, 
Esquire, deceased ; County of Antrim (South Division), The Right Hon. 
William Grey Ellison Macartney, Deputy Master of the Mint an 









CoLoNEL LYNCH.—SENTENCE ON A MEMBER.—Mr. SPEAKER informed the 
House that he had received a letter relating to a sentence upon a Member 43 







New Writs.—New Writ for the County of Perth (Eastern Division), in the 
room of Sir John George Smyth Kinloeh, Baronet (Manor of Northstead).— 
(Mr. Gladstone.)... fs cons ions pa aon wis oil bie 






New Members Sworn.—Charles Day Kose, esquire, for County of Cambridge 
(Eastern or Newmarket Division) ; William Watson Rutherford, esquire, 
Liverpool (West Derby Division) ns ies on ns 






—— 






E.Lections.—Ordered, That all Members who are returned for two or more 
places in any part of the United Kingdom do make their election for which 
of the places they will serve, within one week after it shall appear that 
there is no question upon the return for that place ; and if anything shall 
come in question touching the return or election of any Member, he is to 
withdraw during the time the matter is in debate ; and that all Members 
returned upon double returns do withdraw till their returns are determined. 












Resolved, That no Peer of the Realm, except such Peers of Ireland as 
shall for the time being be actually elected, and shall not have declined to 
serve, for any county, city, or borough of Great Britain, hath any right to 
give his Vote in the election of any Member to serve in Parliament. 






Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That it is a high infringement of 
the liberties and privileges of the Commons of the United Kingdom 
for any Lord of Parliament, or other Peer or Prelate, not being a Peer 
of Ireland at the time elected, and not having declined to serve for 
any county, city, or borough of Great Britain, to concern himself in 
the election of Members to serve for the Commons in Parliament, 


e 2 
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except ‘only any Peer of Ireland, at such elections in Great Britain 
respectively where such Peer shall appear as a candidate, or by himself, 
or any others, be proposed to be elected ; or for any Lord Lieutenant 
or Governor of any county to avail himself of any authority derived 
from his Commission, to influence the election of any Member to serve 
for the Commons in Parliament.”—(Mr. A.J. Balfour.) 


Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out from the word ‘ Kingdom,’ in line 2, to the word 
‘for’ in line 8."—(Mr. James Lowther.) 


Question put, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 270 ; Noes, 68. (Division List No. 1.) 
Main Question put and agreed to. 


Resolved, That it is a high infringement of the liberties and privileges 
of the Commons of the United Kingdom for any Lord of Parliament or 
other Peer or Prelate, not being a Peer of Ireland at the time elected, and 
not having declined to serve for any county, city or borough of Great 
Britain to concern himself in the election of Members to serve for the 
Commons in Parliament, except only any Peer of Ireland, at such Elections 
in Great Britain respectively where such Peer shall appear as a candidate, 
or by himself, or any others, be proposed to be elected ; or for any Lord 
Lieutenant or Governor of any county to avail himself of any authority 
derived from his Commission to influence the election of any Member to 
serve for the Commons in Parliament. 


Resolved, That if it shall appear that any person hath been elected or 
returned a Member of this House, or endeavoured so to be by bribery, 
or any other corrupt practices, this House will proceed with the utmost 
severity against all such persons as shall have been wilfully concerned in 
such bribery or other corrupt practices. 


WitNEssEs.—Resolved, That if it shall appear that any person hath been 
tampering with any witness, in respect of his evidence to be given to 
this House, or any Committee thereof, or directly or indirectly hath 
endeavoured to deter or hinder any person from appearing or giving 
evidence, the same is declared to be a high crime or misdemeanour ; end 
this House will proceed with the utmost severity against such offender. 


Resolved, That if it shall ng that any person hath given false 


evidence in any case before this House, or any Committee thereof, this 
House will proceed with the utmost severity against such offender 


METROPOLIZAN PoLice.—Ordered, That the Commissioners of the Police of the 
Metropolis do take care that, during the Session of Parliament, the passages 
through the streets leading to this House be kept free and open, and that 
no obstruction be permitted to hinder the passage of Members to and from 
this House, and that no disorder be allowed in Westminster Hall, or in the 
passages leading to this House, during the Sitting of Parliament, and that 
there be no annoyance therein or thereabouts; and that the Serjeant at 
Arms attending this House do communicate this Order to the Com- 
missioners aforesaid. ... eee oe soe ove ee dee 


VorEs AND PRrocEEDINGS.—Ordered, That the Votes and Proceedings of this 
House be printed, being first perused by Mr. Speaker; and that he do 
appoint the printing thereof ; and that no person but such as he shall 
appoint do presume to print the same eve ae ose ve aes 
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PriviLecrs.—Ordered, That a Committee of Privileges be appointed ... 


Outlawries Bill —“ For the more effectual preventing Clandestine Outlawries,” 
read the first time ; to be read a second time 3 call ne ae 


JouRNAL.—Ordered, That the Journal of this House, from the end of the last 
session to the end of the present session, with an Index thereto, be printed. 
Ordered, That 500 Copies of the said Journal and Index be printed 

by the eT and under the direction of Sir Courtenay Peregrine 

bert, K.C.S.L, C.LE., the Clerk of this House. 

Ordered, That the said Journal] and Index be printed by such person 

as shall be licensed by Mr. Speaker, and that no other person do presume 

to print the same pa oon oes one tal ose ove bse 


PARLIAMENTARY Papers (RECESS). —The following Papers, presented by Royal 
Command during the Recess, were delivered to the Librarian of the House 
of Commons during the Recess, pursuant to the Standing Order of the 
14th August, 1896 :— 

1. Mines (Explosion at the MacLaren Colliery, Abertysswg).—Copy 
of Reports to the Secretary of State for the Home Department by S. T. 
Evans, Esquire, K.C., M.P., and J. S. Martin, Esquire, one of His Majesty’s 
Inspectors cf Mines, on the circumstances attending an explosion which 
occurred at MacLaren Colliery (No. 1 Pit), Abertysswg, on the 3rd 
September, 1902 ; 

2. Judicial Statistics (England and Wales).—Copy of Judicial Statistics, 
Part I., relating to Criminal Proceedings, Police, Coroners, Prisons, 
Reformatory and Industrial Schools, and Criminal Lunatics, for England 
and Wales for 1901 ; 

3. County Courts (Plaints and Sittings). Copy of Return of Plaints 
and Sittings in County Courts for the year 1901 ; 

4. Census of England and Wales, 1901.—Copy of Census of England 
and Wales, 1901 (Counties of Bedford, Buckingham, Carnarvon, Denbigh, 
Anglesey, Radnor, Rutland, Montgomery, Merioneth, Brecknock, Hunt- 
ingdon, Flint, Salop, Pembroke, Westmoreland, Hereford, and Cardigan ; 

5. Workhouse Accounts (Departmental Committee).—Copy of Report 
of the Departmental Committee appointed by the President of the Local 
Government Board to inquire into Workhouse Aceounts, with Appendices ; 

6. Irish Land Commission (Proceedings).—Copy of ‘Return of Pro- 
ceedings during the months of November and December, 1902 ; 

7. Agrarian Outrages (Ireland).)—Copy of Return for the quarter 
ended 3lst December, 1902 ; 

8. Evictions (Ireland).—Copy of Return of Evictions in Ireland for 
the quarter ended 31st December, 1902 ; 

9. Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1887 (Eviction Notices).—Copy of Return 
of Eviction Notices filed during the quarter ended 31st December, 1902 ; 

10. Agricultural Statistics (Ireland).—Copy of Tables showing the 
extent in statute acres and the produce of the Crops for the year 1902, &c. ; 
11. National Education (Ireland).—Copy of Appendix to the Sixty- 
eighth Report of the Commissioners, being for the year 1901. Section IL. ; 
12. East India (Trade).—Copy of Tables relating to the Trade of 
British India with British Possessions and Foreign Countries for the five 
years 1897-8 to 1901-2; 
_ 13. Trade Reports (Extracts).—Copy of Extracts from the Reports of 
His Majesty’s Diplomatic and Consular Officers Abroad, received during 
the year 1902, relating to particular Trades and Industries (Coal) ; 
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14. Railway Accidents.—Copy of Returns of Accidents and Casualties 
as reported to the Board of Trade by the several Railway Companies in the 
United Kingdom during the nine months ending 30th September, 1902, 
together with Reports of the Inspecting Officers, Assistant Inspecting, 
Officers, and Sub-Inspectors of the Railway Department to the Board of 
Trade upon certain Accidents which were inquired into ; 

15. Certificates of Origin. —Copy of Memorandum showing the 
Regulations existing in the principal European Countries and in Canada, 
the United States, and Japan, in regard to Certificates of Origin ; 

16. Poisons (Departmental Committee).—Copy of Report, Supple- 
mentary Report, and Minority Report of the Departmental Committee 
appointed by the Lord President of che Council to consider Schedule A to 
the Pharmacy Act, 1868, to report the alterations therein which they 
deem expedient, and whether a third part should be added thereto, with 
Copy of the Minutes appointing the Committee, and a List of Witnesses 
examined. Part I.; 

17. Poisons (Departmental Committee).—Copy of Minutes of Evidence 
taken by the Departmental Committee appointed by the Lord President of 
the Council to consider Schedule A to the Pharmacy Act, 1868, to yon 
the alterations therein which they deem expedient, and whether a third 
vee should be added thereto, together with Appendices and Index to 
ividence. Part II. ; 

18. Glanders (Departmental Committee)—Copy of Report of the 
Departmental Committee appointed by the Board of Agriculture for the 
purpose of conducting experimental investigations with regard to the com- 
municability of the infection of Glanders under certain conditions, and 
as to the arresting and curative powers, if any, of mallein repeatedly 
administered ; 

19. Crofter and Cottar Colonisation Scheme.—Copy of Thirteenth 
Report of the Commissioners appointed to carry out a Scheme of Colonisation 
in the Dominion of Canada of Crofters and Cottars from the Western 
Highlands and Islands of Scotland, with Appendices ; 

20. Northern Nigeria.—Copy of Correspondence relating to Kano ; 

21. Colonial Reports (Annual).—Copies of Reports Nos. 376 (Grenada, 
Annual Report for 1901), 377 (Northern Nigeria, Annual Report for 1901), 
378 (British Guiana, Report for 1901-2), 379 (Mauritius, Annual Report. 
for 1901), 380 (Basutoland Report for 1901-2); 

22. Africa (No. 6, 1902).—Copy of Correspondence respecting Slavery 
and the Slave Trade in East Africa and the Islands of Zanzibar and Pemba 
(in continuation of Africa, No. 4, 1901); 

23. Treaty Series (No. 17, 1902).—Copy of Final Protocol between the: 
Foreign Powers and China for the 1esumptiow of Friendly Relations. 
Signed at Peking, 7th September, 1901 (with 19 Annexes) ; 

24. Treaty Series (No. 1, 1903).—Copy of Convention between the 
United Kingdom and Belgium regulating Telephonic Communications 
between the United Kingdom and Belgium. Signed at Brussels, 21st 
November, 1902 ; : 

25. Treaty Series (No. 2, 1903).—Copy of Convention between the 
United Kingdom and France for the Exchange of Insured and Uninsured. 
Parcels between France and the British Colony of Gibraltar. Signed at 
Paris, 22nd October, 1902. Ratifications exchanged at Paris, 10th 
December, 1902 ; 

26. United States (No. 1, 1903).—Copy of Convention signed at 
Washington, 24th January, 1903, for the Adjustment of the Boundary 
between the Dominion of Canada and the Territory of Alaska ; 
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27. Africa (No. 1, 1903).—Copy of Correspondence respecting the 
Rising of the Mullah Muhammed Abdullah in Somaliland and consequent 
Military Operations, 1901-2 (in continuation of Africa, No. 3, 1902) ; 


28. Nationality and_ Naturalisation (Miscellaneous, No. 1, 1903).— 
Copy of Despatch from His Majesty’s Minister in Brazil, enclosing a 
translation of a Decree regulating Naturalisation of Aliens (in continuation 
of Miscellaneous, No. 3, 1893) ; 

29. Venezuela (No. 1, 1903).—Copy of Correspondence respecting the 
affairs of Venezuela ; 

30. Trade Reports (Annual Series).—Copies of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2923 to 2935 ; 


31. Trade Reports (Miscellaneous Series).—Copies of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, Nos. 587 and 588 ; 


Ordered, That the said Papers do lie upon the Table 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Sucar Bounties (COUNTERVAILING Duties) (CommErcIAL, No. 1, 1903). — 
Copy presented, of Correspondence with the Russian Government respecting 
the Interpretation of the Most-Favoured-Nation Clause in connection with 
Countervailing Duties on Bounty-fed Sugar [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


CREMATION (DEPARTMENTAL COMMITTEE).—Copy presented, of Report of the 
Departmental Committee appointed by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department to prepare a Draft of the Regulations to be made under The 
Cremation Act, 1902 [by Command] ; to ire upon the Table “op 


FactoRY AND WoRKSHOP ACTS (PARTICULARS OF PIECE WoRK WAGES) (WHOLE- 
SALE TAILORING).—Copy presented, of Order, dated 5th January, 1903, 
made by the Secretary of State for the Home Department, applying with 
modifications the provisions of Section 116 of the Factory and Workshop 
Act, 1901, to Factories and Workshops in which Wholesale Tailoring is 
carried on, and to Outworkers employed in Wholesale Tailoring, and the 
Occupiers ‘and Contractors ait whom — are es [by At); to lie 
upon the Table ... es 


Factory AND WorkKSHOoP ACTS (SANITARY ACCOMMODATION).—Copy presented, 
of Order made by the Secretary of State for the Home Department, dated 
4th February, 1903, in pursuance of Section 9 of the Factory and Workshop 
Act, 1901, determining what is sufficient and suitable accommodation in the 
way of sanitary conveniences within the meaning of that section [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table ... ons es ye ne ve ” in 


CASUALTIES TO STEAM BorLeRS (MERCANTILE MARINE).—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 26th November, 1902 ; Lord Charles Ber pee to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 1. ) sod 


CASUALTIES TO STEAM BorLers (UNITED tage —Return presented, relative 
thereto [ordered 26th November, 1902; Lord Charles Bei — a to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 2) .. ; 


PaTENTs, DEsIGNS, AND TRADE Marks Acts,—Copy presented, of Patents 
Rules, 1903, under the Patents, Designs, and Trade Marks _—T 1883 to 
1902 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table 
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BOARD OF AGRICULTURE ACT, 1889.—Copy presented, of Draft Order in Council 
transferring to the Board of Agriculture all the powers and duties which 
were conferred on the Commissioners of His Majesty’s Works and Public 
Buildings in respect of the Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew, by or in pursuance 
of Section 22 of the Crown Lands Act, 1851, or the Parks Regulation Act, 
1872 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table dad sy pe an ies 


INEBRIATES Acts, 1879 To 1899 (RULES FOR RETREATS) (IRELAND).—Copy pre- 
sented of Rules for Retreats in Ireland licensed under the Inebriates Acts, 
1879 to 1899, dated 3rd February, 1903, approved by the Lord Lieutenant 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table ane ae vet we oes ove 


SuPREME CoURT OF JUDICATURE AcT (IRELAND), 1877.—Copies presented, of 
two Orders in Council, dated 17th November, 1902, giving effect to Rules 
of Court under The Supreme Court of Judicature Act (Ireland), 1877 [by 
Act] ; to lie upon the Table ae ie as ie sale ses 


CRIMINAL LAW AND PROCEDURE (IRELAND) ACT, 1887 (PROCLAMATION).—Copy 
presented, of a Proclamation, dated 2nd February, 1903, revoking the 
several Proclamations mentioned in the Schedule thereto [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table ... bes sts ™ a 43 Bie oss yes 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Time Table of 
Examinations for 1903 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table os bbe 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Additional Rule 
made by the Intermediate Education Board for Ireland varying the Rules 
and Programme of Examinations for 1903 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


Roya Irish CONSTABULARY PENSIONS.—Copy presented, of Return showing 
the names of all Constabulary Officers now in receipt of Pensions, of all 
Head Constables, Sergeants, and Constables, and of all Widows and Children 
to whom Pensions have been granted since the Constabulary Estimate for 
1902-3 was prepared, with the amount and date of Pension in each case 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ais wits 


METEOROLOGY.—Copy presented, of Report of the Meteorological Council to the 
Royal Society for the year ending 31st March, 1902 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table... ‘eo th - ee oa poet se uv 


CuHELSEA HospiTaL.—Account presented, for the year ended 31st March, 1902, 
with the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor General thereon [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. |[No. 3.] ... ion ons ons 


TREASURY CHEST.—Account presented, for the year 1901-2, together with the 
Report of the Comptroller and Auditor General thereon {by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 4] sie ion nae ant 


CoNSOLIDATED FunD.— Abstract Account presented, showing the issues made 
from the Consolidated Fund of the United Kingdom in the financial year 
ended 31st March, 1902, for the Interest and Management of the Debt, for 
the Civil List, and for all other Issues in the financial year for services 
charged directly on the said Fund ; with the Report of the Comptroller and 
Auditor General thereon [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 5.] ... Ais ond aa ne ~— aa ae ins - 


Minirary Works Acts, 1897, 1899, AND 1901.—Account presented, for the 
peried ended 31st March, 1902, together with the Report of the Comp- 
troller and Auditor General thereon [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No, 6.] ‘he ad ba ie ite ¥ obi 










or 
or 
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[mpERIAL OTTOMAN GUARANTEED LOAN OF 1855.—Copy poened, of Account 
for the year 1902 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table ... “Ast 


Army (ORDNANCE FActorigs) (APPROPRIATION ACCOUN'T).—Appropriation 
Account, presented, of the sums granted by Parliament for the expense of 
the Ordnance Factories, the cost of the productions of which have been 
charged to the Army, Navy, and Indian and Colonial Governments, etc., 
and the Statement of the Surpluses and Deficits upon the Grants for the 
year ended 31st. March, 1902, together with the Report of the Comptroller 
and Auditor General thereon Oy 905 to lie oo: the — and to be 


printed. [No. 7.] 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES AND SHop Ciuss.—Copy presented, of Regul, 
dated Ist January, 1903, made by the Treasury under the Friendly 
Societies Act, 1896, with reference to Friendly Societies desirous of being 
certified under The wie Clubs Act, 1902 phd —_ to lie — the 


Table... o ia e- 


Ducuy oF LANncasTER.—Accounts presented, for the year ended 20th 
December, 1902 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 8.] 


BarRACKS Act, 1890.—Account presented, showing the money raised and issued 
under the provisions of the Act, the securities created in respect thereof, 
and the amount expended for the purposes of the Act to the 3lst March, 
1902, with the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor General thereon 
[by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 9.] 


SUPERANNUATION Act, 1884.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 
15th January, 1903, declaring that John Gledhill, Post Office Sub-Office 
Postman, was appointed without a Civil Service Certificate through inad- 
—< on the part of the Head of his nae ate (by aoe to lie ial 
the Table ‘ 


SUPERANNUATION Act, 1887.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 
17th December, 1902, granting a retired allowance to Mr. Henry Brown, 
Assistant Superintendent Second Class, - -aaguaaacaaes Post 7 
under the Act [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table : dee ° 


SUPERANNUATION AcT, 1887.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 
22nd January, 1903, granting a retired allowance to Mr. Thomas Riley, 
Principal Foreman in Charge of the Metal Foundries, Rolling Mills, and 
Quick-firing Case Factory, Royal ee Woolwich, under the Act 


[by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) (GENERAL ReEporTs).—Copy presented, of General 
Report by the Chief Inspector of the Southern Division of Scotland for the 


year 1902 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


LocaL TAXATION (SCOTLAND).—Copy presented, of Annual Local Taxation 
Returns for Scotland for the year 1900-1901 [by ses to lie Aeian the 


Table, and to be printed. [No. 10.] .. ove 

UNIVERSITY OF ABERDEEN.—Copy ical of Annual Statistical saan 
by the University Court of the University of Aberdeen for 1901-2 [by 
Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. - [No. 11.]... ss 


University or EpInBuRGH.—Copy presented, of Report on the state of the 
Finances of the University, made by the University Court, for the year to 
31st August, 1902 [by eg to lie enamel the om and to he i 
[No. 12. epee 
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University oF EpINBuRGH.—Copy presented, of Annual Statistical Report by 
the University Court of-the University of Edinburgh for the year 1901-2 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 13.] _ ... ode 


UNIVERSITY OF GLASGOW.—Copy presented, of Annual Statistical Report by 
the University Court of the University of Glasgow for 1901-2 [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 14.]... bea as ne 


GIBRALTAR.—Copy presented, of Report on the proposed Eastern Harbour and 
Dock at Gibraltar (with drawings) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table... 


GREENWICH HosPITAL AND TRAVERS’ FouNDATION.—Accounts presented, for 
the year ended 31st March, 1902, with the Report of the Comptroller and 
Auditor General thereon [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 15.] one cae ge a sae “as bus ove ote 

MILiTARY MAN«@UvRES, 1903.—Copy presented, of Draft Order in Council 
rel@ive to Military Manceuvres, 1903 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


Papers LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 


1. Lunacy.—Copy of Return to the Lord Chancellor of the number of 
Visits made and the number of Patients seen by the several Commissioners 
in Lunacy during the six months ending on the 31st December, 1902 [by 
Act]. 

2. Lunacy.—Copy of Return of all sums received by the Visitors of 
Lunatics fur travelling expenses, or upon any other account, from Ist 
January to 31st December, 1902 [by Act}. 

3. Local Government Act, 1888 (Rule).—Copy of Rule under Sectio 
89 (3) of the Local Government Act, 1888 [by Act}... < ‘as o> 2 


ADDRESS IN REpty To His MAsesty’s Most GRACIOUS SPEECH. 


. Mr...Gretton (Derbyshire, S,) ve va ee see al ase 
Captain Greville (Bradford, E.) ... pee sat =~ vp ae 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That an humble Address be presented to 
His Majesty, as followeth :— 


“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 

_ “We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament as- 
sembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the 
Gracious Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of 
Parliament.’ —(Mr. Gretton.) 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) ... snip - see 
The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) ‘2 3 my isd ode ins 


Mr: Schwann (Manchester, NV.) ies ‘ sl died ig 
It being half-past Seven, the debate stood adjourned till this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


Kine’s SpeecH (Morion FOR AN AppRESS).—Order read, for resuming 
adjourned debate on Question [17th February], “That an humble Address. 
be presented to His Majesty, as followeth :— 


“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and--Ireland, in Parliament 
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assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the 
Gracious Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of 
Parliament.” —(Mr. Gretton.) 


Question again proposed. Debate resumed. 


Mr, Schwann ie eon ae 106: 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) om ass is’ bei ome «. 109 
The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 111 
Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, Eye) bes “— es wii in wi Te 
Stir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) seis nee ~. 118 
The Postmaster General (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) ... 124 
Mr. Tomkinson (Cheshire, Crewe) ... i i= ron aa sea” 129 


Motion made, and Question, “That the debate be now adjourned.”—(Dr.. 
Macnamara.) 


Put, and agreed to. 
Debate to be resumed To-morrow. 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Eleven o’clock.. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS, WEDNESDAY, 18th FEBRUARY, 1903. 
The House met at Two of the clock. 


Tur CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND MEANS.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means ... 


PETITIONS. 


DETENTION OF Poor Persons (SCOTLAND).—Petitions for Legislation: from 
Banff ; Ordiquhill ; and Rothiemay ; to lie upon the Table oe 


Sate oF INTOXICATING Liquors ON SuNDAY.—Petitions for prohibition : from 
Rugby ; and Basingstoke ; to lie upon the Table ‘ dee _ 


VARATHANWNTHAJEE, Ry VisaGA, SAHIB.—Petition of Ry Vijaga Varathan- 
wnthajee, Sahib, for redress of Grievances ; to lie upon the Table aaa 


tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PARLIAMENTARY CONSTITUENCIES (ELECTORS, ETC.) (UNITED KINGDOM).— 
Address for ‘“ Return showing, with regard to each Parliamentary Constitu- 
ency in the United Kingdom, the total number and, as far as possible, the 

. number in each class of electors on the register now in force, and also 
showing the population and inhabited houses in each constituency (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 70, of Session 1902).”—Sir 
Charles Dilke.) ... dos ws ne ios ‘xa odd ss 


Licht Rattways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of a Light Railway in the urban district of 
Whitley and Monkseaton in the county of Northumberland (North Shields, 
Tynemouth, and District Light Railways (Extension) Order, 1902) [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table oe ed ous jad iol 
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Licut Rattways Act, 1896.—Copy B ~ ro-qgone of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of Light Railways in the County of 
Gloucester, in the borough of Cheltenham, and in the urban district of 
Charlton Kings (Cheltenham and District Light Railway ne 
No. 2) Order, 1903) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table é 


Licht RalLways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and. confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of a Light Railway in the county of 
Wilts, from Amesbury to Bulford (Amesbury and Military Camp Light 
—— ~iguaee asain Order, 7 [by res 8 to lie Deeds the 

able ‘ 


Licut Rattways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of a Light Railway in the county - 
Cornwall, from | ere to Tregurrian, in the Parish of St. Maw 
(Padstow, Bedruthan, and Mawgan a a utes ti by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table... 


Licht Raitways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of a Light Railway in the municipal 
borough of Poole and the urban district of Branksome, in the county of 
Dorset (Poole and District Light we pansapnnasats Order, ~—e [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. ... 


Licgut Rattways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of Light Railways in the county of 
Essex, in the urban districts of Walthamstow, Leyton, and Chingford 
(Walthamstow and District _ —" Order, _— [by wereseecetst 
to lie upon the Table ... 


Miuitia Act, 1882 (Deputy LIEUTENANTS, IRELAND).—Copy presented, of 
Return of descriptions of qualifications of Deputy Lieutenants lodged 
during 1902, as furnished to the Chief raat for Ireland d [by ae: to 
lie upon the Table 


LOCOMOTIVES ON HIGHWAYS (IRELAND). —Copy presented of Amended General 
Regulations made by the Local Government Board for Ireland, dated 9th 
February, 1903 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


LocaL GOVERNMENT BoarD (IRELAND).—Copies ren of two General 
Orders of the Local Government Board for Ireland, dated 13th May, 
1902, and 17th December, — — [by Act] to lie sa the 
Table = ae 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) Act, 1899.—Copy —— ; 


of Report by the Chairman of Committees of the House of Lords and the 
Chairman of Ways and Means in the House of Commons, under The 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, that they are of opinion 
that the Fife Electric Power Company Order, the Hamilton, Motherwell, 
and Wishaw Tramways Order, the Life Association of Scotland Order, the 
Scottish American Mortgage Company, Limited, Order, the Lanarkshire 
and Dumbartonshire Railway Order, and the Glasgow Corporation (Police) 
Order ought to be dealt with by Private Bill and not by Provisional Order 
[by Act] ; to lie upon the Table and to be printed. [No.16.] _ ... 
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DisEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 1894 AND 1896.—Copies presented, of Five 
Orders, numbered respectively 6594, 6608, 6612, 6615, and 6616, relating 
to the Landing of — Animals in Great Britain n [by Act] ; to lie i 
the Table. ose ove 


Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House :— 

Pustic Recorps (WAR OrFicE).—Copy of Seventh Schedule containing a 
List and Particulars of Classes of Documents existing or accruing in the 
Office of His Majesty’s Principal Secretary of State for the War Depart- 
ment which are not considered of sufficient ed value to justify their 
preservation in the Public Record Office [by Act]. ‘ a ' 


New MemBeR Sworn.—Charles Curtis ~— etre for the wren ge of 
Antrim (South Antrim Division). , 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


PosTMEN IN THE E.C. District—DeELay In SupPLY oF UNIFORMS—COMPEN- 
SATION FOR WEAR AND TEAR OF PRIVATE CLOTHES.—Question, Mr. 
Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Report OF FoRESTRY COMMITTEE—OPpPoRTUNITY FOR Discussion.—Question, 
Sir Charles Dilke en Forest of aiit:iy es Mr. Han- 
bury bie 


PROCESSIONS OF UNEMPLOYED—OBSTRUCTION TO SHUPKEEPERS.—Question, 
Col. Legge (St. George’s, Hanover Square) ; Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas... 


VIvIsECTION RETURN — DATE OF PUBLICATION. sie orgs dl Dr. Shipman 
(Northampton) ; Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas =e ot 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION COMMISSION—REPORT.—Question, Mr. Forde Ridley 
(Bethnal Green, S.W.) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour sae Ss 


RoyAL ENGINEERS—PROMOTION OF OFFICERS.—Question, Major Evans-Gor- 
don (Tower Hamlets, Stepney) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick... aes ee 


South AFRICAN WAR MEDALS—REASONS FOR AWARDING TO KAFFIRS.— 
Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


BALLOT FOR BILLS AND MOTIONS. 


The Prime Minister and First Lord een the T' sar = A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) si eee 


eee 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


That no Bills, other than Government Bills, be introduced in anticipation of 
the ballot, and that all Members who desire to ballot, whether for Bills 
or for Motions, for Tuesday, 24th February, and Tuesday, 3rd March, 
and Wednesday, 25th February, and Wednesday, 4th March, do hand 
in their names at the Table during the sitting of the House on the first 
or second day of the session, and that a copy of such notices be handed 
° at the latest during the sitting of the eats on the third day of. 
the session. 
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That the ballot for the precedence of the said Bills and Motions be taken 
on the third day on which the House sits, at a convenient time and 
_ place to be appointed by Mr. Speaker, and that the presentation of 
Bills on the fourth sitting day be taken as soon after twelve o’clock as 
Mr. Speaker may deem convenient.—(Mr. 4. J. Balfour.) 


Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rusheliffe) 
Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) os 
Mr. A. J. Balfour ate oe bis 


Question put, and agreed to. 


BAutor ror Bitts AND Mortions.—Ordered, That no Bills, other than Govern- 
ment Bills, be introduced in — of the ballot, and that all Members 
who desire to ballot, whether for Bills or for Motions, for Tuesday, 24th 
February, and Tuesday, 3rd March, and Wednesday, 25th February, and 
Wednesday, 4th March, do hand in their names at the Table during the 
‘sitting of the House on the first or second day of the session, and that a 
copy of such notices be handed in, at the latest, during the sitting of the 
House on the third day of the session. That the ballot for the precedence 
of the said Bills and Motions be taken on the third day on which the House 
sits, at a convenient time and place, to be appointed by Mr. Speaker, and 
that the presentation of Bills.on the fourth sitting day be taken as soon 
after twelve o'clock as Mr. Speaker may deem convenient.—(Mr. A. J. 
Balfour.) 

Kine’s SpeecH (MOTION FOR AN ADDRESS).—Order read, for resuming 
Adjourned Debate on Question [17th February], “ That an humble Address 
be presented to His Majesty, as followeth :— 

“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 

“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament 
assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the 
Gracious Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of 
Parliament.—( Mr. Gretton.) 


Question again proposed.—Debate resumed. 
Hovsine or THE WorKING CLAssEs :— 


Dr. Maenamara (Camberwell, N.) 
- Mr. Kearley (Devonport) 


Amendment proposed— 
“ At the end of the Question to add the words ‘And we humbly 
represent to Your Majesty that the greatest hardships are inflicted 
. upon. many-.of your working-class subjects by reason of the lack of proper 
housing accommodation, and that immediate Parliamentary attention to 
this evil is one of the most pressing of the necessities of domestic 


policy.” —(Dr. Macnamara.) 
«Qjuestion proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there added.” 


Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton)... hip 
Mr. Herbert Samuel (Yorkshire, N.R., Cleveland)... 
Mr. Tritton (Lambeth, Norwood) ... én ‘id 
Mr. John Burns (Battersea) ‘an —_ sa 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) ... 
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Col. Kenyon-Slaney (Shropshire, Newport)... 

Sir John Gorst (Cambridge University) 

Mr. Munro a (Leith Burghs) 

Mr.. Butcher ( York) 

Mr. Sydney Buzton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) y 

The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, J Br -istol, 8. ) 
Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.) ; ; 
Sir John Dickson-Poynder (lV — Chippenham) 
Mr. Field (Dublin, 3t. Patrick’s).. 

Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, 8.) ... 

Mr. Cathcart Wason (Orkney and Shetland) 

Mr. Forde Ridley (Bethnal Green, S.W. i 

Mr. Duke (Plymouth) He : 

Mr. Moon (St. Pancras, N.) 

Mr. Herbert Robertson (Haci:ney, S. ) 


Question put. 
House divided :—Ayes, 166 ; Noes, 205. (Division List No. 2). 
Main Question again proposed. 
BritisH INTERESTS IN CHINA AND PERSIA. 
Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, W.R., Barnsley)... 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the debate stood adjourned till this 
Evening’s Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 


Krne’s SpEEcH (MOTION FOR AN ADDRESS).—Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Main Question yh tes February], “That an humble Address be pre- 
sented to His Majesty, as followeth :— 


“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the Gracious Speech 
which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of Parliament.”— 
(Mr, Gretton). 


Main Question again proposed: Debate resumed. 


Mr. Joseph Walton.. pe at aa pi -», Sa 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid.) ass yer wn net ... 220 


Amendment proposed—at the end of the Question to add the words : 


“And we humbly represent to Your Majesty that it is’ ‘essential that 
adequate measures should be taken for the safeguarding and promotion of 
the commercial and political interests of the British Empire in both China 
and Persia.” —(Mr. Joseph Walton). 


«Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 


Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) «. 
» Mr. Reswick (Surrey, Epsom} 
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The Under Secretary of State ms. ae _— poe “ann 
Rochester) 229 

Mr. Norman (Wolverhampton, S) se Si ae ce 

Sir Edward Grey (Northumberland, Berwick) ot bas ion oii Fe 







Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question again proposed. 
THE UNEMPLOYED. 


Mr’ Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) 







And, it being Midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 






Debate to be resumed To-morrow. 


Adjourned at one minute after Twelve o'clock. 









HOUSE OF LORDS, THURSDAY, 19TH FEBRUARY, 1903. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Report by the CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES of the House of Lords and the 

CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND MEANS in the House of Commons— 

; “That, having regard to Section 16 (2) of the Private Legislation 
Ff Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, the provisions of the Fife Electric Power 
Company Order, and Part III. of the Hamilton, Motherwell, and Wishaw 
Tramways Order, are of such a character that they ought to be dealt with 
by Private Bills and not by Provisional Orders. 

“That the provisions of the Life Association of Scotland Order and the 
Scottish American Mortga, g° Company, Limited, Order do not relate wholly 
to Scotland, and are of such a character that they ought to be dealt with by 
Private Bills and not by Provisional Orders. 

“That the provisions of the Lanarkshire and Dumbartonshire Railway 
Order are of such a character that they ought to be dealt with by Private 
Bill and not by Provisional Order. 

























“That the provisions of Parts IV. and V. of the Glasgow Corporation I 
(Police) Order raise such questions of policy and principle that they — 
to be dealt with by Private Bill and not by Provisional Order” ... 257 
L 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
FOREIGN JURISDICTION AcT, 1890. : 
q 





Order in Council of the 16th December, 1902, amending the “ Barotzi- 
land North-Western Rhodesia Order in Council, 1899.” 

Orders in Council of the 16th February, 1903, entitled “The Siam 
Order in Council, 1903,” and the “Southern Rhodesia Order in Counc'l, 
1903” ; 
GOVERNMENT OF Inp1A Act, 1858.—Order in Council of 16th a 1902, 

proving a statement of proposed new and revised appointments and 
alt eration of salaries in the establishment of the Secretary of State for India 

in Council on on as oes a ree 7 
ALiEN IMMIGRATION.—Return of the number of aliens that arrived from the 
Continent at Ports in the United Kingdom in each month of the otis 1903 : 
Order to be laid before the House.—(7he Lord Wolverton)... 








257 








258 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. Ixxxi 


Feb. 18.| 


CoLoNIAL Propates Act, 1892.—-Order in Council of 16th February, 1903, 
applying the Colonial Probates Act, 1892, to the colony of the Transvaal. 


DocKYARD Ports REGULATION Act, 1865.—Order in Council of 16th February, 
1903, defining the cise Port of Portland and ane nhenseas with 
respect thereto . 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894.—Two Orders of Council of the 16th February, 
1903, fixing the establishment of the Corporation of the Trinity House ; 
Confirming aie elaws made ail the haiti Board for the Port of biden 
(Mon.) 


Sr. Lucta.—Rule amending Rule No. 224 relating to the flogging of prisoners 


GRENADA.—Rule applying the marks system to escaped and sina daitaes 
prisoners ae Le oa ia abe 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS io. 1894 AND 1896.—Five Orders, numbered 6,594, 
6,608, 6,612, 6615, and 6,616 ey er to the tetas of {foreign 
animals in Great Britain : 


Pustic Recorps (WAR OFFICE).—Seventh Schedule containing a list and 
particulars of classes of documents existing or accruing in the office of His 
Majesty’s Principal Secretary of State for the War Department which are 
not considered of sufficient public value to justify their preservation in the 
Public Record Office outs ‘ise a ite 


Licht Raitways Act, 1896.—Orders made by the Light Railway Com- 
missioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorisin 
construction of light railways: in the Urban District of Whitley o~ 
Monkseaton, in the County of Northumberland, in the County of Gloucester, 
in the Borough of Cheltenham, and in the Urban District of Charlton 
Kings ; in the County of Wilts, from Amesbury to Bulford ; in the County 
of Cornwall, from Padstow to "Trequrrain, i in the parish of St. Mawgan ; 
in the Municipal Borough of Poole and the Urban District of Branksome, 
in the County of Dorset ; in the County of pica in the Urban Districts of 
Walthamstow, Leyton, and Chingford : 


LocaL GOVERNMENT Boarp (IRELAND) (GENERAL hse General 
Orders, dated 13th May and 17th December, 1902 ... sts she eee 


[Locomotives ON Highways Act, 1896.—Amended a regulations made 


by the Local Government Board for Ireland, dated 9th February, 1903 

Muuit1a Acts, 1882 (Deputy LIEUTENANTS).—Returns of descriptions of 
qualifications of Deputy Lieutenants lodged during 1902 as furnished to the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland _... ove eee ove 


NationaL Dept (MiLitary SAVINGS BANKs).—Account of the gross amount 
of all moneys received and paid by the Commissioners for the Reduction of 
the National Debt on Account of the Fund for Military Savings Banks, 
from 19th September, 1845, to 5th January, 1903; laid before the House 
(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table ... exe 


Shops (Hours of Closing) Bill [1. L.].—A Bill to empower local authorities 
to fix the hours of closing of shops was eee “' the Lord Ribblesdale ; 


read 1°; and to be printed. [No. 1.]... 
VOL. CXVIIL. [FouRTH SERIES. ] t 
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THE PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION. 
Earl Grey ... 


Lord Alverstone... pee FY: iat 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) 


Prevention of Corruption Bill [x. 1.].—A Bill for the better prevention of 
corruption was presented by the Lord Chancellor; read |*; and to be 
printed. [No. 2.] Sor as oda oP sad sas ie et 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION. — Return (in part) respecting: laid before the House 
(pursuant to Order of this day), and to be printed, ([No. 3.] “ on 


House adjourned at Ten minutes before Five o’clock till To-morrow, 
a quarter past Four o’clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 19TH FEBRUARY, 1903. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF. WAYS AND MEANS.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means 


PrivaTE Bitits.—The Deputy CHAIRMAN reported, That, in accordance with 
Standing Order 79, he had conferred with the Chairman of Committees of 
the House of Lords, for the purpose of determining in which House of 
Parliament the respective Private Bills should be first considered, and they 
had determined that the Bills contained in the following list should originate 
in the House of Lords, viz. :— 

All Saints, Poplar (Rate Abolition). 

Antrim, Down, Armagh, and Belfast Electric Powers 

Aston Manor Improvement. 

Bangor Corporation. 

Barry Railway. 

Belfast Water. 

. Birmingham Corporation. 

. Birmingham District Tramways. 

. Bournemouth Corporation Tramways. 

. Bournemouth Gas and Water. 

. Bradford Corporation. 

. Brighton Corporation. 

. Bristol Corporation. 

. British Gaslight Company (Norwich). 

. Bury and District Joint Water Board. 

. Cardiff Railway. 

. Carmarthenshire Electric Power. 

. Chard Corporation Gas and Electricity. 

. Chatham and District Light Railways. 

. Cleveland and Durham County Electric Power. 

. Derby Gas. 

. Dewsbury, Batley, and Birstal Tramways. 

. Didcot, Newbury, and Southampton Railway. 

. Dudley, Stourbridge, and District Tramways. 

. Exeter Corporation. 

. Exeter Railway. 

. Faversham Gas. 

. Frinton-on-Sea Sea Defences. 

. Gosport, Fareham, and Cosham Tramways. 
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. Harrogate Water. 
31. Harrow and Stanmore Gas. 
. Hastings Harbour. 
. Hastings Harbour District Railway. 
34. Hastings Harbour District Railway (Abandonment). 
. Hastings Tramways (Extensions). 
. Hexham Gas. 
37. Hove, Worthing, and District Tramways. 
38. India Rubber, Gutta Percha, and Telegraph Works Company. 
39. King’s College, London. 
. Knott End Railway (Extension of Time). 
. Lima Railways. 
2. Liverpool University. 
. London and North Western Railway. 
. London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway. 
5. London County Asylums (Receiving Houses). 
. Macclesfield and District Electric Tramways. 
. Manchester Corporation. 
. Manchester Southern Tramways (Cheshire). 
. Manchester Southern Tramways (Lancashire). 
50. Maryport Harbour. 
51. Mersey Docks and Harbour Board. 
2. Mid Yorkshire Tramways. 
53. Milford Docks. 
54. Nantwich Gas. 
55. Nantwich Urban District Council. 
. North Cheshire Tramways. 
. North Western Electricity and Power Gas. 
58. North’s Navigation Collieries. 
. Nottinghamshire and Derbyshire Tramways: 
. Old Bridewell Burying Ground. 
. Oldham Corporation. 
32. Pelican and British Empire Life Office. 
. Plymouth and Stonehouse Gas. 
34. Pontypridd Urban District Council. 
35. Poole and District Electric Traction. 
. Port Talbot Railway and Docks. 
57. Preston and Horwich Tramways. 
58. Queensland Investment and Land Mortgage. 
39. Rickmansworth Gas. 
. Rochester Corporation Tramways and Improvements. 
71. St. Philip’s Chapel (Regent Street). 
2. Salford Corporation. 
. Scunthorpe Urban District Water. 
. Sheffield and South Yorkshire Navigation. 
5. Shepshed Urban District Gas. 
. Shropshire, Worcestershire, and East Denbighshire Electric Power. 
. Som@érset and District Electric Power. 
, Southampton Harbour. 
. South Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railways. 
30. South Lancashire Tramways. 
. South Staffordshire Tramways. 
$2. South Wales Mineral Railway. 
. South Western and Isle of Wight Junction Railway. 
84. Staffordshire and Worcestershire Canal. 
5. Sutton Coldfield Corporation. 
. Taff Vale Railway. 
. Torquay Corporation Water. 
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‘ ——— and District Tramways. 
kefield and District Tramways. 

. Wellington (Salop) Gas. 

. West Bromwich Corporation. 

. Western Trust. 

. Willesden Urban District Council. 

. Wirral Railway. 

. Wisbech Canal (Abandonment). 

. Worthing Corporation (Tramways) 


PETITIONS. 


DETENTION OF Poor PERSONS (SCOTLAND).—Petitions for legislation: from +... 


Nairn; Glassary; North Knapdale; Drymen; Killearn; Balfron ; 
Dunlop ; Earlston ; East Kilbride ; and Karluke ; to lie upon the Table -: 


SALE oF INTOXICATING LiquoRS ON SUNDAY.—Petitions for prohibition : 
from Melton Constable ; and Northampton ; to lie upon the Table + 


Sires VALUES oF INSANITARY AREAS.—Petition from Fulham, for legislation ; 
to lie upon the-Table -9 » Si ae 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
16th December, 1902, amending the Barotziland North Western Rhodesia 


Order in Council, 1899 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION Act, 1890.—Copy presented, of Orders in Council of 
16th February, 1903, entitled “The Siam Order in Council, 1903,” and 
“The Southern Rhodesia Order in Council, 1903” eS Act] ; to lie upon 


the Table 


MERCHANT SHippinG Act, 1894.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 16th 
February, 1903, fixing the Establishment of the i of the Trinity 
House [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table ‘ , : 


MERCHANT SHIPPING Act, 1894.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 16th 
February, 1903, confirming bye-laws made by the Pilotage Board for the 


Port of “Newport (Mon.) [by Act],; to lie upon the Table ... 


DockyaRD Ports ReGuLaTIoN Act, 1865.—Copy presented, of Order in 
Council of 16th February, 1903, defining the Dockyard Port of Portland and 
making Regulations with respect thereto [by Act]; to lie upon the Table... 


GOVERNMENT OF INDIA Act, 1858.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
16th December, 1902, approving a statement of proposed new and revised 
appointments and alterations of salaries in the establishment of the 
Secretary of State for India in Council [by a to rs - the 
Table cee 

COLONIAL PROBATES ae 1892 eee cemiaak of Order in Council of f 16th 
February, 1903, applying The Colonial Probates Act, aim to the Colony of 

Transvaal [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table , ine ae or 


GRENADA.—Copy presented, of Rule applying the Marks System to eae and 
Re-captured Prisoners [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table 

Saint Lucta.—Copy presented, of Rule amending Rule No. 224 relating to the 
Flogging of Prisoners [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table hes wa 
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NationAL Dest (MILITARY SAVINGS BANKS).—Account presented, of the 
Gross Amount of all Moneys received and paid by the Commissioners for 
the reduction of the National Debt on account of the fund for Military 
Savings Banks,from 19th September, 1845, to 5th oe 1903 [by Act]; : 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 17.) 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE (IRELAND).—Account ordered, “of the Receipts 
and Payments of the Accountant General of the Supreme Courts of Judica- 
ture in Ireland in respect of the funds of suitors in the said Court, including 
therein funds to the credit of Lunacy Accounts, in the year to the 30th day 
of September, 1902 ; together with a Statement of laabilities and Assets, 
and particulars of Securities in Court, on the 30th day of — 1902.” 


—(Mr. Hayes Fisher.) . 


CrviL CONTINGENCIES FunpD, 1901-2.—Copy ordered, “of the Accounts of the 
Civil Contingencies Fund, 1901-2, showing (1) the Receipts and Payments 
in connection with the Fund in the year ended the 3lst of March, 1902 ; 
(2) the Distribution of the Capital of the Fund at the commencement and 
sb of the year; together with Copy of the a with the 
Comptroller and Auditor General thereon. ”_(Mr. Hayes Fisher.) . 


NaTIONAL GALLERY ReEport.—Copy ordered, ‘“‘of Report of the Director of 
the National setiaiai for the — 1902, with ae ne oe 


Fisher.) . 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION. —Return ordered, “ of the number of Aliens that arrived 
from the Continent at ports in the United sineanese in each month of the 
year 1903.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) ; _ ‘ia 


TRADE AND Nav Accounts ordered, “relating to Trade and Naviga- 
tion of the United Kingdom 1 for each month ciel the year 1903." 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) .., “ eee “ ion 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Sucar BouNTIES IN THE AUSTRALIAN COMMONWEALTH—POSITION OF NEW 
South WALEs.—-Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles — nn demas ; Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain 


CoMMERCIAL TREATY BETWEEN GREAT BRITAIN AND RussiA—DArE OF 
EXPIRATION.— Question, Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire) ; Answer, Lord 
Cranborne Ee a2 ae aay des eS, oid > 


Pouice RaTE—SUGGESTED ALTERATION OF FINANCIAL YEAR.—Question, Sir 
lao: demoed King (Hull, Central) ; Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas ose 


_* Civit SERVANTS AT THE CORONATION—PAY DURING ABSENCE FROM 
Duty.—Question, Sir Seymour King ; Answer, Lord George Hamilton .. 


Cost oF THE DELHI DuRBAR. —Question, Mr. Caine (Cornwall, epee yi 
Answer, Lord George Hamilton aa) wna 


INTEREST REMITTED ON LOANS TO INDIAN PRINCES. Hassan: Mr. Caine ; 
Answer, Lord George Hamilton wid ™ ; ens toa 


peeeane> ASSIGNED DistRICTs.—Question, Mr. Caine ; Answer, Lord George 
amilton a dee ss nt ts sas. Bs ae aoa 


‘ 
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INDIAN PRINCES DEPOSED FOR MALADMINSTRATION—METHODS OF PROCEDURE. 
—Question, Mr. Caine ; Answer, Lord George Hamilton ve ohn 


GERMAN LOCOMOTIVES ON INDIAN RAILWAyS—DatTeEs OF DELIVERIES.— 
Question, Col. Denny (Kilmarnock Burghs); Answer, Lord George 
Hamilton el aie cae Ge ag ead he a i! 


PAYMENT OF GRATUITIES TO TIME-EXPIRED MEN FOR SERVICES IN CHINA.— 
Question, Mr. Reginald Lucas (Portsmouth); Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


ATLANTIC SHIPPING COMBINATION—DELAY IN PUBLICATION OF AGREEMENT.— 
Question, Mr. Renwick (Newcastle-on-Tyne) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


BoaRD OF GUARDIANS—LACK OF CONTROL OVER PERMANENT OFFICIALS.— 
. Question, Mr. Morrell Late ead keane Answer, Mr. Walter 
Long we - om eee = 


IRELAND, WARRANTS FOR DESERTION—DELAY IN EXECUTION.—Question, Mr. 
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Duke or York’s ScHOOL—REASONS FOR*REMOVAL. ne Mr. Whitmore 
(Chelsea) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ‘ i ; $ én 


PoLice AT WALTHAM ABBEY MILLS—ExTRA Pay.—Question, Colonel Lock- 
wood (Essex, Epping) ; Answer, Lord Stanley a ~~ uF 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


THE GRENADIER (+UARDS.—Question, Col. Nolan (Gaiway, N.), Mr. Bromley 
Davenport (Cheshire, Macclesfield), and Mr. Winston Churchill Oldham) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


SourH AFRICAN GARRISON.—Question, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South 
Molton) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ae a iss ie aon 


THE War CoMMISSION. PR gr Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, si b raat 
Mr. Brodrick 3 : 


lst Crass Army RESERVE.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean); Answer, Mr. Brodrick ro ke a0 + 


STRENGTH. oF ARMy CorpPs.—Questions, Mr. Lambert and Mr. Winston 
Churchill ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick ay ba ‘ste “te wis 


Mr. Broprick’s Visit TO MALTA, em, Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick nds er “oe ves snp oe soa ‘a 


CONVEYANCE OF MINISTERS IN WARSHIPS.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W. ) 
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Norman (Wolverhampton, S§.) ; Answers, The Under wei of State for 
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CHINESE IMPERIAL Maritime Customs.—Question, Mr. Norman; Answer, 
Lord Cranborne ms a as nen Ae mi sap 
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LonDON STREET ACCIDENTS.—Question, Sir Thomas Dewar Geer 5 Hamlets, 
St. George’s) ; Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas ... 7 whe 


WIRELESS THRRAPEY- —fineetion, Mr. Herbert Samuel; Answer, Mr. Akers- 


Douglas .. 
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President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 
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Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) .. 

LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN CORK. pagar: Mr. Sheehan; Answer Mr. 
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Irish LOCAL GOVERNMENT BoARD—INTERFERENCE WITH ELECTED REPRE- 
SENTATIVES.—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ae 


Irish Jupic1aAL Rents. en Mr. Tully (Leitrim, S.); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham one ve nde ite en _ sing 


Ditton Estate MorTGAGES.—Question, Mr. Tully ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... 


Irish Licuts.—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 
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ham), and Mr. Beckett (Yorkshire, N.R., Whitby) ; Answers, The Prime 
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Day and of Notices of Motion at all nae * for which tciaid are set down.— 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour)... o'3 on ha oat ooo 
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Krne’s SpgecH (Motion FoR AN ADDRESS).—Order read, for resuming Ad- 
journed Debate on Main Question [17th February], “That an humble 
Address be presented to his Majesty, as followeth :— 


* Most Gracious Sovereign, 


’ “We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament assembled, 
beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the Gracious 
Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of Parliament.” 
—(Mr. Gretton.) 


Question again proposed. 


THE UNEMPLOYED. 


Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) 
Mr. John Burns ( Battersea) a 


Amendment proposed— 


“ At the end of the Question to add the words, ‘But we desire 
humbly to express our regret that Your Majesty’s Advisers have not 
seen fit to recommend the inclusion therein uf such measure or measures 
as would have empowered the Government and local administrative 
authorities to acquire land for cultivation, and to set up undertakings 
whereby men and women unable to find employment in the ordinary 
labour market might be profitably set to work.’”—(Mr. Keir Hardie.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That those words be there added.” 


Mr. Jesse Collings (Birmingham, Bordesley) me 

Mr. Herbert Samuel (Yorkshire, W.R., Cleveland) 

Sir John Gorst (Cambridge University) . 

Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) wk io abs now oe 
The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, S.) 
Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) oe we ine sob 
Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) 

Mr. Fenwick (Northumberland, Wansbeck)... 

Mr. Munro Ferguson (Leith Burghs) 

Mr. Cawley (Lancashire, Prestwich) 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 161; Noes, 201. (Division List No. 3.) 
Main Question again proposed. 

THE LONDON AND GLOBE FINANCE CORPORATION. 


Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton)... 
Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 


Amendment proposed— 


“ At the end of the Question, to add the words, ‘ And we humbly 
express our regret that no prosecution has been instituted against the 
directors of the London and Globe Finance Corporation.’”—(Mr. 
Lambert.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 
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The Attorney-General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the debate stood 
adjourned till the evening sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 


Kinc’s SPEECH (MOTION FOR AN ADDRESS).—Order read, for resuming 
adjourned debate on Amendment [19th mevanscinn to Question [17th 
February], “That an humble Address be presented to His Majesty, as 
followeth :— 


“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons of 
the United sings of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament assembled, 
beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the Gracious 
Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of Parliament.”— 
(Mr. Gretton.) 


Which Amendment was— 
* At the end of the Question, to add the words, ‘ And we humbly 


express our regret that no ym has been instituted against the 
directors of the London and Globe Finance Corporation.’”—(Mr. 


Lambert.) 
Question again proposed, “That those words be there added.” 


Sir Robert Finlay ... are aa eee 

Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) my vr 

Sir Frederick Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) ... 

Mr. Duke (Plymouth)... ~ pan ie Pre 

Mr. William McArthur (Cornwall, St. Austell) ... te os 
The Solicitor General (Sir Edward Carson, Dublin University) ... 
Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, Northwich) ... a he? ses 
Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, 8S.) ... a 44 pst Apr 
The First Lord of the Treaswry (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 115; Noes, 166. (Division List No. 4.) 
Main Question again proposed. 

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN AND PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.) 
Mr. Roche (Galway, E.) ... ses 


Another Amendment proposed— 

“ At the end of the Question, to add the words, ‘ And we humbly 
represent to Your Majesty that thirty-three of the fifty-six Ministers 
of the Crown who constitute Your Majesty’s Administration hold 
among them no fewer than sixty-eight directorships in public com- 
panies, and that we consider the position of a public company director 
to be incompatible with the position of a Minister of the Crown, and 
that the union of such offices is calculated to lower the dignity of 
public life.’ ”—(MWr. Swift MacNvill.) 
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Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 
Debate arising. 

And, it being Midnight, the Debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed To-morrow. 


Adjourned at one minute after Twelve o'clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 20TH FEBRUARY, 1903. 


Roi or THE Lorps.—The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the 
Clerk of the Parliaments had prepared and laid it on the Table. The 
same was ordered to be printed. (No. 4.) .. ee iin 


Turkey, No. 1 F SPPe Te ee the affairs of South Eastern 
Europe . , 


Cuina, No. 1 (1903).—Despatch from His Majesty’s Minister at Peking 
forwarding a Report by Mr. W. J. Clennell, His Maierts'® Consul at 
Kiukiang, respecting the Province of Kiangsi “ as 


Army (Minitia TRAINING EsTABLISHMENTS).—Militia Training Return 989); ; 
Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table ‘ 


SARDINIAN LoAN.—Annual Account for 1902 ; Final Account .. 
GREEK Loan.—Annual Account for 1902... 


NATIONAL Dest (SAVINGS BANKS AND FRIENDLY SOCIETIES). 


Account of the gross amount of all sums received and paid by the 
Commissioners for the Reduction of the National Debt on account of banks 
for savings and friendly societies in Great Britain and Ireland, from their 
commencement at 6th August, 1817, to 20th November, 1902, inclusive. 

Account of the several transactions which have taken place, during the 
year ended 20th November, 1902, in the investment of all moneys which 
came into the hands of the Commissioners for the Reduction of the 
National Debt for savings banks and friendly societies. 

Account showing the aggregate amount of the liabilities of the 
Government to the trustees of savings banks and friendly societies 
respectively on 20th November, 1902, ete. 

Laid before the House Gus to aed and ordered to lie on the 
Table roe 


House ‘iii at twenty minutes before Five o'clock, to 
Monday next, a quarter past Four o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 20TH FEBRUARY, 1903. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


ADJOURNMENT.—Resolved, that this House, at the rising of the House this pee 
do adjourn till Monday next.—(Six Alexander Acland-Hood) ; 
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New Writ.—-For Dublin University, in the room of the Right Honble. 
William Edward asa Lecky — meena or Alexander 
Acland-Hood) ... 


PETITIONS. 
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Newburgh; Monimail; Abernethy; Kilindrach; Kilsyth; Hamilton ; 
Jura ; and Largs ; to lie upon the Table __... wes ébe oo se 
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Manchester, for enforcement of the Home Office Order ; to lie = the 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
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affairs of South Eastern Europe [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Curna (No. 1, 1963).—Copy presented, of despatch from His Majesty’s Minister 
at Peking forwarding a Report by Mr. W. J. Clennell, His Majesty's 
Consul at Kiukiang, tiated the Province of — [by ee 
to lie upon the Table .. 


Civit CONTINGENCIES FUND, 1901-2.—Return presented, relative thereto 
Sapa 19th F nerd s Mr. Hay ayes ee to lie Rint the Table, and to 
printed. [No. 18] . 


SuPREME CouRT OF JUDICATURE (IRELAND).—Return presented, relative thereto 


— 19th ge Mr. —_ porn S to lie basis the o tee and to 
be printed. [No. 19] .. 


NATIONAL GALLERY (REPORT).—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
19th February; Mr. Hayes axa sd to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 20] iss sa EY ei ud ite 


GREEK LOAN OF 1898.—Account presented, up to 3lst December, 1902 [by 
Act}; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 21] .. be. . 


SARDINIAN Loan.—Account presented, of the Total Sums issued out of the Con 
solidated Fund and advanced to His Majesty the King of Sardinia, and of 
the Sums received to 3lst December, 1902, for Interest and Sinking Fund 
thereof [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 22]... 


NatioNAL Dest (SAVINGS BANKS AND FRIENDLY Socrettes).-—Annual Account 
presented, for the period ended 20th November, 1902 2 [by Act] ; to lie mn 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 23] ‘ 


CiviL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS (APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS).— 
Appropriation Accounts presented, for the year ending 31st March, 1902, 
together with the Reports of the Comptroller and Auditor General thereon, 
and certain Reports upon Store Accounts [by fete dd to lie — the e Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 24] . 


Navy (MANeUVRES) —-Copy presented, of Narrative of the Combined Manceuvres 
by Mediterranean, Channel, and Cruiser 3 yin a 1902 [by ee 
to lie upon the Table 
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and Mr. Tennant ; to be read a second time dings tein 6th March, and 

to be printed. (Bill 28] ; 


Franchise and Removal of Women’s Disabilities Bill—‘“To establish a 
single Franchise at all elections and thereby to abolish University repre- 
sentation, and to Remove the Disabilities of Women,” presented by Sir 
Charles Dilke ; supported by Mr. Bell, Mr. John Burns, Mr Keir Hardie, 
Mr. Atherley- J ones, Mr. Logan, Dr. Macnamara, Captain Norton, and Mr. 
Shackleton ; to be read a second time a eiieeeaca 6th March, and to be 
printed. (Bill 29] ; ‘ ; : : 


Wages Boards Bill.—-‘ To provide for the establishment of Wages E Boards,” 
presented by Sir Charles Dilke ; supported by Mr. Bell, Mr. John Burns, 
Mr. McKenna, Mr. Tennant, and "Mr. Trevelyan ; to be read a second time 
upon Friday, 6th March, and to be printed. [Bill 30] : 


Liquor Traffic Local Veto (Scotland) Bill.—“ To give ratepayers a direct 
Veto on the Liquor Traffic in their respective areas in Scotland,” presented 
by Mr. Hunter Craig; supported by Mr. Crombie, Mr. Cameron Corbett, 
Mr. Black, Sir Wiiliam Dunn, Mr. Eugene Wason, Dr. Robert Wallace, 
Mr. John D. Hope, and Dr. Farquharson ; to be read a second time _ 
Friday, 20th March, and to be printed. [Bill 31] . 4 


Out-Door Relief (Friendly Societies) Bill—‘To amend the Out-Door 
Relief (Friendly Societies) Act, 1894,” presented by Sir Edward Strachey ; 
supported by Sir Samuel Hoare, Sir William Holland, Mr. Goulding, Mr. 
Brand, Sir Albert Rollit, Sir Harry Bullard, Mr. Warner, Mr. Thomas 
Bayley, Mr. Yoxall, Mr. Rigg, and Mr. Harry Samuel ; to be read a second 
time upon Friday next, and to be printed. [Bill 32] fon a a 


oy Courts Jurisdiction Extension Bill—‘“To extend the Jurisdiction 

the County Courts,” presented by Sir Albert Rollit; supported by Sir 
Henry Fowler ; to be read a second time — Monday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 33] ; 
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Solicitors Bill—‘“ To amend the Law relating to Solicitors,” presented by Sir 
Albert Rollit ; supported by Sir Henry Fowler ; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 34] Bes ons as 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill.—“To prohibit the Sale of 
Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday,” presented by Mr. Perks ; supported by 
Mr. Charles Wilson, Mr. Crawford Smith, Mr. Compton Rickett, Mr. Randles, 
Mr. Fenwick, Sir "Joseph Firbank, Mr. John Wilson, Mr. Hain, and Mr. 
Pickard ; to be read a second time — sige te 3rd ti and to be 
printed. [Bill 35]... 


Old Age Pensions Bill.—‘“To provide Pensions for persons over sixty-five 
years of age,” presented by Mr. Channing; supported by Mr. Burt, Mr. 
John Burns, Mr. John Wilson (Durham), Sir Walter Foster, and Mr. 
Broadhurst ; to be read a second time — rang. 5 22nd si ‘and to be 
printed. [Bill 36] 


Coroners’ Inquests (Railway Fatalities) Bill —‘ To amend the Law relating 
to Coroners’ Inquests in the case of Fatal Accidents on Railways,” presented 
by Mr. Channing ; supported by Mr. Bell, Mr. John Burns, and Mr. 
Schwann ; to be read a second time a F satan igh 6th March, and to be 


printed. [Bill 37] 


Vaccination Prosecutions Bill.—“To provide that no prosecution under the 
Vaccination Acts shall be commenced without the authority of. the 
Guardians, a gs by Mr. Channing ; supported by Sir John Rolleston, 
Mr. Goddard, Mr. Cremer, Mr. Brigg, Mr. Broadhurst, Mr. Corrie Grant, 
and Mr. Bell; to be read a second time mange F news 6th March, and to be 
printed. (Bill 38] 


Kine’s SpeecH (MOTION FOR AN ADDRESS).—Order read, for resumin 
journed debate on Amendment ea February] to main question firth 
February], “That an humble Address be presented to His Majesty, as 
followeth :— 


“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament 
assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the 
Gracious Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of 
Parliament.”—(Mr. Gretton.) 


Which Amendment was, at the end of the Question, to add the words— 


“And we humbly represent to Your Majesty that thirty-three of 
the fifty-six Ministers of the Crown who constitute Your Majesty’s 
Administration hold among them no fewer than sixty-eight director- 
ships in public companies, and that we consider the position of a public 
company director to be incompatible with the position of a Minister 
of the Crown, and that the union of such offices is calculated to lower 
the dignity of public life.” —(Mr. Swift MacNeill.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 


Mr, Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) 
Sir George Bartley (Islington, N.) 
Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Popla’) 
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Mr. Purvis (Peterborough) 

Sir Wiliam Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W. ) 

Sir William Tomlinson (Preston) ... 

The Prime Minister and First Lord indian the T reasury (afr. A. é - Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) 

Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N. ; 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 109 ; Noes, 147. (Division List No. 5.) 
Main Question again proposed. 

Tue ConDITION OF THE Navy. 


Sir William Allan (Gateshead) 
Mr. Renwick (Newcastle-on-Tyne) 


Amendment proposed, at the end of the Question, to add the words— 


“And we humbly express our regret that no mention is made in 
His Majesty's Gracious Speech of the unsatisfactory condition of His 
Majesty’s Navy.”—(Sir William Allan.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 


Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) 
The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. A rnold- Forster, Belfast, W.) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question again proposed. 
Tae HIGHLAND CROFTERS. 


Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) 
Mr. John Dewar (Inverness-shire) ... 


Amendment proposed, at the end of the Question, to add the words— 


“And humbly to represent to Your Majesty that the present 
unrestricted extension of deer forests in the Highland crofting counties 
is detrimental to the welfare of the Highland population and Imperial 
interests, inasmuch as it renders more acute the difficulties which have 
so long existed in regard to the Highland land question ; and saing 
that the Royal Commission appointed in 1892 scheduled 1,782,785 
acres of land in the crofting counties as capable of being cultivated to 
profit, or otherwise advantageously occupied by crofters or small 
tenants, this House is of opinion that steps should be taken with a 
view to admit of the ready acquisition of such of these lands as may be 
required for occupation by the people ; and further, that the future 
extension of deer forests be subject to a Board, such as the Crofters 
Commission, with power to limit new deer forest areas to those lands 
only which are not suitable for cultivation or occupation by crofter 
tenants.” —(Mr. Weir.) 


Question proposed, ‘That those words be there added.” 


The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham paren eet 
Mr. Bignold (Wick Burghs) sk see 
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The House divided :—Ayes, 98 ; Noes, 152. (Division List No. 6.) : 


Main Question again proposed. 
And, it being after half-past Five of the Clock, the debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed upon Monday next. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes before Six o’clock till Monday next. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 23rp FEBRUARY, 1903. 


ApprEss.—The King’s Answer to the Address of Tuesday last per and 
Address and Answer to be printed and published _... w- 465 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners, that the 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied 
with :— 

All Saints, Poplar (Rate Abolition). 

Antrim, Down, Armagh and Belfast Electric Power. 
Aston Manor Improvement. 

Baker Street and Waterloo Railway (Transfer). 
Bangor Corporation. 

Barnsley Corporation (Water). 

Barry Railway. 

Bath Corporation Water. 

Beckenham Urban District Council. 

Belfast Street Tramways ’ 

Belfast Water. 

Billingshurst and District Gas. 

Birmingham Corporation. 

Blackheath and Greenwich District Electric Light. 
Bournemouth Corporation Tramways. 
Bournemouth Gas and Water. 

Bradford Corporation. 

Erigretes Gas. 

Brighton Corporation. 

Bristol Corporation. 

Bristol, London, and Southern Counties Railway. 
British Gas Light Company (Norwich). 
Broadstairs Gas 

Burgess Hill and St. John’s Common Gas. 

Bury and District Joint Water Board. 

Cardiff Railway. 

Carmarthenshire Electric Power. 

Castleblaney, Keady, and Armagh Railway (Extension of Time). 
Central London Railway. 

Chard Corporation Gas and Electricity. 

Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway. 
Cheltenham Improvement. 

Cheshire Lines Committee. 

City and North-East Suburban Electric Railway. 
City and South London Railway. 

Clapham Junction and Marble Arch Railway (No. 1). 
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Cleveland and Durham County Electric Power. 

Commercial Gas. 

Cork Harbour. 

Coventry and Arley Railway. 

Coventry Electric Tramways. 

Crystal Palace District Gas. 

Derby Gas. 

Didcot, Newbury, and Ronthempton Railway. 

Dover Corporation. 

Dublin Improvement (Bull Alley Area). 

Dublin, Wicklow and Wexford Railway. 

Dudley, Stourbridge and District Tramways. 

Kast Ardsley Gas. 

East Ham Improvement. 

Ebbw Vale Water and Improvement. 

Erith Tramways and Improvement. 

Exeter Corporation. 

Exeter Railway. 

Faversham Gas. 

Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and Harbours. 

Frinton-on-Sea Sea Defences. 

Gas Light and Coke Company. 

Gas Light and Coke Company’s Acts Amendment. 

Gateshead Corporation. 

Gorleston and Southtown Gas. 

Great Central Railway. 

Great Eastern Railway (No. 1). 

Great Eastern Railway (No. 2). 

Great Northern and City Railway. 

yreat Northern, Piccadilly, and Brompton Railway (New Lines 

and Extensions). 

Great Northern, Piccadilly, and Brompton Railway (Various Powers). 

Great Northern Railway. 

Great Southern and Western Railway. 

Great Western Railway. 

Great Western Railway (Pension Fund). 

Grindleford, Baslow, and Bakewell Railway. 

Hainault Forest. 

Hampton Court Gas. 

Harrogate Water. 

Harrow and Stanmore Gas. 

Hastings Harbour. 

Hastings Harbour District Railway. 

Hastings Harbour District Railway (Abandonment). 

Hastings Tramways (Extension). 

Hexham Gas. 

Highland and Invergarry and Fort Augustus Railway Companies. 
(Substituted Bill.) 

Humber Commercial Railway and Dock. 

Hyde Corporation. 

Iniarubber, Guttapercha, and Telegraph Works Company. 

Ipswich Gas. 

Kent Water Board. 

King’s College, London. 

Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation. 

Knott End Railway (Extension of Time). 

Lancashire and Yorkshire and London and North-Western Railways 


(Steam Vessels). 
g 2 
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Leigh Corporation. 

Lima Railways. 

Liverpool University. 

Llandrindod Wells Improvement. 

London and North-Western Railway. 
London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway. 
London Building Acts (Amendment). 

London County Asylums (Receiving Houses). 
London County Council (Electric Supply). 
London County Council (General Powers). 
London Hydraulic Power. 

London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway. 
London United Tramways. 

Maidstone Gas. 

Manchester Corporation. 

Market Drayton Gas. 

Maryport Harbour. 

Mersey Docks and Harbour Board. 

Merthyr Tydvil Urban District Council. 
Metropolitan District Railway (Works). 
Middlesbrough Corporation. 

Midland and Belfast and Northern Counties Railways. 
Midland Great Western Railway of Ireland. 
Midland Railway. 

Milford Docks. 

Mullingar, Kells, and Drogheda Railway. 
Nantwich Gas. 

Nantwich Urban District Council. 

Nantyglo and Blaina Water. 

Neath, Pontardawe, and Brynamman Railway. 
Nelson Corporation. 

New Hunstanton Improvement. 
Newcastle-on-Tyne Electric Supply. 

North Cheshire Tramways. 

North-Eastern Railways. 

North Middlesex Gas. 

North-Western Electricity and Power Gas. 
North-West London Railway. 

North’s Navigation Collieries. 
Nottinghamshire and Derbyshire Tramways. 
Old Bridewell Burying Ground. 

Oldham Corporation. 

Pelican and British Empire Life Office. 
Plymouth and Stonehouse Gas. 

Plymouth Corporation. 

Pontypridd Urban District Council. 

Poole and District Electric Traction. 

Port Talbot Railway and Docks. 

Queensland Investment and Land Mortgage. 
Rickmansworth Gas. 

Rochester Corporation Tramways and Improvements. 
St. Philip’s Chapel (Regent Street). 

Salford Corporation. 

Scarborough Gas. 

Scunthorpe Urban District Water. 

Seaforth and Sefton Junction Railway. 
Sheffield and South Yorkshire Navigation. 
Shropshire, Worcestershire, and East Denbighshire Electric Power. 
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Sittingbourne District Gas. 

Somerset and District Electric Power. 

Southampton Harbour. 

South-Eastern and London, Chatham and Dover Railways. 
South Shields Corporation. 

South Shields, Sunderland and District Tramways. 
South Wales Mineral Railway. 

South-Western and Isle of Wight Junction Railway. 
South Yorkshire Joint Railways. 

Staffordshire and Worcestershire Canal. 

Stoke Newingtor Borough Council. 

Stroud District and Cheltenham Tramways. 

Sutton Coldfield Corporation. 

Sutton District Water. 

Taff Vale Railway. 

Thames Conservancy. 

Thames Steamboat Trust. 

Torquay Corporation Water. 

Ulster and Connaught Light Railways. 

Walker and Wallsend Union Gas. 

Watford and Edgware Railway. 

Wellingborough and District Tramroads. 
Wellington (Salop) Gas. 

West Bromwich Corporation. 

West Cumberland Electric Tramways. 

Western Trust. 

Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) Sewerage Board. 
West Ham Corporation. 

West Sussex Water. 

Willesden Urban District Council. 

Winchester Water and Gas. 

Wirral Railway. 

Wisbech Canal (Abandonment). 

Wolverhampton and Cannock Chase Railway (Extension of Time). 
Wood Green Urban District Council. 

Woolwich Borough Council. 

Worthing Corporation (Tramways). 


And the Certificates that the Standing Orders applicable to the following 
Bills have not been complied with— 
Birmingham District Tramways. 

Chatham and District Light Railways. 
Croydon and District Electric Tramways. 
Harrow Road and Paddington Tramways. 
Hove, Worthing and District Tramways. 
Macclesfield and District Electric Tramways. 
Metropolitan District Railway (Various Powers). 
Mid Yorkshire Tramways. 

Sheffield Corporation. 

Shepshed Urban District Council Gas. 
South Lancashire Tramways. 

South Staffordshire Tramways. 

Strabane and Letterkenny Railway. 

Thames Steamboat Service. 

Tynemouth and District Tramways. 

Wigan Corporation Tramways 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Army.—State of the Six Army Corps Commands 


Navy (MANc:UVRES).—Narrative of the combined manceuvres by the 
Mediterranean, Channel, and Cruiser Squadrons, 1902 ny ees 


Cyprus.—Correspondence respecting the drought in Cyprus 
CoLoniEs (ANNUAL).—Southern Nigeria ; Report for 1901 


Rattways.—Report on a visit to America, 19th Se Chit I to 31st October, 
1902, by Lieutenent-Colonel H. A. Yorke, R.E., Chief pereerne © Officer of 
Railways, Board of Trade 


Waces AND Errects OF DECEASED SEAMEN.—Account of the sums received 
and paid in respect of the wages and effects of deceased seamen, in the 


year ended 31st March, 1902. 
Presented [by Command] and ordered to lie on the Table 


RAMSGATE HARBour.-—Statement of the receipts and payments made by the 
Board of Trade for the year ended 31st March, crys together with an 
account of the receipt and issue of stores... ae au ve 


Trustee SAavines Banks.—Eleventh Annual Report of the Proceedings of the 
Inspection Committee of Trustee Savings Banks, for the year ended 20th 
November, 1902 ; with appendices. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Shops (Hours of Closing) Bill (1.1. |.—To be read 2* on Tuesday the 3rd of 
March next. 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Five o’clock, till 
To-morrow, half-past Ten o'clock. 
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The House met at Two of the Clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND MEANS—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means... 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private BiLts [Lorps].—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one 
of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in respect of the 
Bills comprised in the List reported by the Chairman of Ways and Means 
as intended to originate in the House of hee the Standing Orders have 
been complied with in the following cases, viz. :— 

All Saints, Poplar (Rate Abolition). 

Antrim, Down, Armagh, and Belfast Electric Pow er.. 
Aston Manor Improvement. . 
Bangor Corporation. 

Barry Railway. 

Belfast Water. 
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Birmingham Corporation. 

Bournemouth Corporation Tramways. 
Bournemouth Gas and Water. 

Bradford Corporation. 

Brighton Corporation. 

Bristol Corporation. 

British Gaslight Company (Norwich). 

Bury and District Joint Water Board. 

Cardiff Railway. 

Carmarthenshire Electric Power. - 

Chard Corporation Gas and Electricity. 
Chatham and District Railways. 

Cleveland and Durham County Electric Power. 
Derby Gas. 

Didcot, Newbury, and Southampton Railway. 
Dudley, Stourbridge, and District Tramways. 
Exeter Corporation. 

Exeter Railway. 

Faversham Gas. 

Frinton-on-Sea Sea Defences. 

Harrogate Water. 

Harrow and Stanmore Gas. 

Hastings Harbour. 

Hastings Harbour District Railway. 
Hastings Harbour District Railway (Abandonment). 
Hastings Tramways (Extensions). 

Hexham Gas. 

Indiarubber, Guttapercha, and Telegraph Works Company: 
King’s College, London. 

Knott End Railway (Extension of Time). 
Lima Railways. 

Liverpool University. 

London and North-Western Railway. 

London, Brighton and South Coast Railway. 
London and County Asylum (Receiving Houses). 
Manchester Corporation. 

Maryport Harbour. 

Mersey Docks and Harbour Board. 

Mid Yorkshire Tramways. 

Milford Docks. 

Nantwich Gas, 

Nantwich Urban District Council. 

North Cheshire Tramways. 

North-Western Electricity and Power Gas. 
North’s Navigation Collieries. 

Nottinghamshire and Derbyshire Tramways. 
Old Bridewell Burying Ground. 

Oldham Corporation. 

Pelican and British Empire Life Office. 
Plymouth and Stonehouse Gas. 

Pontypridd Urban District Corneil, 

Poole and District Electric Tractiét: 

Port Talbot Railway and Docks. 

Queensland Investment and Land Mortgage. 
Rickmansworth Gas. ; 
Rochester Corporation Tranrways and Improvements. 
St. Philip’s Chapel (Regent Street). 

Salford Corporation. 
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‘ eeiibiaen Urban District Water. 
Sheffield and South Yorkshire Navigation. 
Shropshire, Worcestershire and East Denbighshire Electric Power. 
Somerset and District Electric Power. 
Southampton Harbour. 
South-Eastern and London, Chatham and Dover Railways. 
South Wales Mineral Railway. 
South Western and Isle of Wight Junction Railway. 
Staffordshire and Worcestershire Canal. 
Sutton Coldfield Corporation. 
Taft Vale Railway. 
Torquay Corporation Water. 
Wellington (Salop) Gas. 
West Bromwich Corporation. 
Western Trust. 
Willesden Urban District Council. 
Wirral Railway. 
Wisbech Canal (Abandonment). 
Worthing Corporation (Tramways). 
And that they have certified that the Standing Orders have not been 
complied with in the following cases, viz. :— 


Birmingham District Tramways. 

Hove, Worthing and District Tramways. 
Macclesfield and District Electric Tramways. 
Shepshed Urban District Gas. 

South Lancashire Tramways. 

South Staffordshire Tramways. 

Tynemouth and District Electric Tramways 


PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS lg b STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH.— 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the Petitions for the following 
Bills, originating in the Lords, the Standing Orders have not been com- 
plied with, viz. :-— 


Birmingham District Tramways [Lords]. 

Hove, Worthing, and District Tramways [Lords]. 
Macclesfield 5 District Electric Tramways [Lords]. 
Shepshed Urban District Gas [Lords]. 

South Lancashire Tramways Ly gue & 

South Staffordshire Tramways [Lo *} 

Tynemouth and District Tramways [Lords]. 


Ordcred, That the rs be referred to the Select Committee on Stand- 
ing Orders te se 


PrivaTE Bitt Petitions (StaNpING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. 
SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the Petitions for ” follow- 
ing Bills, the Standing Orders have not been complied with, viz. 

Croydon and District Electric Tramways. 

Harrow Road and Paddington Tramways. 

Metropolitan District Railway (Various Powers). 

Shettield Corporation. 

Strabane and Letterkenny Railway. 

Thames River Steamboat Service. 

Wigan Corporation Tramways. 

Ordered, That the enats be referred to the Select Committee on 
Standing Orders : 
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PrIvATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) Act, 1899.—The Deputy 
Chairman reported, That, after conferring with the Chairman of Com- 
mittees of the House of Lords, for the purpose of determining in which 
House of Parliament the respective Bills should be first considered, under 
The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, they had determined 
~~ Bills contained in the following List should originate in the House 
of Lords, viz. :— 


Fife Electric Power Company. 
Hamilton, Motherwell, and Wishaw Tramways (Part III). 


Life Association of Scotland. 
Scottish-American Mortgage Company, Limited 


BroaDsTAIRS GAs.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be winner in nde Mr. James 
Lowther and Mr. Kimber ‘s ove ies : $0 


Ciry AND SoutH LoNnDoN RaiLway.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be hl 
in by Mr. Bond, Mr. Alban Gibbs, and Mr. David MaclIver ’ <3 


CrystaAL PALACE District GAs.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in 
by Sir Fortescue Flannery and Mr. Kimber ... A ase ws ae 


Dustin IMPROVEMENT (BULL ALLEY AREA).—Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Field, Mr. Harrington, Mr. M‘Cann, and Mr. Nannetti 


East HAM IMPROVEMENT.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be meres in by Mr. 
. David Morgan and Mr. Louis Sinclair , 23 one 


Gas Light AND CoKE ComPpaNy’s Acts AMENDMENT.—Petition, and Bill 
ordered to be brought in a Mr. John — Mr. Alban Gibbs, and Sir 


Joseph Dimsdale 


GREAT NORTHERN, PICCADILLY, AND Brompton RaiLway (NEW LINES AND 
EXTENSIONS). "Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in n by Sir Henry 
Fowler, Mr. Alban Gibbs, and Mr. Whitmore 


GREAT NORTHERN, PICCADILLY, AND BROMPTON RAILWAY (VARIOUS POWERS). 
—Petition, and Bill ordered to be gs xs in by Sir why 4 ghee: Mr. 
Alban Gibbs, and Mr. Whitmore 


GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be — in by 
Mr. Fison and Sir Frederick Banbury ae pa ; : 


HAINAULT ForEst.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be eta in by Mr. David 
J. Morgan and Mr. John Burns 


Ipswich Gas.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be } anne in by Sir Charles 
Dalrymple and Mr. Goddard ... . . . 


Kent Water Boarp.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be ore in Tag Mr. 
Griffith Boscawen and Sir Barrington Simeon 


Leigh CorPORATION.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be mang si in dee Mr. Scott 
and Mr. Cawley tos an tien 


LLANDRINDOD WELLS IMPROVEMENT.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Alfred Thomas, Mr. Edwards, Lieutenant-Colonel Pryce-Jones, 
and Mr. Charles Morley 8 oA! Tana, feed (Sa 
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Lonpon Burtpinc Acts (AMENDMENT).—Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. John Burns and Mr. Lough ; sob oes 


Lonpon County CounciL (GENERAL PowERrs).—Petition, and Bill ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. John Burns, Mr. Sydney Buxton, and Mr. Lough ... 


Lonpon, TiLpuRY AND SouTHEND Rarway.—Petition, and Bill ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Round and Major Banes 


MAIDsTONE GaAs.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Sur Francis 
Evans and Colonel Warde " vs aks K d 


Merropouitan District RatLway (Works).—Petition, and Bill ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Perks and Sir Charles Dalrymple : 


MULLINGAR, KELLS, AND DROGHEDA RaiLway.— Petition, and Bill ordered to 
be brought i in by Mr. T. M. Healy, Mr. beeen A Mr. anit Mr Hayden, 
and Mr. Patrick White Fis és 


NANTYGLO AND BLAINA WATER.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in 
by Sir William Harcourt and Mr. Charles Morley fees a 


New Hunstanton IMPpROVEMENT.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. George White and Mr. Hare ad ae bieg 


Stroup District AND CHELTENHAM TRAMWAYS.—Petition, and Bill ordered 
to be brought in by Sir John Dorington and Mr. Char les Allen 


WATFORD AND EpGwARE RaiLway.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Halsey and Sir John Blundell Maple 


WESTERN VALLEYS (MONMOUTHSHIRE) SEWERAGE Boarp.—Petition, and 
Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. McKenna, Mr. Samuel Evans, and 
Mr. Abel Thomas : 


West Sussex WatTER.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in Ae Mr. 
Emmott and Sir Joseph Leese. : Mee oe * 


Woop Green Unsan District Councit.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Mr, Joseph Howard and Captain Balfour pss oe 


PETITIONS. 


DETENTION OF Poor PERSONS (SCOTLAND) Brii.—Petitions, in favour: from 
r 
Cambuslang ; Currie ; Coldingham ; and Lauder ; to lie upon the Table ... 


SALE or IntroxicaTinG Liquors ON SUNDAY BriLt.—Petition from Holmfirth, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table = vt ee eet Re 


VaccINATION ACT, 1898.—Petition from Haslingden, against alteration of 
the Law without an Inquiry by a Select Committee ; to lie upon the Table 


QPETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Post Orrick TELEGRAPHS.—Copy ordered, “of Account showing the gross 


amount received and the gross amount expended in respect of the Telegra h. 


Service, from the. date of the transfer of the telegraphs to thé State to the 
31st day of March, 1902 > continuation of wena anh No. on 
of Sessioz 1902). »”_ (Mr. Austen Chamberlain) . 
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Wages AND Errects oF DgecEasED SEAMEN.—<Account presented, of the Sums 
received and paid in respect of the Wages and Effects of Deceased Seamen 
in the year ended 31st March, 1902 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Raiways. —Copy presented, of Report on a visit to America, 9th September to 
31st October, 1902, by Lieutenant-Colonel H. A. Yorke, R.E., Chief 
Inspecting Officer of Railw cn Board of Trade © [by Command]; to lie au 


the Table 


AueN IMMIGRATION—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 19th 
agent ; Mr. Gerald mc sntobdd to lie are the Table, and to be i 
[No. 25} .. ‘ 


TRADE AND NAVIGATION.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 19th 
February ; Mr. Gerald Balfour); to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


RamscaTE Harsour.—Copy presented, of Statement of the Receipts and 
Payments for the year ended 31st March, 1902, together with an 
Account of the Receipt and Issue of Stores [by ange to lie — the Table, 
and to be printed. (No. 27) . 


Cyprus.—Copy presented, of Correspondence senting * the pene * in n Cypees 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table a 


CotoniAL REPoRTS (ANNUAL).—Copy presented, of Colonial Report, No. 381 
(Southern i Annual ton, ee for Bins 2 [by Coenen to lie upon 


the Table 


Army (MinitiA TRAINING ESTABLISHMENTS).—Copy presented, of the Militia 
Training Return, 1902 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table mont 


Army.—Copy presented, of State of the Six Army & Corps Commands by Com- 
mand] ; to lie upon the Table.. - 


Woops, Forests, AND LAND REVENUES.—Abstract Accounts presented, for the 
year ended 31st March, 1902, together with the Report ot the Comptroller 
and Auditor General thereon by re to lie — the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 28]... . 


Army (APPROPRIATION Mees es NT).—Copy presented, of the Appropriation 
Account for 1901-2, with the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor 
General thereon, and upon the Store Accounts of the ind [by ah: to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 29]... , , one 


TRUSTEE SAVINGS BaNnks.—Copy presented, of Eleventh Annual Report of the 
Proceedings of the Inspection Committee for the year ended 20th 
November, 1902, with gape [by aa. to lie acre the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 30] .. 


Cancer [IRELAND].—Copy presented, of Special Report on Cancer in Ireland, 
being a Supplement to the Thirty-eighth Annual Keport of the Registrar- 
General of Marriages, ate y and Deaths in Ireland [by ee to lie 

. upon the Table .. Fon ai 
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ARTHUR ALFRED LyNcH.—-Return of certified copies of the indictment, con- 


viction, and sentence of the Court in the case of ‘“‘ The King against Arthur 
Alfred Lynch,” tried in the King’s Bench Division of the High Court of 
Justice on the 21st, 22nd, and 23rd days of January, 1903, tr of the 
Order of the Gourt giving effect to the conditional pardon granted to the 
said Arthur Alfred Lynch ; and also a certificate from the Governor of His 
Majesty’s Prison, at Brixton, that the said Arthur Alfred Lynch is held in 
custody by him in pursuance of the said Order. 


Colonel Nolan (Galway, N.) 
Sir George Bartley (Islington, N. ) 


Motion for the Return was agreed to. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


WoORKMEN’S COMPENSATION AcT—-MASTER POTTERS’ SCHEME.—Question, Sir 
Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, Mr. Akers- 
Douglas ... on me 13 ne = ve a _ 


SoutH Arrica—NaTivE LABOUR IN THE MINES.—Question, Mr. Levy 
(Leicestershire, Loughborough) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


OFFICIAL RECOGNITION OF PosTAL EMPLOYEES’ ASSOCIATIONS.—Question, Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 2 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION—-SUGGESTED ALTERATION IN PHYSICAL TRAINING.— 
Question, Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) : Answer, Sir William Anson 


LocaL MunicweAL CoNTRACTORS AS MEMBERS OF EDUCATION COMMITTEES.— 
Question, Mr. Reginald Lucas (Portsmouth) ; Answer, Sir William Anson 


INDIAN IRRIGATION ComMMISSION REPORT.—Question, Mr. W. oH (Dumbarton- 
shire) ; Answer, Lord George Hamilton ; Me « 


FreNcH Bonps—Stamp Duvuties.—Question, Mr. Stuart Samuel (Tower 
Hamlets, Whitechapel) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie We re bos 


LICENSING Act, 1902—ReEpDUCTION OF LICENCES.—Question, Sir Thomas Dewar 
(Tower Hamlets, St. George’s) ; Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas at 


ICHTHYOLOGICAL COMMITTEE—-RECOMMENDATIONS.—Question, Mr. Layland- 
Barratt (Devonshire, Torquay) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour i 


RAILWAY IN SOUTHERN PeERsIA.—Question, Mr Cans Walton ee 
W.R., Barnsley) ; Answer, Lord Cranborne .. . : . te 


IRELAND — ANCIENT MONUMENTS — HILL OF TARA. ee pay Mr. oe 
(Aberdeen, S.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham i) ; os 


Crimes Act In IRELAND—CASE OF Messrs. LOHAN AND FINNERTY.—Question, 
Mr. Roche (Galway, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... , ae ose 


CENSUs OF [RELAND—CosT OF PRINTING. psare ren Mr. M‘Kean Chen 
S.) ; Answer, Mr. Hayes Fisher hs oe 


VOLUNTEERS FOR SouTH AFRICA—GRATUITIES. —— Mr. White awed 
(Stalybridge) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick . 
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Service Dress FOR VOLUNTEERS —GOVERNMENT GRANT. — Question, Mr. 
Ernest Flower (Bradford, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick “+ : 


pririsH ARMY — PUBLICATION OF PRELIMINARY AND ANNUAL GENERAL 
ReTURN.—Question, Sir John Colomb pianos tai ; Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick... - : : 


GarRISON REGIMENTS AND LINE BATTALIONS—RELATIVE MARRIED ESTABLISH- 
MENT.—Question, General Laurie (Pembroke, Haverfordwest); Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick Re bey nie th oe 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


(‘0-ORDINATION OF IMPERIAL DEFENCE.— Questions, Sir Charles Dilke (Glouces- 
tershire, Forest of Dean) and Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; Answer, 
The Prime Minister and First Lord of the aati Mr. A. J. Balfour 
(Manchester, E.) ae : : ; oi 


SouTrH AFRICAN WAR —MEDALS FoR KAFFIRS.—Questions, Mr. Swift MacNeill 
(Donegal, S.) ; Answers, The meerey of State for War Nantes Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford) ' 


Tue VOLUNTEER Force.—Questions, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central), 
and Mr. Robert Spencer (Northamptonshire, Mid) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 


Carpe TOWN—ALLEGED MILITARY SCANDAL. Fa cml Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ats at : s84 ae ce: ; 


SALUTES TO THE SECRETARY FOR WAR.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick . whi oni aes pee 


eee 


Ministers AS CoMPANY: DirecTORS.—-Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick “as ion os ; ; ; - 


Mr. Broprick’s Visir TO MALTA—INsPECTION OF TROOPS.—Question, Mr. 
Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick Pot ate = € 


Navy Suips’ StoRES.—Question, Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) ; Answer, 
The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) , 


AUSTRALASIAN ent —Question, Mr. Edmund unio Answer, Mr. 
Arnold-Forster .. fas es Fe hs a 2 


ALASKAN BounDaRY TRIBUNAL.—Question, Mr. Rose (Cambridgeshire, New- 
market); Answer, The Postmaster General (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire, E.) 


AUSTRALIAN SUGAR BOUNTIES. is sana Mr. Gibson Bowles; Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain ay sa ae ; aap 53 


SOUTHERN NiceriA.—Question, Mr. Emmott (Oldham) ; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain my ve vis we a cn ie 


BrUssELS SuGAR CONVENTION.-—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answer, ‘lhe 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Lord Cranborne, Rochester) 


Tat DARDANELLES.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answer, Lord Cranborne 


AMERICAN CLAIMS AGAINST VENEZUELA. — Question, Sir Cuthbert ee 
(Suffolk, Sudbury) ; Answer, Lord Cranborne eas 4 , 
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Russian COMMERCIAL TREATY WITH PERsiA.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles ; 
Answer, Lord Cranborne = ves on thd an Re 


British TRADE WITH CUBA. AeresAQesetioons Mr. Gibson Bowles ; hi Lord 
Cranborne : ‘ 5 ‘ eee iS 


FoREIGN TRAWLERS IN THE MoRAy uit ieiecilea Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty) and Mr. Black (Banffshire) ; Answers, Lord Cranborne... 


Export Duty on CoAL—PaTENT FvEL.—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr 
Tydvil) ; Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


Export Duty on Coke.—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie... 


IncomME Tax DemMANDs—P. O. SuRCHARGES.—Question, Sir Barrington Simeon 
(Southampton) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... *% oa 


Pustic House LiceNces.—Questions, Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet), Sir 
Thomas Dewar (Tower Hamlets, St. George’s), Mr. Gibson Bowles, and Mr. 
Flower (Bradford, W.); Answers, The Secretary of State for the Home 
Department (Mr. Akers-Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) i 


ATLANTIC SHIPPING COMBINE.—Questions, Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answers, The 
President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


Port or LoNDON—INSPECTION OF Foop Imports.—Question, Mr, D. J. Morgan 
(Essex, Walthamstow) ; Answer, The Secretary to the Local Government 
Board (Mr. Grant Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) jee 


Serceant Hype, Royat Irish ConsTaBULARY.-—Question, Mr. William 
Abraham (Cork Co., N.E.) ; Answer, The Chief esis aL for Ireland i, 
Wyndham, Dover) 


LAND PURCHASE IN QUEEN’s County—Mr. WALKER’S FaRM AT TOWLERTON. 
Question, Mr. Delany (Queen’s County, Ossory) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


IMPRISONMENT FOR CONTEMPT OF CouRT—M‘ELLIGoT?T’s CAsE.—Question, Mr. 
McGovern (Cavan, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham - ons oat 


Irish RoyaL COLLEGE OF SCIENCE—LECTURER IN ORGANIC CHEMISTRY.— 
Question, Mr. McKean (Monaghan, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... i 


RuRAL LIBRARIES ey ACT. Te Mr. Boland ' (Kerry, 8); bouike 
Mr. Wyndham ... : — “ ; 


LIsCANNAR HARBOUR. on Mr. William Redmond _— E. ) ;: Lewes 
Mr. Wyndham .. “ ae ots ai “al 


, Mr. O’Dowd (Sligo, S.), and Mr. 
Delany ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham ite a a bs us 


Reiicious DisTURBANCES AT THURLES. pape Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 8); 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham F ; eee i 


IrisH LAND CONFERENCE REPORT.—Question, Mr. T. W. Russell —— S. 5 ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ae ae et Sar ; 


PROSECUTION UNDER THE Crimes AcTt—DisQuALIFIED CoUNCILLORS.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Delany ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... He ons as nai 
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Dr. LoNG.—Question, Mr. Sloan ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Be.FAST BETTING PROSECUTIONS.—Question, Mr. Sloan ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Dustin Post Orrice—Spiit Duty GrRigvVANCE.—Question, Mr. Nannetti 
(Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain : 


Pay oF In1sH TELEGRAPH LEARNERS. + rere Mr. Nannetti; Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain... pe p ane a seb ae 


Tory IsLAND CABLE.—Question, Mr. Hugh Law (Donegal, W.); Answer, 
Mr. Gerald Balfour nhs oe ive oe i ‘Ws whi 


INTERNATIONAL AUTOMOBILE RACE. — Questions, Mr. James O’Connor 
(Wicklow, W.), Col. Saunderson (Armagh, N.), and Mr. Patrick O’Brien 
(Kilkenny) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham io 


Irish UNIVERSITY EpucATION ComMMIssION.—Question, Mr. Dillon ( ii B); 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour “a ane ka 


MarinE INSURANCE BILL. —- Question, Mr. Charles McArthur (Liverpool, 
Exchange) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ie ie beg ise 


COMMISSIONERS OF Woops AND Forests — GRANTS TO DENOMINATIONAL 
ScHooLs.—Question, Mr. Trevelyan ss orkshire, W.R., wypaid Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 


DISTRIBUTION ~F PARLIAMENTARY ‘Pistns AQuaabiaile, Mr. Charles Hobhouse 
(Bristol, E.), and Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answers, The Financial Secretary to 
the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) .. 


NEW BILLS. 


Small Holders (Scotland) Bill.—‘'To extend to tenants of small holdings 
the benefits of the Crofters (Scotland) Acts,” presented by Mr. Black ; 
supported by Dr. Farquharson, Mr. Crombie, Mr. Weir, Mr. John Dewar, 
Mr. Catheart Wason, Mr. J. D. Hope, and Mr. Harmsworth ; to be read a 
second time on Friday, 24th April, and to be printed. [Bill 39] seis 


Congested Districts (Scotland) Act (1897) Amendment Bill.—“ To amend 
the Congested Districts (Scotland) Act (1897), and to enlarge the powers 
conferred under that Act,” preaented by Mr. John Dewar ; supported by 
Mr. Thomas Shaw, Mr. Weir, and Mr. Cathcart Wason ; to be read a 
second time to-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 40} me $46 


Medical Acts Amendment Bill.—‘‘To amend the Medical Acts, 1858 to 
1886,” presented by Sir John Batty Tuke ; supported by Sir John Gorst, 
Mr. James Campbell, Sir Richard Jebb, Mr. Talbot, and Sir Michael Foster ; 
to be read a second time upon Friday, 24th h Apri, and to be Printed. 
[Bill 41} aie wa 


Leasehold Enfranchisement Bill.—“To enable certain Leaseholders to 
become Freeholders,” presented by General Laurie ; supported by Mr. Spear, 
Mr. Cohen, and Sir George Fardell ; to be read a ‘second time upon Friday, 
3rd April, and to be printed. [Bill 42] : ; até ; 


Colonial Marriages Bill.—‘To legalise certain Colonial Marriages,” pre- 
sented by General Laurie; supported by Mr. Rothschild, Mr. Arthur 
Stanley, Sir Gilbert Parker, and Captain Jessel ; to be read a second time 
upon Friday, 12th June, and to be printed. [Bill 43] ane dee Bes 
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Medical Act (1858) Amendment Bill—‘To amend the Medical Act of 
1858,” presented by General Laurie ; supported by Mr. Rothschild, Sir 
Howard Vincent, Mr. Middlemore, and Sir Mancherjee Bhownaggree ; to 
be read a second time upon Friday, 20th March, and to be printed. [Bill 


Medical Act (1886) Amendment Bill.—‘“ To amend the Medical Act of 
1886,” presented by General Laurie ; supported by Mr. Rothschild, Sir 
Howard Vincent, Mr. Middlemore, and Sir Mancherjee at gy ; to 
be read a second time upon Friday, 20th Mareh, and to be printed. [Bill 


Mines Eight Hours Bill.—‘ To limit the hours of underground workers in 
Mines to Eight Hours per day from bank to bank,” presented by Mr. Ellis 
Griffith ; supported by Mr. William Abraham (Rhondda), Mr. Pickard, Mr. 
Joseph Walton, Mr. Thomas Bayley, Mr. Jacoby, Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. 
Hatch, Mr. William Jones, and Sir Albert Rollit ; to be read a second time 
upon Friday, 24th April, and to be printed. [Bill 46]... so mah 


Leaseholders (Purchase of Fee Simple) Bill.-—“To give facilities to 
Leaseholders for the purchase of the Fee Simple of their holdings,” pre- 
sented by Mr. Kearley ; supported by Mr. Emmott, Sir William Holland, 
Mr. William M‘Arthur, Mr. George Whiteley, and Mr. Field ; to be read 
a second time upon Tuesday, 5th May, and to be printed. [Bill 47]- 


Bankruptcy Law Amendment Bill.— “To amend the Law of Bankruptcy,” 
presented by Sir Albert Rollit; supported by Sir Henry Fowler; to be 
read a second time upon Friday, and to be printed. [Bill 48] ode sie 


Housing of the Working Classes (London) Bill.—“To regulate the 
conditions under which displacements of persons of the Labouring Class 
may be made in London under statutory powers, and to require the pro- 
vision of sufficient new Housing Accommodation,” presented by Sir John 
Dickson-Poynder ; supported by Sir John Gorst, Mr. Claude Hay, Mr. 
Cust, and Major Evans Gordon ; to be read a second time upon Tuesday, 
3rd March, and to be printed. [Bill 49] at eas apt Bis 


Kina’s Speech (Motion FoR AN ADDRESS).—Order read, for resuming 
Adjourned Debate on main Question [17th February] “That an humble 
Address be presented to His Majesty, as followeth :— 

“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 

“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament assembled, 
beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the Gracious 
Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of Parliament.” 
—(Mr. Gretton.) 


Question again proposed. 
ARMY ORGANISATION. 


Mr. Beckett ( Yorkshire, N.R., Whitby) 
Major Seely (Isle of Wight) iss 


Amendment proposed, at the end of the Question, to add the words— 

“ But we humbly regret that the organisation of the land forces 
is unsuited to the needs of the Empire, and that no proportionate gain 
in strength and efficiency has resulted from the recent increases in 
militaty expenditure.”—(Mr. Beckett ) 
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Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there added.” 


Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forést of Dean) ‘ 

The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, — Guildford) 
Mr. Yerburgh (Chester)... 

Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) .. 

Col. Legge (St. George’s, Hanover Square)... 

Mr. Claude Lowther (Cumberland, Eskdale) 

Mr. Wylie (Dumbartonshire) 


And, it being half-past Seven of the Clock, the debate stood adjourned till 
this cvening’s sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


BAKER STREET AND WATERLOO RAILWAY (TRANSFER).—Petition, and Bill 
ordered to be brought in by Colonel Lockwood and Mr. Pym os 


BARNSLEY CORPORATION (WATER).—Petition, and Bill ordered to be dae 
in by Mr. Pickard and Mr. Joseph Walton ... ; 


BatH CORPORATION WATER.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Colonel Murray, Mr. Edmond Wodehouse, and Mr. Dickinson 


BECKENHAM URBAN District CouNcit.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. H. W. Forster and Mr. Powell-Williams mae 


BILLINGSHURST AND District Gas.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be ita 
in by Mr. Emmott and Sir Joseph Leese va a ; 


BLACKHEATH AND GREENWICH District ELEctric LicHT.—Petition, and Bill 
ordered to be brought in by Sir John Willox and Mr. Kimber i 


BripGwaTER Gas.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Sir Alexan- 
der Acland-Hood, Sir Edward Strachey, and Mr. Edward Stanley... 


BRISTOL, LONDON, AND SOUTHERN CouNTIES RAILway.—Petition, and Bill 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. ns Mr. amie Mr. Charles 
Hobhouse, and Sir Edward Strachey .. ne 


Burgess HILL AND St. JoHn’s Common GAs.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Sir Henry Fletcher and Mr. Goschen... eke at 


CASTLEBLANEY, KEADY, AND ARMAGH RaILWAy (EXTENSION OF TIME).— 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be insect in by Mr. Lonsdale and Sir James 


Haslett . 


CenTRAL Lonpon RatLway.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be phases <.9h in by 
Mr. Asquith and Mr. Paulton.. ‘ “xe 


Cuarine Cross, ies: AND HAMPSTEAD RAILWAY.—Petition, and Bill ig 
to be brought i in by ‘Sir Thomas Wrightson and Mr. Remnant 


CuEsHiRE Lines CoMMITTEE.—Petition, and Bill erat to be er in by 
Sir Alexander Henderson and Mr. Chapman... é 


VOL. CXVIII. [Fourrs Serres. ] h 
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City AND Nortu-East SUBURBAN ELEctTRIC RAllWwaAy.—Petition, and Bill 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Leigh-Bennett and Mr. David Morgan ... 


CLAPHAM JUNCTION AND Maree ArcH Raitway (No. 1).—Petition, and Bill 
ordered to be — in wid Mr. Lawson Walton and Mr. Fietcher 
Moulton.. : ; ; 


CoMMERCIAL GaAs.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in or Sir John 
Colomb and Mr. Kimber ies bee ; es 32 


Cork Harsour.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. William 
O’Brien, Mr. Donelan, Mr. Crean, and Sir Robert Penrose-FitzGerald 


CovVENTRY AND ARLEY RAILWAY.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be a. in 
by Mr. Brand, Mr. Freeman Thomas, and Mr. Carvill ? PM 


Coventry ELectric TRAMWAYS.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Brand, Mr. Freeman Thomas, and Mr. Carvili eet sua 


Dover CorPoRATION.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
(Jeorge Wyndham and Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas aa bs 


DusLin, WICKLOW, AND WExFORD RAILWAy.—Petition, and Bill ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. James O’Connor, Mr. Field, and Mr. Ffrench 


East ArpsLEY GaAs.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be oon in | by Mr. 
Barran and Mr. Brotherton 


Eppw VALE WATER AND IMPROVEMENT.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Sir William Harcourt and Mr. McKenna an 


Erith TRAMWAYS AND IMPROVEMENT. —Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Sir William Hart Dyke and Mr. Henry William Forster ... 


FISHGUARD AND RossLARE RAILWAys AND HAarsours.—Petition, and Bill 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Goulding and Mr. David Maclver 


Gas Lignt AND CoKE ComMPpANY.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
4%. in by Sir Alexander Henderson, Mr. Harris, and Mr. Alban Gibbs 


GATESHEAD CORPORATION.— Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in rd Sir 
- - James Joicey and Sir William Allan ... a ses oe - 


GORLESTON AND SOUTHTOWN Gas.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir John Colomb and Colonel Lucas aps aia oe’ des 


GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAy.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be — in — Sir 
Alexander Henderson and Mr. Chapman ; 


GREAT EASTERN RaiLway (No. 1).—Petition, and Bill ordered te be brought 
in by Mr. Strutt and Mr. Penn ties 


GREAT EASTERN Raitway (No. 2).—Petition, and Bill ordered to be vi 
in by Mr. Strutt and Mr, Penn ‘ gla ‘ ots 


GREAT NORTHERN AND Crty RAILWAy.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Sir Weetman Pearson and Mr. Claude Hay... ; 


GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN RAILWAY.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Goulding and Mr. John Gordon... - 
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Great WESTERN RAILWAy.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Brassey and Mr. David Maclver.. asf am ia ie: 


Great WESTERN RAILWAY (PENSION FuND). i aients, by and Bill to be brought 
in by Mr. Llewellyn and Mr. Baldwin ; ‘Ks 2 on 


GRINDLEFORD, BASLOW, AND BAKEWELL RAILWAY.-—Petition, and Bill to be 
brought in by Sir William — Mr. Henry secre Wilson, and Mr. 
Bolton a“ 


Hampron Court GAs.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in thi Mr. 
Seale-Hayne and Mr. Skewes-Cox ee) gus ; : 


HIGHLAND AND INVERGARRY AND Forr AvueGustus RAILWAY COMPANIES 
(SUBSTITUTED BILL).—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in dai Mr. 
John Dewar, Mr. Bignold, and Mr. John Edward Gordon ... oe 


HumBeR COMMERCIAL RaILWAY AND Dock.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Doughty and Mr. Chapman ia ue Ne 


HypE CoxPoRATION.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Chapman and Mr. Ashton ; a ee ie ie - 


KinesTon-UPON HULL CorporaTIoNn.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Joseph Firbank, Sir sinatad King, Mr. Charles W owe) and Sir 
James Woodhouse 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE AND LONDON AND NORTH-WESTERN RAILWAYS 
(StzAM VESSELS).—Petition, and Bill ordered to be eet in 1 by Sir 
William Hornby and Colonel Lockwood ‘ ; 


Lonpon County CounciL (ELECTRIC SupPLy).—Petition, and Bill ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. John Burns and Mr. Bousfield _ _ 


Lonpon HypravuLic PowEr.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be or in by 
Sir Frederick Mappin and Sir John ‘Aird ee we , 


Loxpon Unirep Tramways.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Skewes-Cox and Mr. Remnant : x ce 


MarKET Drayton GAs.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in ws Colonel 
Kenyon-Slaney and Mr. Heath sis oki , 


MertHyr TypviL URBAN District CounciL.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. David Thomas and Mr. Keir Hardie iss bs 


MIDDLESBROUGH CoRPORATION.— Petition, and Bill ordered to be Pstacictt¥e in by 
Colonel Sadler and Mr. Herbert Samuel - 


MIDLAND AND BELFAST AND NorRTHERN CouNnTIES RaILwAys.—Petition, and 
Bill ordered to be brought in m5 Sir Frederick a iti Sir William 
Coddington, and Mr. O’Neill 


Mm_anp GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY OF IRELAND.—Petition, and Bill ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. M‘Cann, Mr. Patrick White, and Mr. Carvill 


Miptanp RatLway.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be ai in by Sir 
Frederick Mappin and Sir William Coddington ove wd 
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NEATH, PoNTARDAWE, AND BRYNAMAN RAILway.—Petition, and Bill ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. David Thomas and Mr. Samuel Evans is 


NELSON CoRPORATION.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be sane in — Mr. 
Shackleton and Mr. Mitchell ... ‘ ‘ 


NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE E.ectric SuppLy.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Sir William Allan and Mr. Burt ons ob se 


NortH-EaSTERN RAILway.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be appa! in shades Mr. 
Wharton, Sir James Kitson, and Sir Edward Grey .. 


NortH Mipp.esex Gas.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be ~—' in ped Colonel 
Bowles, Mr. Joseph Howard, and Mr. Bigwood hes age 


Nortu-West Lonpon RaILway.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be aati in 
by Mr. Price and Mr. Cautley... eos pale 


PLYMOUTH CORPORATION. — and Bill ordered to be meee in 7s Mr. 
Duke and Mr. Guest 4 


ScarporoucH Gas.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be » ee in iad Mr. 
Beckett and Mr. Compton Rickett v 


SEAFORTH AND SEFTON JUNCTION RarLway.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Austin Taylor and Mr. Hall ae vue 


SrirriINGBOURNE District Gas. —Petition, and Bill ordered to be whe we in by 
Mr. Laurence Hardy and Mr. John Howard whe 


SoutH SHIELDS CoRPORATION.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be Creeps wih in ~ 
Mr. Robson and Sir Charles Palmer . ‘ 


SoutH SHIELDS, SUNDERLAND, AND District TRAMWAYS.—Péetition, and Bill 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Guthrie and Mr. Seely sos 


SoutH YORKSHIRE JOINT RAILWAYs.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brou - 
in by Mr. Wharton, Mr. Fielden, Mr. Fison,§ Sir Frederick Aileen and 
Chapman : 


Stoke Newineton BorovcH CovunciL.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Bousfield and Captain Balfour . eis am 


Sutton District WaTER.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be nite in | Mr. 
Keswick and Mr. Loder ae. ios . 


THAMES CONSERVANCY.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be 7. in debe Sir 
Frederick Dixon-Hartland and-SirWilliam Tomlinson i 


THAMES STEAMBOAT TRUST.—Petition, and Bill ordered to. be > avant in by 
Mr. Alban Gibbs and Sir Forteseue Flannery us 


ULSTER AND CONNAUGHT LicHT RaILways.—Petition, and Bill ordered to. be 
brought in by Mr. Harrington, Colonel ascapebiais Mr. James 0’ ae Mr. 


Murnaghan, and Mr. Archdale ee os 


WALKER AND WALLSEND UNION Gas. ee and Bill ordered to be oon 
in by Mr. Renwick and Mr Crawford Smith .. fe “ 
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WELLINGBOROUGH AND District TRAMROADS.—Petition, and Bill ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Guthrie and Major Seely ee oop i 


West CUMBERLAND ELECTRIC TRAMWAYS.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Helder, Colonel Bain, and Mr. Randles ... eae y aes 


West Ham CorPorATION.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Ernest Gray and Mr. David Morgan ... oe ove et one ove 


WINCHESTER WATER AND GAS.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Beckett Faber, Mr. Myers, and Mr. Nicholson ... ise ost ae 


WOLVERHAMPTON AND CANNOCK CHASE RAILWAY (EXTENSION OF TIME).— 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Charles Shaw and Mr. 
Walford Green ... ‘a se rea ea oka is sas 406 


WootwicH BoroveH CounciL.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Lord Charles Beresford and Mr. Peel RS ee ion oan one 


Croypon AND District Etzctric TRAMWAYS.—Petition for Bill : referred to 
the Select Committee on Standing Orders as ap | ai we 


Harrow RoAD AND PADDINGTON TRAMWAYS.—Petition for Bill ; referred : to 
the Select Committee on Standing Orders... si ~ sie a 


METROPOLITAN District RaiLway (VARIOUS Powers).—Petition for Bill; 
referred to the Select Committee on Standing Orders A a 


SHEFFIELD CoRPORATION.—Petition for Bill; referred to the Select Committee 
on Standing Orders Pad at i ea age ed maa 


STRABANE AND LETTERKENNY RaiLway.—Petition for Bill; referred to the 
Select Committee on Standing Orders me Mi ee ie 


Tuames River STEAMBOAT SERVICE.—Petition for Bill; referred to the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders dé ide tis ehh 


Wigan CoRPORATION TRAMWAYS.—Petition for Bill ; referred to the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders ae ay alk one eee 


Kine’s SpeecH (MOTION FOR AN ADDRESS).—ARMY ORGANISATION.—Order 
read, for resuming Adjourned Debate on Amendment [23rd February] to 
main Question [17th February], “That an humble address be presented to 
His Majesty, as followeth :— 


“* Most Gracious Sovereign, 

“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons of 

the United ag? ope of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament assembled, - 
beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the Gracious 
Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of Parliament.” — 


(Mr. Gretton.) 


Which Amendment was— 
“ At the end of the Question, to add the words, ‘But we humbly 
* regiét that the a. pe of the land forces is unsuited to the needs 
of the Empire, and that no proportionate gain in strength and efficiency 
has resulted from the recent increases in Military expenditure.’”—(Mr.. 
Beckett.) oe 
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Question again proposed, “That those words be there added.” 


Mr. Wylie ... aa ent oa sos 

Mr. Munro Ferguson (Leith Burghs) sled oe 
Lt.-Colonel George Kemp (Lancashire, Heyiood).... 
Sir Edward Grey (Northumberland, Berwick) 

Sir Charles Welby (Nottinghamshire, Newark) 

Mr. Guest (Plymouth) vqe se wa 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Debate be now adjourned.” 
—(Mr. Churchill.) 


Put and agreed to. 
Debate to be resumed To-morrow. 


ParisHEs (UNITED, DivipED, ETC.). 


Address for “ Return of parishes divided and districts assigned to. 
churches by the Ecclesiastical Commissioners for England, under the pro- 
visions of the Church Building Acts and the Parish of Manchester 
Division Act, 1850.” 


“Of all districts and new parishes constituted by the same Commis- 
sioners under the New Parishes Acts.” 


“ Of all districts or parishes assigned or constituted by the same Com- 
missioners under The St. Leonard and St. Mary Magdalen Church Districts. 
Act, 1868, or any other local Act.” 


“Of all the benefices, parishes or parts of parishes united by Order 
in Council, and of all benefices or parishes disunited by Order in Council.” 


“Of all chapelries, hamlets, and other parts of parishes severed from 
their mother parishes, and of extra-parochial places constituted separate 
benefices by order of the Council.” 


“ Ard of all the chapelries, hamlets, or other parts of parishes severed 
from their mother parishes, and of extra-parochial places not constituted 
separate benefices but united to other parishes by Order of the Council.” 


“And, of curacies and chapelries which have been erected into per- 
petual curacies through the action of the governors of the bounty of Queen 
Anne, showing the full name of the chapel, and of the mother parish (if 
any), the county and diocese, and the date of the first augmentation by the 
governors, and the statutes or statute under which such augmentation was 
made in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 302, of Session 1897).” 
—(Mr. Talbot.) ... owe rele mit sen ays ud ‘ oe 
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CuurcHEs (City oF Lonpon).—Address for “return of the number of 
churches in the city of London pulled down or condemned during the 
period from the 2nd day of August, 1894 to the 31st day of December, 
1902, stating the gross sum realised by the sale of the site, the items of 
expeuses such as solicitors’ and auctioneers’ charges, and the cost of removal 
of the dead buried within the church, and the net sum produced ; what 
new churches have been built out of the proceeds in lieu of the churches 
pulled down, their situation, and cost ; and what has been done with the 
parochial endowments (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 236, of 
Session 1895).”—(Mr. Talbot.)... see oe ee ee ove ove 


$e Ts eee ene ws 


CRUELTY TO ANIMALS.—Bill to amend The Cruelty to Animals Act, 1876, 
ordered to he brought in by Sir Frederick Banbury, Colonel Lockwood, 
and Mr. MacNeill 
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Cruelty to Animals Bill.--‘‘ To amend The Cruelty to Animals Act, 1876,” 
presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Friday, and to be printed. [Bill 50.] ... se ee bas .. 636 


Adjourned at two minutes after Twelve o’clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 24TH FEBRUARY, 1903. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Barry Raitway BIL [H.L.] ; Birmingham District Tramways Bill [H.L.]; Bourne- 
mouth Gas and Water Bill [H.L.]; British Gas Light Company (Norwich) 
Bill Loa ; Cardiff Railway Bill [u.L.] ; Chatham and District Light Rail- 
ways Bil ae ; Cleveland and Durham County Electric Power Bill [H.L.] ; 
Derby Gas Bill [H.L.] ; Didcot, Newbury, and Southampton Railway Bill 
~ ; Dudley, Stourbridge, and District Tramways Bill [H.L.]; Exeter 

ilway Bill [H.L.]; Faversham Gas Bill [H.L.]; Harrow and Stanmore Gas 
Bill ve ; Hastings Tramways (Extensions) Bill [H.L.]; Hexham Gas Bill 
— ; Hove, Worthing, and District Tramways Bill [H.L.] ; Indiarubber, 
uttapercha, and Telegraph Works Company Bill [u.L.] ; Knott End Rail- 
way (Extension of Time) Bill [H.1.]; Lima Railways Bill [H.L.] ; London and 
North-Western Railway Bill [H.L.]; London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Railway Bill [H.L.] ; Milford Docks Bill [H.L.] ; Nantwich Gas Bill [a1] 5 
North’s Navigation Collieries Bill [H.L.]; Pelican and British Empire Life 
Office Bill [.L.]; Plymouth and Stonehouse Gas Bill [H.L.]; Poole and 
District Electric Traction Bill [H.L.] ; Port Talbot Railway and Docks Bill 
[H.L.] ; Queensland Investment and Land Mortgage Bill [H.L.]; Sheffield 
and South Yorkshire Navigation Bill [H.L.}; South Kastern and London, Chat- 
ham and Dover Railways Bill; [H.L.]; South Lancashire Tramways Bill he : 
South Staffordshire Tramways Bill 8 South Wales Mineral Railway Bill 
H.L.]; South-Western and Isle of Wight Junction Railway Bill [H.1.] ; 
taffordshire and Worcestershire Canal Bill — ; Taff Vale Railway Bill 
iret Wellington (Salop) Gas Bill ant, estern Trust Bill [H..] ; 
irral Railway Bill [H.t.}—Presented; read 1*; and referred to the 
Examiners , bee pei net ss om io ae pa 


ALL SAINTS, PopLaR (RATE ABOLITION) Brn [H.L.]; Antrim, Down, Armagh, 
and Belfast Electric Power Bill [#.L.]; Aston Manor Improvement Bill 
a, ; Bangor Corporation Bill [H.L.] ; Belfast Water Bill [.L.] ; Birming- 

am Corporation Bill [H.L.] ; urnemouth Corporation Tramways Bill 
ae ; Bradford Corporation Bill [1.L.] ; Brighton Corporation Bill [H...] ; 
ristol Corporation Bill [#.L.] ; Bury and District Joint Water Board Bill 
[H.L.] ; Carmarthenshire Electric Power Bill [u.1.] ; Chard Corporation Gas 
and Electricity Bill [H.L.] ; Exeter Corporation Bill 1H Frinton-on-Sea 
Sea Defences Bill [H.L.]; Harrogate Water Bill [H.L.] ; Hastings Harbour 


(Receiving Houses) Bill [H.L.] ; Macclesfield and District Electric Tramways 
Bill ae Manchester Corporation Bill any? Mersey Docks and Harbour 
Board Bill [#..] ; Mid Yorkshire Tramways Bill [H.L.] ; Nantwich Urban 
District Council Bill [H.L.] ; North-Western Electricity and Power Gas 
Bill [u.L.] ; Nottinghamshire and Derbyshire Tramways Bill sit Old 
Bridewell Burying Ground Bill [4.L.]; Oldham Corporation Bill [H.L.]; 
Pontypridd Urban District Council Bill [H.L.]; Rickmansworth Gas Bill 
H.L.] ; Rochester Corporation Tramways and Improvements Bill [H.L.] ; 
t. Philip’s Chapel (Regent Street) Bill [H.L.]; Salford Corporation Bill 
[H.L.]; Scunthorpe Urban District Water Bill [u.L.]; Shepshed Urban 


Bill [H.L.] ; King’s Col fe London, Bill et.) ; London County Asylums 
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District Gas Bill [H.L.] ; Shropshire, Worcestershire and East Denbighshire 
Electric Power Bill [H.L.] ; Somerset and District Electric Power Bill [H.L.]; 
Southampton Harbour Bill sa ; Sutton Coldfield Corporation Bill [H.1.] ; 
Torquay Corporation Water Bill [H.L.]; West Bromwich Corporation Bill 
{H.L.]; Willesden Urban District Council Bill [H.L.]; Worthing Corpora- 
tion (Tramways) Bill [H.L.]—Presented, and read 1* a be se 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES). 


No. 2936. Italy (Trade of Naples for the year 1902). 

No. 2937. Western Pacific (Trade of Samoa for the year 1902). 

No. 2938. Trade of Brazil (for the first half of the year 1902). 

No. 2939. France (Agriculture of Consular District of Havre for the year 
1902) pa és - ial pie rent jog ws 


Census, 1901 (ISLANDS IN THE BriTisH Seas).—Isle of Man, Jersey, Guernsey, 
and adjacent Islands cn Hs jai! on sed mis at 


Cancer.—Special Report on Cancer in Ireland, being a supplement to the 
Thirty-EKighth Annual Report of the Registrar General, Presented (by Com- 
mand), and ordered to lie on the Table sea rae ig; ian i 


NEW BILL. 


Marine Insurance Bill [x.t.}—A Bill for codifying the law relating to 
marine insurance was presented by the Lord Chancellor ; read 1*; and to 
be printed. (No. 5.) ... ded ie des ah wes bed 


Licut LoapD LinE.—Moved that a Select Committee be appointed to inquire and 
report whether, and if so, to what extent, British ships are sent to sea in an 
unseaworthy condition by reason of their being insufficiently or improperly 
balasted, whether any amendment or amplification of the present law is 
desirable in connection therewith ; if so, to what extent any such alteration 
of the law could be made equally applicable to foreign vessels—(The Lord 
Wolverton) —agreed to ; and ordered accordingly. 


The Lords following were named of the Committee. 


E, Spencer. L. Muskerry. L. Brassey. 
V. Ridley. L. Wolverton. L. Inverclyde. 


The Committee to meet on Thursday next at Twelve o'clock and to appoint 
their own Chairman ee on ~ ei til aad 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Five o'clock, to 
Thursday next, half-past Ten o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 24TH FEBRUARY, 1903. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND MEANs.—-The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means ... 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway (Transfer) Bill.—-‘ To authorise the 
Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Company to acquire additional lands, 
and to transfer the undertaking and powers of that Company to the Great 
Northern, Piccadilly, and Brompton Railway Company ; and for other pur- 

‘3 on the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private ills ove eee ve bed wis ws da sei 
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Barnsley Corporation Water Bill.—‘To amend the provisions of the 
Barnsley Order, 1902; and for other purposes,” read the first time; to be 
read a second time ad ‘a +e ‘a + cus one 


Bath Corporation Water Bill.—‘‘To empower the Corporation of Bath to 
construct additional waterworks; and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; to be read a second time bez a ree as pe ha 


Beckenham Urban District Council Bill —“ To authorise the Urban District 
Council of Beckenham in the county of Kent to carry out street improve- 
ments ; to construct and work tramways ; and to make further provision in 
regard to the electricity undertaking of the Council ; and for the improve- 
ment, health, local government, and finance of the district ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time we see 


Billingshurst and District Gas Bill.—“ To incorporate the Billingshurst and 
District Gas Company and to enable that Company to supply with gas the 
parishes of Billingshurst, Wisborough Green, and other places in the county 
of Sussex,” read the first time ; to be read a second time a ids 


Blackheath and Greenwich District Electric Light Bill.—‘ To confirm 
an agreement for transfer to the Blackheath and Greenwich District 
Electric Light Company, Limited, of the undertaking of the Lewisham and 
District Electric Suvply Company, Limited ; and to confer further powers 
upon the Blackheath and Greenwich District Electric Light Company, 
Limited ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills... oni sed ce bee 


Bridgwater Gas Bill —“ For continuing the Bridgwater Gas Light Company ; 
or regulating and increasing the capital of the Company ; and for other 


purposes.” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills isi : ae is eh 


Bristol, London, and Southern Counties Railway Bill.—“ For incor- 
porating-the Bristol, Lendon,; and Seuthern- Counties Railway Company, 
and to authorise them to make and maintain railways in the counties of 
Bristol, Gloucester, Somerset, Wilts, and Southampton; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time we ote 


Broadstairs Gas Bill —“ For conferring further powers on the Broadstairs 
Gas Company,” read the first time; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills és ‘as ed pes my tae 


Burgess Hill and St. John’s Common Gas Bill.—‘“ For Incorporating and 
conferring powers on the Burgess Hill and St. John’s Common Gas 
Company ; and for other purposes,” read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ... ~ ss ia ah 


agerreee ys Keady, and Armagh Railway (Extension of Time).—“ To 
extend the time limited by the Kingscourt, Keady, and Armagh Railway 
Act, 1900, for the compulsory purchase of lands and for the construction of 
certain of the railways authorised by that Act; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills 


Central London Railway Bill.—“ To empower the Central London Railway 
mpany to construct new railways; and for other purposes,” read the 
first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ... 
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ue Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway Bill.—‘ To confer 

‘further powers upon the Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway 
Company, to transfer to and vest in that Company the powers of the 
Edgware and Hampstead Railway Company, to authorise agreements with 
and the lease of the undertaking to the Underground Electric Railways 
Company of London, Limited, to transfer to and vest in the (treat Northern, 
Piccadilly, and Brompton Railway Company the undertaking and powers 
of the Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway Company ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills <3 nga i wen one eae 

Cheshire Lines Committee Bill.—“ To enable the Cheshire Lines Committee 
to make new railways, to run over the Liverpool Overhead Railway, to 
acquire additional lands ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ‘ 6 


City and North-East Suburban Electric Railway Bill.—“ For incor- 
rating the City and North-East Suburban Electric Railway Company, and 

or empowering them to construct railways from the City of London to 
Tottenham and Chequers Green, Southgate, and to Walthamstow, Epping 
Forest, and Waltham Abbey ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; 

to be read a second time sei wae oe met jue " oe 


City and South London Railway.—“ For empowering the City and South 
London Railway Company to construct an extension of their underground 
railway to Euston in the County of London ; and for transferring to that 
Company the powers of the City and Brixton Railway Company ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills 


Clapham Junction and Marble Arch Railway (No. 1) Bill.—‘“ For incor- 
porating the Clapham Junction and Marble Arch Railway Company ; and 
for empowering them to construct a railway from the neighbourhood of 
Clapham Junction Railway Station to the Marble Arch in the County of 
London ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second 
time .. ses eee one ose vee eee oes ose ese 


Commercial Gas Bill.—‘To make provision for the testing of Gas supplied 
by the Commercial Gas Company ; and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Cork Harbour Bill—‘“To amend the Acts relating to the Cork Harbour 
Commissicners ; to confer further powers on the Commissioners ; and for 
further purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time ... bi 


Coventry and Arley Railway Bill—‘ For making and maintaining Rail- 
ways in the County of Warwick, to be called the Coventry and Arley 
Railway ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second 
time sa oe eee as ioe - , eon 


Coventry Electric Tramways Bill.—‘To authorise the Coventry Electric 
Tramways Company to construct additional tramways; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills ide ‘ ts - ea} PS ove 


Crystal Palace District Gas Bill—‘“ To confer further powers on the 
Cryst«l Palace District Gas Company with respect to the purchase and hold- 
ing of lands, and to alter the provisions of the Acts of the Company with 
respect to the illuminating power of gas supplied by them and the testin 
of gas ; and to change the name of the Company ; and for other purposes, ’ 
read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills... eas ae sos pe oss see ove ° 
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Dublin Improvement (Bull Alley Area) Bill.—‘“To amalgamate the 
Guinness Trust (Dublin) Fund with the Dublin Improvement (Bull Alley 
Area) Scheme ; to vest the property of the Guinness (Dublin) Trustees in 
the trustees of the said scheme ; to change the name of the last mentioned 
trustees ; to confer further powers on them ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time ; to be read a second time Sha ie oe wig one 


Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway Bill—‘“To provide for the 
revision of the rent payable in respect of the lease of the undertaking of 
the Dublin and Kingstown Railway Company to the Dublin, Wicklow, and 
Wexford Railway Company ; to make other provision as to those two 
Companies ; to enable the Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway Com- 
pany to make certain diversion railways and other works ; to raise additional 
money ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills... sie ne oh bdo 


East Ardsley Gas Bill—‘“For incorporating and conferring powers upon 
the East Ardsley Gas Company ; and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


East Ham Improvement Bill.—‘“ To confer further powers upon the Urban 
District Council for the District of East Ham, in the county of Essex,” 
read the first time ; to be read a second time ae es re. oi 


Ebbw Vale Water and Improvement Bill—‘“‘To authorise the Urban 
District Council of Ebbw Vale to construct additional waterworks and to 
provide additional cemeteries, and to make further provision with regard 
to the supply of electricity and for the improvement, health, local govern- 
ment, and finance of the district ; and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; to be read a second time Fis oe doe Aske = mee 


Erith Tramways and Improvement Bill.—‘“To authorise the Urban 
District Council of Erith in the County of Kent to construct and work 
tramways ; to carry out street improvements ; to transfer to the Council 
the powers within the district of the Commissioners of Sewers for the limits 
extending from Lombard’s Wall to Gravesend Bridge ; and to make further 
provision in regard to the supply of electricity ; and for the improvement, 
health, local government, and finance of the district; and for other pur- 
poses,” read the first time ; to be read a second time... _ see we 


woo and Rosslare Railways and Harbours Bill—“ To confer 
urther powers upon the Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and Harbours 


Company ; for the construction of a railway and other works and the 
acquisition of lands ; and to make provision as to a bridge over the River 
Suir at Waterford ; to empower the Great Western and Great Southern 
and Western Railway Companies to guarantee interest on the capital of the 
Company ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills... pa abe ts roa 


Gas Light and Coke Company Bill. —‘‘To enable the Gas Light and Coke 
Company to raise additional moneys, and to purchase, take, and hold lands ; 
and for altering the standard price of gas, and redeeming capital; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time; and referred to the Examiners of 


Petitions for Private Bills 


Gas Light and Coke Company’s Acts Amendment Bill.—“ To alter the 
standard price to be charged by the Gas Light.and Coke Company for gas 
supplied ; to alter the prescribed illuminating power and to make provi- 
sions with respect to the supply of burners ; to make provisions with respect 
to a capital redemption fund ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
to be read a second time ou jes he on we oan os 
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‘Gateshead Corporation Bill—‘‘To make better provision for the health, 
good government, and improvement of the county borough of Gateshead ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first time, to be read a second time we 645 


Gorleston and Southtown Gas Bill.—“ For conferring further powers on the 
Gorleston and. Southtown Gas Company,” read the first time ; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ‘ind ons il we 


Great Central Railway Bill—‘To authorise the construction of new 
railways and the acquisition of lands by the Great Central Railway Com- 
‘pany in connection with their undertaking; the construction of new 
railways by the North Wales and Liverpool Railway Committee or the 
Company in connection with the undertaking of that Committee; the 
construction of a new railway by the Great Central and Midland Railway 
‘Companies in connection with their Shireoaks Railway ; the diversion of 
footpaths by the Great Western and Great Central Railways’ Joint Committee 
in connection with their undertaking; the establishment of a pension 
fund by the Great Central Company ; the raising of further capital ; and 
for other a. read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills... si evs wba wid sae wes 


Great Eastern Railway (No. 1) Bill—‘ For conferring further powers on 
the Great Eastern Railway Company ; and for other purposes,” read the 
first time ; and referred to the miners of Petitions for Private Bills ... 


Great Eastern Railway (No. 2) Bill—‘To authorise the Great Eastern 
Railway Company to widen their Cambridge and Norwich main line of 
railway over the River Wensum ; and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ba 


Great Northern and City Railway Bill.—‘ To amend The Great Northern 
and City Railway Act, 1902, and to authorise the Great Northern and City 
Railway Company to raise additional capital for the purposes of their 
undertaking,” read the first time ; and referred to the ys rene of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills ... soe see bos Sas oes “ab 


‘Great Northern, Piccadilly, and Brompton Railway (New Lines and 
Extensions) Bill —‘‘To empower the Great Northern, Piccadilly, and 
Brompton Railway Company to construct railways and works ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills ian ‘ou me ‘a sa ‘he as 


‘Great Northern, Piccadilly, and Brompton Railway (Various Powers) 
Bill —“ To confer further powers on the Great Northern, Piccadilly, and 
Brompton Railway Company ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills oes 


‘Great Northern Railway Bill —*“ To confer further powers upon the Great 
Northern Railway Company,” read the first time; and referred to the 


Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ee ae 


Great Southern and Western Railway Bill.—‘“To empower the Great 
Southern and Western Railway Company to construct certain new railways ; 
to acquire additional lands: to enlarge and improve their station at 
Waterford ; to confer further powers upon the Company ; to enable them 
to raise additional capital ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ve 
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Great Western Railway Bill.—‘“ For conferring further powers upon the 
Great Western Railway Company in respect of their own undertaking and 
upon that Company and the London an North Western Railway Company 
and the Midland Railway Company in respect of undertakings in whic 
they are jointly Sinerasted, and upon the Fishguard and Rosslare Railways 
and Harbours Company in respect of their auieiakiae; ; for amalgamating 
the Ely Valley Railway Company with the Great Western Railway 
Company ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Great Western Relleegy (Pension Fund) Bill. —“ To make further provision 
with respect to the Servants’ Pension und of the Great Western Railway 
Company ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills .. , 


Grindleford, Baslow, and Bakewell Railway } Bill.—“ For makin, vai 
in the county of Derby from the Midland Railway (Dore and Chinley 
Branch) at Grindleford to the Midland Railwa ay (Derby and Manchester 
Branch) at Bakewell ; and for other oe read the first time ; to be 
read a second time 


Hainault Forest Bill.—‘“To authorise the acquisition of lands known as 
Lambourne Common, Chigwell Common, Fox Burrows Farm, Grange Hill 
Forest, and other lands in the county of Essex for the = of mT 
open spaces,” read the first time ; to be read a second time . ; 


Hampton Court Gas Bill—‘To authorise the Hampton Court Gas 

mpany to raise additional capital ; to convert their existing capital ; to 
enlarge their works ; to amend their existing Acts ; and for other purposes,’ 

read the first time ; ’and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills 


Highland and Inver and Fort + Aenea ene omen 
(Substituted) Bill—‘ To confirm an agreement between the Highland 
Railway Company “and the Invergarry and Fort Augustus Railway 
Company ; to enable the Highland Railway Company to erect and maintain 
an hotel at Dornoch, to apply their capital thereto ; and for other purposes,” 

read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills 


Humber Commercial Railway nn Dock Bill.“ To. empower the Humber 
Commercial Railway and Dock Company to construct a new dock with 
connecting railway and other works and entrance into the River Humber ; 
to abandon the dock and work authorised by The Humber Commercial 
Railway and Dock Act, 1901; and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills : 


Hyde Corporation Bill.—‘ ‘To make further and better provision with regard 
to the improvement, health, local government, and finance of the Borough of 
Hyde ; and for other ror ” read the first time; to be read a second 
time 

Ipswich Gas Bill, “To sania further powers upon ‘is Ipswich Gas Light 
Company,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills : ssh ; : 7 


Kent Water Board Bill.-—“ For incorporating a Water Board, to consist of 
representatives of certain urban and rural district councils in the county of © 
Kent, and for conferring upon such Board power to purchase certain 
portions of the undertakings of the companies of proprietors of the Kent 
waterworks and the Lambeth waterworks ; and to supply water ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a pm time 
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Lancashire and Yorkshire and London and North Western Railwa 
(Steam Vessels) Bill—‘ To extend and enlarge the powers of the 
Laneashire and Yorkshire Railway Company and the London and North 
Western Railway Company as to Steam Vessels ; and for other purposes,” 
= the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 

ills... nie ie +n - “as Fas we a Ade 


‘Leigh Corporation Bill.—‘‘To make provision as to the water supply of the 
borough of Leigh and the urban district of Hindley ; to enable the 
Corporation of Teigh to make new waterworks, tramways, and street 
improvements ; and to make further provision for the health, local govern- 
ment, and improvement of the said borough ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time ; to be read a second time pe wo ee sa 


‘Llandrindod Wells Improvement Bill.—‘“ To authorise the Urban District 
Council of Llandrindod Wells, in the county of Radnor, to purchase lands 
for the purposes of recreation grounds ; to acquire certain springs ; and to 
make further provision in regard to the improvement, health, local govern- 
ment, and finance of the district ; and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; to be read a second time be ve ws a4 we ais 


‘London Building Acts (Amendment) Bill.—‘“To amend the Acts relating 
to buildings in London; to confer various powers on the London County 
Council ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second 
time Seis te iat vo ad Pw ‘ 


‘London County Council (Electric Supply) Bill.—‘“ To make further 


provisions with respect to the purchase of electric undertakings by local 
authorities in the administrative county of London, and with respect to the 
supply of energy from stations of the London County Council ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time va 


‘London County Council (General Powers) Bill.—‘ To empower the London 
County Council to purchase lands ; to extend the time for completion of 
certain works and acquisition of lands; to empower the Metropolitan 
Borough Councils of Camberwell and Kensington to execute works and 
purchase lands; to make provision with respect to premises used for 
receiving horses for slaughter and carcasses of dead horses, and the removal 
and disposal of dead horses ; to alter the method of testing gas employed by 
the South Metropolitan Gas Company ; to make provision with respect to 
the drainage of Upper Norwood; to confer powers upon Metropolitan 
Borough Councils with respect to street markets, the fitting of premises of 
consumers of electricity, and the provision and maintenance of public 
clocks ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second 
time ds eats ots ree sie. Gag ool at oui 


‘London Hydraulic Power Bill.—‘“ To enlarge the powers of the London 
Hydraulic Power Company as to the raising of capital ; the supply of water ; 
and the acquisition of a new site for their pumping station at Westminster ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners 


of Petitions for Private Bills 


‘London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway Bill. — “ To authorise the 
London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway Company to construct new Railways 
and works ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referre:! to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ae ag us 


Page. 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. CXxVii 


Feb. 24.1 

London United Tramways Bill.—“ For conferring further powers on the 
London United Tramways (1901), Limited, for widening and altering roads 
and acquiring lands i in the counties of Middlesex, Surrey, and London ; and 
for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills he is iss ro oF ii 


Maidstone Gas Bill —“ To authorise the Maidstone Gas Company to convert 
their existing capital ; to raise additional capital ; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills : eth a at set Zh om a 


Market Drayton Gas Bill —“For incorporating and conferring powers on 
the Market Drayton Gas Company,” read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills... ea BS. bite 


Merthyr Tydvil Urban District Council Bill —“'To empower the Urban 
Diriet Council of Merthyr Tydvil to construct additional waterworks and 
a street improvement ; and to make further and better provision for the 
good government, health, and improvement of the district; and for other 
purposes,’ ’ read the first time ; to be read a second time 


Metropolitan District Railway (Works) Bill.—‘“ To empower the Metro- 

politan District Railway Company to construct railways and works ; and 

ine other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills 


Middlesbrough Corporation Bill. —‘“ To make further provision with respect 
to the health and good government of the county borough of Middlesbrough 
and the cullection of rates within the said borough ; and for other purposes,’ 
read the first time ; to be read a second time Ne ; io ais 


Midland and Belfast and Northern Counties Railways Bill—‘To pro- 
vide for the vesting of the undertaking of the Belfast and Northern 
Counties Railway Company in the Midland Railway Company ;” read the 
first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ... 


Midland Great Western Railway of Ireland Bill.—-To enable the 
Midland Great Western Railway of Ireland Company to construct a railway 
from Kingscourt to Castleblaney ; to acquire additional lands; and for 
other purposes,” read the first st and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills : sk ‘ é 


Midland Railway Bill.—“To confer additional powers upon the Midland 
Railway Company and upon the Norfolk and Suffolk Joint Railways Com- 
mittee and upon the Midland and Great Northern Railways Joint Com- 
mittee for the construction of works and the acquisition of lands ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills inde 


Mu'lingar, Kells, and Drogheda Railway Bill.—‘To incorporate the 
Mullingar, Kells, and Drogheda Railway Company ; and for making rail- 
ways and other works in the counties of Westmeath, Meath, and Louth; 
and to confer subscription and other powers on certain existing Railway 
Companies ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills .. whe 


Nantyglo and Blaina Water Bill.—“To authorise the Urban District 
Council of Nantyglo and Blaina t> construct waterworks; and to supply 
water within the district ; and for other eas read the first time ; to 
be read a second time ... * af ‘ ote oo sa 
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Neath, Pontardawe, and Brynamman Railway Bill.—“ To confer further 
powers upon the Neath, Pontardawe, and Brynamman Railway Company 
for the construction of railways ; to authorise the Company to raise 
additional capital ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and segecceste 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Nelson Corporation Bill.—“ To extend the time for the construction of cer 
tain waterworks authorised by the Nelson Local Board Act, 1888 ; for pro- 
— the water supply from pollution ; and to make better provision in 
regard to the supply of water ; and for other beeen "read the first time ; 

to be read a second time 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric Su apply Bil — To transfer the electricity 
undertaking of the Walker an allsend Union Gas Company to the 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply Company, Limited ; and for other 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 


pt «sal read the first time ; an 
vate Bills sos 


New Hunstanton Improvement Bill.—“To authorise the Urban District 
Council of New Hunstanton to acquire land for water and gas purposes ; 
to construct an outfall sewer ; and to make further provision in regard to 
the health, local gov ernment, improvement and finance, of the urban district ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 


North-Eastern Railway Bill.—‘ To confer additional powers upon the North- 
Eastern Railway Company for the construction of new railways and other 
works and the acquisition of lands ; and for other p s,” read the first 

time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ae 


North Middlesex Gas Bill.—“ To extend the powers of the North Middlesex 
Gas. Company,” read the first time; and referred to the Examiners of 


Petitions for Private Bills 


North-West London Railway Bill—‘ For empowering the North-West 
London Railway Company to extend their under, a refra railway to Victoria ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners 


of Petitions for Private Bills 


Plymouth ation Bill.—“ To confer further powers upon the Corporation 
of Plymouth in regard to their tramway undertaking and the construction 
of street improvements ; to transfer the Cottonian eaten to the Corpora- 
tion ; and to make further provision with regard to the borrowing of money 
by the Corporation and the repaying of their loans; and to the health, 
local government, and improvement of the borough ; and for other a cod 
read the first time ; to be read a second time pa - 


Scarborough Gas Bill.—“ To authorise the Scarborough Gas Company to raise 
additional capital ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Seaforth and Sefton Junction Railway Bill.—“ or making railways in the 
County of Lancaster; for connecting the Southport and Cheshire Lines 
E xtension Railway with the Liverpool Overhead Railway ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 


cietnghanene District Gas Bill.—‘ To confer further powers on the Sisting- 
bourne District Gas Company,” read the first time; and referred to the 


Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 
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South Shields Corporation Bill—‘ To enable the Mayor, Aldermen, and 
Burgesses of the county borough of South Shields to construct tramways 
in the borough ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a 
second time a ae bts cat ath a sah ov ins 


South Shields, Sunderland and District Tramways Bill.—“ To authorise 
the British Electric Traction Company, Limited, to construct tramways 
between South Shields and Sunderland and other places; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 


for Private Bills 


South Yorkshire Joint Railways Bill—‘“ For enabling the North-Eastern, 
the Lancashire and Yorkshire, the Great Northern, the Midland, and the 
Great Central Railway Companies to construct or take over certain railways 
in South Yorkshire authorised by the Shireoaks, Laughton, and Maltby 
Railway Act, 1901, and the North-Eastern Railway Act, 1902; and to con- 
struct other railways and works; for constituting a Joint Committee ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills ... ‘a iat oi 


Stroud District and Cheltenham Tramways Bill.—‘ To incorporate the 
Stroud District and Cheltenham Tramways Company, and to empower that 
Company to make and maintain tramways in the county of Gloucester ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first time; to be read a second time 


Sutton District Water Bill.—‘To authorise the Sutton District Water 
Company to construct additional waterworks, acquire lands, and raise 
further moneys ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ose o¢e . 


Thames Conservancy Bill.—“ To confer further money and other powers on 
the Conservators of the River Thames for the deepening, widening, and 
improvement of its bed and channels as far as the Royal Albert Docks ; to 
amend in various respects the Thames Conservancy Act, 1894; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time... 


Thames Steamboat Trust Bill—‘To incorporate trustees for the main- 
tenance of a service of steamboats on the River Thames ; to transfer to 
them the undertaking of the Thames Steamboat Company (1897), Limited ; 
to provide for the transfer to them of certain piers on the River Thames ; 
and for the guarantee by the Corporation of the City of London, the 
London County Council, and the Conservators of the River Thames of 
interest on moneys to be borrowed by the trustees ; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills... ie des od ona as and va ” ” 
Ulster and Connaught Light Railways Bill.--‘“To authorise the construc- 
tion of a railway from Maguiresbridge to Bawnboy Road, in the counties of 
Fermanagh and Cavan ; and of certain railways at Arigno and Dromod, in 
the counties of Roscommon and Leitrim ; and the working of such railways 
and the Clogher Valley and Cavan and Leitrim Railways and other railways 
in connection therewith as one railway ; and for other purposes,” read the 
first time ; and referred to the Examineis of Petitions for Private Bills ... 


Walker and Wallsend Union Gas Bill—‘“ To empower the Walker and 
Wallsend Union Gas Company to enlarge and extend their existing gas- 
works at Walker ; and to construct a short line of railway or siding into 
their said gasworks; to raise additional capital; and for other purposes,” 

read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills 
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Warnes and Edgware Railway Bill. —“ For incorporating the Watford and 
— Railway Company, and for empowering them to construct a 
railway from Watford to Edgware ; and for other sitttiniend ” read the first 
time; to be read a second time et “ks 


Wellingborough and District Tramroads Bill.—‘ To empower the British 
Electric Traction Company (Limited) to construct a new tramroad in the 
county of Northampton ; and for ocher purposes,” read the first time ; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills Je 


West Cumberland Electric Tramways Bill.—“ To extend the RESTS for 
the commencement of the construction and for the completion of' the 
tramways, tramroads, and other works, and for the taking of lands 
authorised by the West Cumberland Electric Tramways Act, 1901; to 
extend the area within which the West Cumberland Electric Tramways 
Company may supply electricity, and to confer on that Company further 
and additional powers with regard to such supply ; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills ‘ Ke 


Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) init e ° Board Bill. “To constitute 
and incorporate a Joint Board, consisting of representatives of the Urban 
District Councils of Abercarn, Abertillery, Ebbw Vale, Nantyglo, and 
Blaina and Risca, all in the county of Monmouth; and to authorise the 
Board to construct main trunk sewers and other works for the disposal of 
the sewage of such districts ; and for other eats read the first time ; 
to be read a second time 


West Ham Corporation Bill.—“To oct fuietiat powers upon his ‘adi or, 
Aldermen, and Burgesses of the county borough of West Ham, and to make 
further provision for the good government of that Borough ; ‘and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time ; 


West Sussex Water Bill —‘“ To incorporate the West Sussex Water Company, 
and to enable the Company to supply water within the parish of Pulborough 
and certain other parishes in the county of Sussex,” read the first time ; to 
be read a second time ... soe eo vs wie sia . 


Winchester Water and Gas Bill.—‘ For conferring further powers upon 
the Winchester Water and Gas Company ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


——— n and Cannock Chase Railway (Extension of Time) 
o extend the time for the compulsory purchase of lands and for 
the construction and completion of the ene and Cannock Chase 
Railway ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; ‘and réferred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills i * as 


Wood Green Urban District Council Bill—‘“To enable the Urban 
District Council of Wvod Green to acquire part of Wood Green Common 
for the purposes of a dust destructor ; and to make further provision with 
regard to the electric light undertaking of the Council ; and for the i improve- 
ment, health, and local government of the district ; and for other ee 
read the fitst time ; to be read a second time be , td 


Woolwich Borough Council Bill—* To authorise the Mayor, Aldermen, 
and Councillors of the metropolitan borough of Woolwich to supply 
electrical energy in bulk to the Urban District Council of Foots Cray ; 
confer further powers ‘upon the said Mayor, Aldermen, and Conneillors 
and to make further provision with respect to markets in the borough of 
Woolwich ; and for other ——t:. read the first time; to be read a 
second time. ‘ aa 
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DETENTION OF PooR PeERSoNS (ScoTLAND) BiLL.—Petitions in favour: from 
St. Andrews and St. Leonards; Holri; Ruthven; Erskine ; Galashiels ; 
Barry ; Bervie ; and Dumbarton ; to lie upon the Table... 


LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1897.—Petition from Middlesex, for nish into the 
compulsory system of registration ; to lie upon the Table . ‘ ‘ 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SuNDAY BrLu.—Petitions in favour: 
from Blackpool ; Salford ; and Stoke Newingtun ; to lie upon the Table ... 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Post OrFicE TELEGRAPHS.—Return presented, relative thereto tbl a to 23rd 
February ; Mr. Austen Liaiistiandee! to lie Danian the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 31.]_ ... 


Navy (APPROPRIATION AccOoUNT).—Copy presented, of the Appropriation 
Account of the Navy for 1901-1902, .with. the Report of the Comptroller 
and Auditor General thereon, and upon the Store accounts of the mary 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 32.] ‘ites 


TRADE RePoRTS (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2936 to 2939 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table .. sh des oe es dis 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACT, 1889.—Copy presented, of Minute sanctioning 
the Subjects to be taught under Clause 8 of the Act, for the County of 
Cardigan (Second —) datad 14th November, 1902 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table ... Sas 


a IcAL INSTRUCTION ACT, 1889.—Copy presented, of Minute sanctioning 
e subjects, to be taught under Clause 8 of the Act, for the County of 
Rutland (Fifth soanve,t dated 14th een 1902 2 [by — to lie a 

the Table wie 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION AcT, 1889.—Copy presented, of Minute cmnioune 
the Subjects to be taught under Clause 8 of the Act, for the County of 
Devon (Eighth wore dated 27th Ane 1902 2 [by _— to lie upon 
the Table “4 ove 


Census, 1901,—Copy presented,-of Census; 1901 (Islands-in the, British Seas) 
( Isle of Man, Jersey, and anaes and ae ee [by' ee 5 
to lie upon the Table ... 


CiviL SERVICE (Surriemenran Y Esrimares, 1902- 2-3), Estimate aamenih 
of the further sums required to be voted for the service of the year ending 
3lst.March, 1903 8 [by ne to lie — the Table and to be er 
[No. 33.] 


British Soura Arrica (TAXATION oF Natives). — Address for “ Return 
showing the rates of Taxation now paid by the Natives in the several parts 
of British South Africa. ”.—(Mr. Herbert Samuel.) we ass aso 


Brewers’ LICENCES. 
‘Return ordered, “of accounts of the number of persons in each of the 
several coliections of the United Kingdom licensed as brewers for sale, 1.¢. 
common brewers, victuallers, retail ers of beer to be drunk on the 
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premises, retailers of beer not to be drunk on the premises, and brewers of 
beer not for sale, particularising each class in each collection ; and of the 
number of licences issued to victuallers and retailers of beer to be drunk on 
the premises and not to be drunk on the premises ; and stating also the 
quantities of malt,unmalted corn, rice, ete., sugar, including its equivalent 
of syrups, etc., hops and hop substitutes, used by brewers of beer for sale, 
and of malt and sugar used by brewers not for sale, from the Ist day of 
October, 1901, to the 30th day of September, 1902.” 


“Of the amount of Licence Duty paid and Beer Duty charged from 
the Ist day of October, 1901, to the 30th day of September, 1902, dis- 
tinguishing brewers for sale from other brewers.” 


“ Of the number of brewers for sale (i.) who use malt and hops, or hop 
substitutes only, and (ii.) who use malt with substitutes for same and hops 
or hop substitutes paying for licences, from the 1st day of October, 1901, 
to the 30th day of September, 1902, separating them into classes, according 
to the number of barrels of beer charged with duty calculated at 1-055 
degrees gravity, viz.: under 1,000 barrels; 1,000 and under 10,000; 
10,000 and under 20, ,000 ; 20,000 and under 30,060 ; 30,000 and under 
50,000 ; 50,000 and under 100, 000 ; 100,000 and under 150, 000 ; 150,000 
and ander 200,000 ; 200,000 and under 250,000 ; 250,000 and under 
300,000 ; 300,000 and under 350,000 ; 350,000 and under 400,000 ; 400,000 
and under 450,000; 450,000 and under 500,000; 500,000 and under 
600,000 ; 600,000 and under 700,000 ; 700,000 and under 800,000 ; 800,000 
and under 900,000 ; 900,000 and under 1,000,000; 1,000,000 and under 
1,500,000 ; 1,500,000 and under 2,000,000; 2,000,000 barrels and over; 
showing separately, in each class, the quantities of malt, unmalted corn, 
rice, ete., sugar, including its equivalent of syrups, etc., hops and hop 
substitutes used ; and —e also the number of bulk barrels of beer 
produced, and the amount of Licence Duty paid and Beer Duty charged in 
each class :” 

“ And, of the number of barrels of beer exported from the United 

sey yr and the declared value thereof, and where exported to, from the 
1st day of October, 1901, to the 30th day of September, 1902, distinguishing 
England, Scotland, and Treland (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 71, of Session 1902).”—(Mr. Hayes Fisher) ey ; ee 


PAUPERISM (ENGLAND AND WALES) (MONTHLY STATEMENTS).— Return ordered, 
“of Statements for each month of the year 1903 of the number of Paupers 
(except Lunatics in County and Borough Asylums, Registered Hospitals, 
and Sieneed Houses, and Vagrants), in receipt of rehef in England and 
Wales (in continuation of ereeeea maacnd — No. 121, of Session iain 
—-(Mr. Grant Lawson.)... , : 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Cotron CiLoTus Factories AcTS—HoME OFFICE PROSECUTIONS.—Question, 
Mr. Shackleton (Lancashire, Clitheroe) ; Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas 


LiceNcES REFUSED FOR REASONS OTHER THAN MISCONDUCT.—Question, Sir 
Thomas Dewar assis Hamlets, St. seiiteat 85 ; eis Mr. Akers 
Douglas ... ’ : is 


Newton Abspot Post OF¥FicE—INCREASED SALARY FOR STAFF.—Question, 
Mr. Seale-Hayne Pe Ashburton) ; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain pi i ees as ae eta phi 


TELEGRAPHIC ADDRESSES OF DUBLIN BOOKMAKERS.—Question, Mr. Sloan 
(Belfast, S.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain A ioe fa 
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Sourh Arrica—BrerR DuTy IN THE TRANSVAAL.—Question, Mr. Eugene 
Wason (Clackmannan and Kinross) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... 


SoutH AFRICA—LOss ON SALE OF BLOCKWOUSES. As aiate Mr. Weir “— 
and Cromarty); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... on bee 


MAILS TO JAPAN, AUSTRALIA, ETC.—RESPECTIVE TIMES TAKEN BY ALTERNATIVE 
RouTes.—-Question, Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid.); Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain eS ia mee met was sae 3 


HovusE oF COMMONS VENTILATION—-RECOMMENDATIONS OF SELECT COMMITTEE— 
Question, Mr. Wylie (Dumbartonshire) ; Answer, Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes ... 


WomEN TYPISTS IN THE CIVIL SERVICE—ALLEGED GRIEVANCES.—Question, 
Mr. Herbert Samuel soeataninin N.R., staat Answer, Mr. daa 
Fisher 


INncomME TAX—DATES FOR PAYMENT IN ENGLAND AND SCOTLAND.—Question, 
Mr. Wylie; Answer, Mr. Hayes Fisher ve rep oad es 


NAavY—INCREASED PENSIONS TO PETTY OFFICERS. a Mr. senate 
Lucas (Portsmouth) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster ... ‘ ‘ oe 


LEICESTERSHIRE CouNTY CouNCIL’s EpucAaTION SCHEME—BOARD OF 
EDUCATION’S OBJECTION.—Question, Mr. Levy (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough) ; Answer, Sir William Anson ba a e sh 


IRELAND—SUGGESTED STATE LUNATIC ASYLUM FOR ALCOHOLIC LUNATICS.— 
Question, Mr. James O’Connor (Wicklow, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham... 


IRELAND—-FAIR RENTS IN THE TRIM Districts—CasE OF JOHN FLYNN, ETC.— 
Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ue 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
THE WAR CoMMISSION.—Questions, Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.) 


and Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.) ; Answers, The ripen of State for 
War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) se 


SURRENDERS IN SouTH AFRICA.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick on ai ans san 


Parcels Post FOR AGRICULTURAL Propucr.— Question, Mr. MacVeagh 
(Down, S.) ; Answer, The Postmaster General (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire, E.) e ms cas Bez hee ae nee eh 


APPOINTMENTS TO POSTMASTERSHIPS— U NSUCCESSFUL CANDIDATES.— Question, 
Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


CATTLE IN THE UNITED KinGpoM.—Question, Mr. George Whiteley (York- 
shire, W.R., Pudsey) ; Answer, The President of the Board of ne 
(Mr. "Hanbury, Preston) 


ALIENS IN LONDON—POLICE ARRESTS. dias, Sir Howard Vincent 
(Sheffield, Central) ; Answer, The Under wane hail of State for the Home 
Department (Mr. Cochrane, Ayrshire, N.) ... 


Women ON Epvucation ComMITTEES.—Question, Mr. Henry Hobhouse 
(Somersetshire, E.); Answer, The Secretary to the Board of Education 
(Sir William Anson, Oxford University) : ; ve 
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RatLway RaTEs iN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh ; aot 8 The Chief 
Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) - me “4 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION IN  IRELAND—GRANT-IN-AID.—Question, Mr. 
MacVeagh ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... é ee ats es es 


LAND PURCHASE IN County SLIGo—LAND Commission ADVANCES. 5 
Mr. O’Dowd (Sligo, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham - a 


IMPRISONMENT FOR CONTEMPT OF CouRT—M‘ELLIGOTT’s CASE.—Questions, 
Mr. J. F. X O’Brien (Cork), Mr. MaeVeagh, Captain Donelan (Cork, E), 
and Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham ... : 


MARINE Works IN IRELAND.—Questions, Mr. Boland (Kerry, S. ) and Mr. Hugh 
Law (Donegal, N.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham os : pb nad 


UniteD Irish LEAGUE—INNISCARRA ER ac ge Mr. Sheehan (Cork 
Co., Mid) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... a fe ne sine aad 


BetTiNG OFFICES IN IRELAND.—Questions, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, S.), and Mr. 
Delany (Queen’s County, Ossory) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham at 


RoyaAL Irish CONSTABULARY—PAY AND PENSION. —Question, Mr. Sloan ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham bos if, dee oa Ar malaga rt 


ALLEGED ForGeD WiLL—Case or THomas O’KEEFE.—Question, Mr. William 
Abraham (Cork Co., N.E.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham n _ ae 


Irish LocaL TAXATION FUND—-EXPENSES OF MIDWIVES.—Questions, Mr. 
Hayden (Roscommon, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... : oti bis 


AFFORESTRY IN [RELAND.—Questions, Mr. MacVeagh, Mr. Boland, and —— 
Donelan ; Answers, Mr. Hanbury ens : ed 


THE COLONIAL SECRETARY.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, The Prime 
Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


REFORM OF PARLIAMENTARY PROCEDURE.—Questions, Mr. Henry Hobhouse 
and Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ‘te 


NEW BILLS. 


Incest Bill—“To provide for the punishment of Incest, ff ty aac by Colonel 
Lockwood ; supported by Sir John Kennaway and Henry J. Wilson ; 
to be read a second time upon Friday next, and to be printed. [Bill 51}... 


Liquor Traffic Local Veto ted ales) Bill.—‘ To enable owners and occupiers in 
Wales and Monmouthshire to have effectual control over the Liquor 
Traffic,” Sige eae by Mr. Herbert Roberts; supported by Sir Alfred 
Thomas, Mr. Lloyd-Geor e, Mr. William Abraham (Rhondda), Mr. Samuel 
Evans, and Mr. William Jones ; to be read a second time seis F riday, | Ist 
May, and to be printed. [Bill 52. ] . ‘ 


Prevention of Pollution of Rivers and Streams Bill.— ‘To make further 
and amended provisions to prevent the Pollution of Rivers and Streams,” 
presented by Sir Francis Sharp Powell ; supported by Mr. Wilson-Todc, 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse, Sir John Dorington, Dr. Farquharson, Mr. Brigg, 
Sir John Brunner, and Sir Walter Foster; to be read a second time upon 
Tuesday,.17th March, and to be printed, [Bill 53} .. 
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Public Health Bill—‘“To amend the Law relating to the qualification and 
tenure of office of Medical Officers of Health and Inspectors, and to make 
further provisions relating to superannuation allowances for such Officers 
and Inspectors; and for other purposes,” presented by Sir Francis Sharp 
Powell; supported by Sir Walter Foster, Mr. Talbot, Dr. Farquharson, 

Mr. Henry Hobhouse, Mr. Cripps, Mr. Heywood Johnstone, Sir Michael 

Foster, and Sir John Batty Tuke ; to be read a second time upon sina 

17th March, and to be printed. (Bill 54] - an id 
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Trade Unions and Trade Disputes Bill.—“ To legalise the peaceful conduct 
of Trade disputes, and to alter the Law affecting ‘the liability Of trade union 
funds,” presented by Sir Charles Dilke ; supported by Mr. Bell and Mr. 
M‘Kenna ; to be read a second time upon Friday next, and to be printed. 


[Bill 55} ... 








Local Government (Ireland) Bill.—‘“To amend the Local Government 
(Ireland) Acts,” presented by Mr. Duffy; supported by Mr, Reddy, Mr. 
Conor O’Kelly, and Mr. Roche; to be read a second time upon itd 

20th March, and to be printed. [Bill 56] ; os bag 
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“To provide Pensions for the aged deserving 
to be read a second time Friday, 


Aged Pensioners (No. 2) Bill. — 
pee, ’ presented by Mr. Samuel Roberts ; 
22nd May, and to be printed. [Bill 57] 
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Bank Holidays (Ireland) Bill—‘To make provision for a Bank Holiday in 
Ireland on the Seventeenth day of every March,” presented by Mr. O’Mara, 
Mr. John Redmond, Mr. William O’Brien, Mr. Dillon, Mr. W. Russell, and 
Mr. Hemphill ; to be read a second time To-morrow, and to be printed. 
[Bill 58}... ix ie bei f 












Kine’s SPEECH (MOTION FoR AN ADDRESS)—ARMY ORGANISATION.—Order 
read, for resuming adjourned debate on Amendment [23rd February ms 
Main Question [17th February], “That an humble Address be present 
His Majesty, as followeth :— 

“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 

“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament 
assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the 
Gracious Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of 

Parliament.” —-(Mr. Gretton.) 














Which Amendment was— 
. “ At the end of the Question, to add the words, ‘ but we humbly 
regret that the organisation of the land forces is unsuited to the needs 
of the Empire, and that no proportionate gain in strength and efficiency 
has resulted from the recent increases in military expenditure.’”— 
(Mr. Beckett.) 








Question again proposed, “‘ That those words be there added.” 





Mr. Winston Churchill (Oldham) .. 
Major Rosch (Essex, Chelmsford) . 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghe) . ons 

The Financial Seeretary to the War sft one Stanley, Lancashire, 
Westhoughton) 
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Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) ose sb ibd ei Pn 
Sit John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) tes oat a 
Sir J. Dickson Poynder (Wiltshire, Chippenham)... re ods . 740 


And, it being haif-past Seven of the Clock, the debate stood ad- 
journed till the Evening Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 


Kine’s SpescH (MoTIoN For AN ADDRESS)—ARMY ORGANISATION.—Order 

- read, for resuming Adjourned Debate on Amendment [23rd February] to 
Main Question 17th February], “That an humble Address be presented to 
His Majesty, as followeth :— 


“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament 
assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the 
Gracious Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of 
Parliament.”—(Mr. Gretton.) 


Which Amendment was— 

“ At the end of the Question, to add the words, ‘ But we humbly 
regret that the organisation of the land forces is unsuited to the needs 
of the Empire, and that no proportionate gain in strength and 
efficiency has resulted from the recent increases in military expenditure.’” 
(Mr. Beckett.) 


Question again proposed, “That those words be there added.” 


Sir J. Dickson Poynder ... 

Mr. Griffith Boscawen (Kent, T' unbridg ge) .. 

Captain Sinclair (Forfarshire) ... 

Lord Alwyne Compton (Bedfordshire, Bi agleswade) 

Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, E.) 

The Prime Minister and First Lord ee the ¢ Treanury (Mr. A.J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) nas 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 145; Noes, 261. (Division List No. 7.) 


Main Question again proposed. 


Debate arising ; and, it being after Midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed To-morrow. 


Adjourned at five Minutes after Twelve o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 25th FEBRUARY, 1903. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


Tue CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND MEANS.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means... 793 
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UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS 


Dover Corporation Bill.—“ To authorise the Corporation of Dover to borrow 
money for the purchase of the undertaking of the Dover Electricity Supply 
Company, Limited; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; to be read 
asecond time ... ie) ee we ie nds wits ace vam 


ingston-upon-Hull Corporation Bill—‘To empower the Corporation of 
ingston-upon-Hull to make certain street works and bridges ; to construct 
additional tramways ; and to confer further powers on them in regard to 
streets, buildings, and sewers, and the health, local government, and 
improvement of the city ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; to be 
read a second time vi “xe ee ae ee ws AY 


Stoke Newington Borough Council Bill.—‘“To authorise agreements 
between the Corporation of the Metropolitan Boroughs of Stoke Newing- 
ton, Hackney, and Islington with respect to the supply of electricity in 
bulk, and to confer powers upon the Corporation of Stoke Newington with 
respect to the purchase of lands ; and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; to be read a second time sid hen i a sh abe 


PETITIONS. 


DETENTION OF Poor PERSONS (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petitions in favour: from 
Leith ; Inverchaolain ; and Fearn ; to lie upon the Table ie aise 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY.—Petition from Hackney, for 
legislation ; to lie upon the ‘lable as a des hes ce 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


IneBRIATES AcTs (INSPECTOR’s Report).—Copy presented, of Supplement to 
the Report of the Inspector, under the Inebriates Acts, for the year 1901, 
being a collection of British, Colonial, and Foreign Statutes relating to the 
penal and reformatory treatment of Habitual Inebriates [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table : nie? ale “ os ee ie 


PARLIAMENTARY CONSTITUENCIES (ELECTORS, ETC.) (UNITED KINGDOM).— 
Return presented, relative thereto [Address 18th February ; Sir Charles 
Dilke| ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 34] pen 


Pottinc Districts (County oF SouTHAMPTON).—Copy presented, of Order 
made by the County Council of Southampton altering certain Polling 
Districts in the Basingstoke Parliamentary Division {by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table Ae bis roa ive rats oe a hes 

PoLLING Districrs (County or LANCASTER).—Copy presented, of Order, 
dated 6th November, 1902, made by the County Council of the County 
Palatine of Lancaster altering certain Polling Districts in the Accrington 
Parliamentary Division [by Act]; to lie upon the Table ca iad 


PotLinc Districts (County oF LaNCASTER).—Copy presented, of Order, 
dated 5th February, 1903, made by the County Council of the County 
Palatine of Lancaster, altering certain Polling Districts in the Accrington 
Parliamentary Division [by Act]; to lie upon the Table é ww 


PoLtinc Districts (County oF MIpDLESEX).—Copy presented, of Order 
made by the County Council of the County of Middlesex altering certain 
Polling Districts in the county [by Act]; to lie upon the Table ses 
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New SoutH WALEs (WoMEN’s FRANCHISE Act, 1902).—Copy presented, of 
The Women’s Franchise Act, 1902 te die South Waley {by Ai to lie 
— the Table .. 3 : 


New Sourn WALES (PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS (AMENDMENT) ACT, 1902). 
—Copy presented, of the Parliamentary Elections (Amendment) Act, 1902 
(New South Wales) [by eee to lie ee! the —_ and to be armel 
|No. 35] 


Ducuy or CoRNWALL.—Account presented, of the Receipts and Disbursements 
of the Duchy of Cornwall for the year ended 31st December, 1902 [by 
Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [Bill 36] .. 


TREATY SERIES (No. 3, 1903).—Copy presented, of Accession of the Empire of 
Korea to the Convention, signed at Geneva on the 22nd August, 1864, for 
the Amelioration of the Condition of the Wounded in Armies in the Field, 
Sth January, 1903 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... 


Papers laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House :— 


BANK OF ENGLAND.—Accounts of Exchequer Bills and other Government 
Securities purchased, and of the Amount of Balances of Sums issued for the 
payment of Dividends, etc., for the year ending 5th January, 1903 [by 
Act] to be printed. [No. 37. ] 


LAND TRANSFER Rvuwes.—Copy of Rules made in pursuance of the Land 
Transfer Act, 1875, dated 10th February, 1903 [by Act. ] 


Post OrFicE (Contract for Accelerated Mail Service to and from Ireland, via 
Carlisle, Stranraer, and Larne).—Copy ordered, “of Contract, dated 8th 
day of November, 1902, with the Glasgow and South Western Railway 
Company, the Portpatrick and Wigtownshire Joint Committee, and_ the 
Belfast and Northern Counties Railway Company, for an Accelerated Mail 
Service to and from Ireland via Carlisle, Stranraer, and Larne.”—(Mr. 
Hayes Fisher) ae ; oa i re 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


IrisH Licuts Boarp. ee Mr. ee ne _ 8.) ; Sorin: 
Mr. Atkinson Re : 


IRELAND—PAYMENT OF LocaL GOVERNMENT AUDITORS.—Question, Mr. 
Hayden (Roscommon, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham... ; tag aa 


Pay oF British Troops in INpIA—Views OF INDIAN CoUNCIL.—Question, 
Sir Chas. Dilke pe Forest of met vane Lord — 
Hamilton ; 


PoLick SUPERANNUATION IN SCOTLAND.—Question, Mr. he a eeseicier? 
shire); Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray “ 


VACCINATION IN SCOTLAND—ENGLISH AND ScoftcH REGULATIONS.—Question, 
Sir John Leng (Dundee) ; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray is 


Surer Scas—Computsory Dzrpprnc.—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. 
Patrick) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury Se of wa bs tes 


PorTSMOUTH DockyaRD—SToraGE or Steam CoaL UNDER WATER.— 
Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil); Answer, Mr. Arnold- 
Forster... ¥¥ KY ze es fae aa veh us ee 
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COMPENSATION FOR TELEGRAPH ErRorSs—CasE or D. O’SULLIVAN.—Question, 
Mr. Thomas O’Donnell (Kerry, W.); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... 


R.A.M.C. Minitta. Hi somcge' — Jessel ~ ee S. )i Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick ts a 


PoLLUTION OF FISH BY SEWAGE.—Question, Sir a Dimsdale er: 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long id iz * 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


SouTrH AFRICAN REBELS.—Question, Col. Nolan (Galway, Pe ; Answer, The 
Prime Minister and First ‘Lord of the ee one Jd. nheaaanini Man- 
chester, E.) ; . i aps ixe ‘on 


PuBLICANS’ LICENCES.——Question, Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee), Mr. James 
Lowther (Kent, Thanet), Col. Nolan; Answer, The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) ae vee iat ves wad 


SwINE FEVER MOVEMENT ORDERS.—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


PostMEN’s PROMOTION IN THE MANCHESTER Post’ OFFICE.—-Question, Mr. 
Schwann (Manchester, H.) ; raped The Postmaster General OF: Austen 
Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) : : i 


TELEPHONES IN IrtsH Post OrFIces.—-Question, Mr. McGovern (Cavan, W.) ; 


Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


STANDING OrpDERS.—Ordered, That the Select Committee on Standing Orders 
do consist of Thirteen Members :—Sir John Brunner, Sir William Cod- 
dington, Mr. John Edward Ellis, Sir Thomas Esmonde, Dr. Farquharson, 
Mr. Halsey, Mr. Humphreys-Owen, Mr. James Lowther, Sir James Rankin, 
Mr. William Redmond, Sir Mark M‘Taggart Stewart, Mr. Whitmore, and 
Mr. Wodehouse were accordingly nominated Members of the Committee.— 
(Mr. Halsey.) sas : 


SELECTION.—Ordered, that the Committee of Selection do consist of Eleven 
Members :—Mr. Blake, Mr. Sydney Buxton, Sir John Dorington, Sir 
William Hart Dyke, Dr. Farquharson, Mr. Fenwick, Mr. M‘Kenna, Sir 
Mark M‘Taggart Stuart, Mr, Wharton, Mr. Wodehouse, and the Chairman 
of the Select Committee on Standing Orders were accordingly nominated 
Members of the Committee.—(Mr. Halsey.) ... ts a3 aes 


NEW BILIS. 


Plumbers’ Registration Bill.— “To provide for the Registration of Plumbers,” 
presented by Sir Frederick Dixon-Hartland ; supported by Sir James 
Rankin, Sir John Rolleston, Colonel Nolan, Dr. Farquharson, and. Mr. 
Nannetti ; to be read a second time hile Friday, 6 6th March, and to be 
printed. [Bill 59] . 


Prevention of Disease (Fruit Trees) Bill —‘ To provide for the eradication 
of disease and of injurious insects amongst fruit trees in nursery gardens,” 
presented by Sir James Rankin; supported by Mr. Henry Hobhouse, 
Uolonel Kenyon-Slaney, Mr. Arkwright, and Captain Percy Clive; to be 
read a scooeel time upon Friday, 15th May, and to be printed, [Bill 60} 
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Tramways (Hours of Labour) Bill—“To restrict the hours of lakour of 
tramway workers in the United Kingdom,” presented by Mr. Nannetti; 
supported by Mr. Harrington, Mr. Field, Mr. Joyce, Mr. Bell, Mr. Crean, 
Mr. Sloan, Mr. Keir Hardie, Mr. Mooney, Mr. Sheehan, and Mr. John 
[Bil 64 ¢ be read a second time —— wns 22nd — and to be ane 

ill 61 ‘ 


School Board (Electorate) Scotland Bill.—“ To admit to the School Board 
Electorate of Scotland persons entitled to vote for the County Council 
Election,” presented by Mr. Weir ; supported by Mr. Leveson-Gower, Mr. ' 
Nicol, Mr. Catheart Wason, Mr. John Dewar, Mr. Bignold, Mr. Harms- 
worth, and Mr. Caldwell ; to be read a second time _ ee next, 
and to be printed. [Bill 62] .. - 


K1Ne’s SPEECH (MOTION FoR AN ADDRESS).—Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Question [17th February], 


“That an humble Address be presented to his Majesty, as followeth :— 


“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament assembled, 
beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the Gracious 
Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of Parliament.” 
—(Mr. Gretton.) 


Main Question again proposed. 
THe Irish LAND CONFERENCE. 


Mr. John Redmond (Wateryord) ... 
Mr. Condon (Tipperary, E.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“At the end of the Question, to add the words: ‘And we humbly 
represent to your Majesty that it is in the highest interest of the State 
that advantage should be taken of the unexampled opportunity created 
by the Land Conference agreement for putting an end to agrarian 
troubles and conflicts between classes in Ireland by giving the fullest 
and most generous effect to the Land Conference Report in the Irish 
land-purchase proposals announced in the Speech from the Throne.” 
(Mr. John Redmond.) 


The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, eu. 
Mr. John Morley (Montrose Burgh) oe 
Col. Saunderson (Armagh, N.) 

Mr. Haldane (Haddingtonshire) 

Mr. William O’ Brien (Cork) -_ 

Mr. John Gordon (Londonderry, 8S.) 

Sir Edward Grey (Northumberland, Berwick) 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) 

Mr. John Burns (Battersea) , 

Mr. Harrington (Dublin, Harbour) 

Mr. Sharpe (Kensington, N.) ss 

Mr. Hugh Law (Donegal, W.) 


__ Amendment by leave withdrawn. 


* Main Question again proposed, 
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Tue ExcLusion OF CANADIAN CATTLE. 


Mr. Price (Norfolk, E.) ... 
Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, W. ) 


Amendment proposed— ‘ 
‘At the end cf the Question to add the words ‘And we humbly 
represent to your Majesty that the absence of cattle disease in the 
Dominion of Canada and the requirements of cattle feeders in this 
country justify the repeal of the law which excludes Canadian store 
cattie from our markets.’ ”—(Mr. Price.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 


Mr. Spear (Devonshire, Tavistock) 
Mr. Catheart Wason (Orkney and Shetland) 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Debate stood adjourned 
till this Evening’s Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 


Kine’s SPEECH (MOTION FOR AN ADDRESS).—THE EXCLUSION OF CANADIAN 
CaTTLE.—Order read, for resuming adjourned Debate on Amendment 
[25th February] to Main Question [17th February], “That an humble 
Address be presented to his Majesty, as followeth :— 


“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament 
assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to your Majesty for the 
Gracious Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of 
Parliament.” —(Mr. Gretton.) 


Which Amendment was :— 


“ At the end of the question to add the words, ‘And we humbly 
represent to Your Majesty that the absence of cattle disease in the 
Dominion of Canada and the requirements of cattle feeders in this 
country justify the repeal of the law which excludes Canadian store 
cattle from our markets.’ ”—(Mr. Price.) 


Question again proposed, “That those words be there added.” 


Mr. Cathcart Wason je 

Mr. Llewellyn (Somersetshire, N. “ae 

Mr, Eugene Wason (Clackmannan and Kinross) .. 

Mr. Gardner (Berkshire, We Sabachat 

Mr. O’ Dowd (Sligo, 8.) . 

Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) .. 

Mr. Tennant ( Berwickshtre) . 

The President of the Board of Agr iculture ( Mr. Hanbury, Preston 
Mr. George Whiteley (Yorkshire, WR., P ee : 
Sir Edward Strachey (Somersetshire, S. ‘e 

Mr. Broadhurst (Leicestér) s ‘ 

Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire) 

Mr, Murnaghan (Tyrone, Mid.) 
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Mr. Weir (Ross, Cromarty) 
Mr, Levy (Leicestershire, Loughborou gi) 


Mr. Cawley (Lancashire, Prestwich) 
Mr. Sheehan (Cork Co., Mid.) 


Question put. - 

The House divided :—Ayes, 38 ; Noes, 190. (Division List No. 8.) 
Main Question again proposed. 

Debate arising, 


Sir we ViNcENT (Sheffield, Central) moved the adjournment of the 
ebate 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That the Debate be now adjourned.” 
—(Sir Howard Vincent). 


Put, and agreed to. 
Debate to be resumed To-morrow. 


Coa. Exports, Etc.—Return ordered, “ giving, for the year 1902, the export 
of coal from each port in the United Kingdom to each countey abroad, 
together with summary statements showing the export of coal in every 
period of three months from the principal districts of the United Kingdom 
to the principal groups cf foreign countries ; and also showing the quantity 
of coal shipped at each port in the United Kingdom for ships’ use on foreign 
voyages during the like periods (in continuation of senaneniid i 
No. 138, of Session 1902).”—(Mr. David Thomas) 


Adjourned at ten minutes before Twelve o’clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 26TH FEBRUARY, 1903. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Hastings Harbour District ae. [er L. |.—Presented ; read 1*, and 
referred to the Examiners : eM. om 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


INEBRIATES Acts. —Supplement to the report of the inspector under the 
Inebriates Acts for the year 1901, being a collection of British, Colonial, 
and Foreign Statutes relating to the penal and reformatory treatment of 
habitual inebriates beg ‘i os on we i ied 


TREATY SERIES, No. 3 (1903). —Accession of the Empire of Kona to the Con- 
vention signed at Geneva, 22nd August, 1864, for the amelioration of the 
condition of the wounded in armies in the field. ods én pe 


SouTH Arrica.—Further correspondence relating to affairs in South Africa (in 
continuation of [Cd. 1163.], July 1902). 
Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table . 


LAND TRANSFER meine RULES AND imation —Rules, dated 10th 
February, 1903 .. oe es ves ™ ‘ ape ride abs 
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Bank OF ENGLAND.—Annual accounts of Exchequer Bills and other Govern- 
ment Securities purchased for the year ended 5th January, 1903 


Ducuy or CoRNWALL.—Account of the receipts and disbursements of the dasa 
of Cornwall in the year ended 31st December 1902 . =e aot re 


Pottinc Districts.—Orders made by the County Council of—The county of 
Middlesex ; the county of Lancaster (two orders) ; the county of 
Southampton ; altering certain polling districts in the said counties ast 


New SouTH WALES.—Parliamentary Elections (Amendment) Act, 1902 ; 
Women’s Franchise Act, 1902. [No. 54.] 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act) and ordered to lie on the Table... 
Licht Loap Line.—The Lord Shand added to the Select Committee - ... 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Five o'clock, till 
To-morrow, half-past Ten o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS : THURSDAY, 26TH FEBRUARY, 1903. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND MEANS.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means 


PETITIONS. 
DeTENTION OF Poor Persons (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petitions in favour : From 


Kirkintilloch ; Kirkeolm ; Northmadine ; Botriphine : Leswalt ; Rothes ; 
and, Greenock ; to lie upon the Table ae ere at se 


SALE AND Use or Tospacco AMONG JUVENILES.—Petition from Chorley, for 
legislation ; to lie upon the Table . a am ‘ae son 


British MuskuM.—Petition of the Trustees of the British Museum [King’s 
Recommendation signified], for grant in aid ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. , 


INEBRIATES Acts 1879 To 1899 (RULES FoR RerreaTs) (IRELAND).—Return 
[presented 17th February] to be printed. [No. 38.] ae pe noe 


ARTHUR ALFRED LyNcH.—Return presented, relative thereto [Address 23rd 
February ; Sir Alexander Acland- sitaints to lie ak the mA and to be 
printed. [No. 39.]_ ... 


Brewers’ Licences.—Return _ presented, relative. . thereto . [ordered 24th 
Neraoy | ‘Mr. Hayes ieee to lie cians the Table, and to be } Sane 
No. 40.] 


Sourn Arrica.—Copy presented, of Further Correspondence pisertien to Affairs 
in South Africa {by Act] ; to lie upon the Table as oe 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Cuinetse War INDEMNITY—INTERNATIONAL CURRENCY CONFERENCE.— 
Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; Answer, Mr. A. J, Balfour 
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But AFFECTING LOCAL ADMINISTRATION—SANCTION BY HousE oF CoMMONS,— 
Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


CANCER IN INDIA—STATISTICS.—Question, Mr. Weir wage and Creety) 
Answer, Lord George Hamilton =, Li 


KHAIRPUR CURRENCY.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Lord George Hamilton 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT RarmLways—AUTOMATIC BRAKES AND PASSENGERS’ 
INTER-COMMUNICATiON.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Lord George 
Hamilton : ee os on aS eh rs: By 


GERMAN LOCOMOTIVES FOR East INDIAN RAILWAYS.— Question, Colonel Denny 
(Kilmarnock Burghs) ; Answer, Lord George Hamilton as 


GOVERNMENT OF INDIA—SEPARATION OF JUDICIAL AND EXECUTIVE DuTIES.— 
Question, Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne); Answer, Lord George 
Hamilton Se has bisa ook wt bus if 


INDIA, VALUE OF AGRICULTURAL PRopUCTIONS.—Question, Mr. Caine ; Answer, 
Lord George Hamilton cn aa sic _ eae pee 


AGRICULTURAL POPULATION OF INDIA—ReEpoRT BY LORD DUFFERIN. Riau 
Mr. Caine; Answer, Lord George Hamilton ‘ tes aad ee 


Post Orrice TELEPHONFS—DELAY AT PADDINGTON.—Question, Mr. Lloyd- 
Morgan (Carmarthenshire, W.); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


DELAY OF TELEGRAMS BETWEEN WOLVERHAMPTON AND BELFAST. ee 
Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. : be 


BALLYSHANNON PosTAL SERVICE.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ae S. 3 ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain on oad 


SoutH AFRICAN WAR—GOVERNMENT AID TO LOYAL REFUGEES IN ENGLAND.— 
Question, Mr. Butcher (York) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


ForEIGN SEAMEN DISCHARGED IN ENGLAND—AMENDMENT OF THE MERCHANT 
Suippine Act.— — Col. Sadler (Middlesborough) ; Answer, Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.. 7. ee 2h ba rs, as We as 


TRADE AND NAVIGATION ReETURNS—DELAY IN REPRINTING.——Question, Mr. 
D. A. Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour Ae 


TREATY BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND CuUBA.—EFFECT ON BRITISH TRADE 
IN THE West INDIES.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles seer Regis) ; 
Answer, Lord Cranborne 


Bripery AT SHREWSBURY. — Report oF COMMISSIONERS. — Question, Mr. 
Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) ; Answer, Sir Robert Finlay 


Funps oF TRADES UNIONS. —EXEMPTION FROM INCOME TAX.—Question, 
Mr. Martin (Worcestershire, Droitwich) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie “a 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION AT TYRONE.—-USE oF DisuSED GAOL. AT OMAGH.— 
Question, Mr. Murraghan (Tyrone, Mid) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


IRELAND. —:RuRAL LIBRARIES ACT. en Mr. Boland Mego es ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham via ‘ bee : 
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QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
Tae WAR COMMISSION.-—Questions, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.) ; Answers, 
The Prime Minister and First Lord of the 7 ane A. J. on 
Manchester, E.) “A ; 


SURRENDERS BY BriTIsH TroopSs.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 








Army Corps.—Questions, Col. weer 4 (Taunton) and Mr. Winston Churchill 
(Oldham) ; Answers, Mr. Brodric "ee pe ja ie ede 






MiuitiA UNIFORM AND EQUIPMENT. aes Mr. Nie: Lasemat serine 2 
N.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick ow 





South AFRICA—TAXATION OF NATIVES.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean); Answer, The Postmaster General = 
Austen Chamberlain (Worcestershire, E.) , ; 






CONVEYANCE OF MINISTERS IN WARSHIPS.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 





NavaL OFFICERS AND SuHip SERVICES.—Questions, Mr. Edmund Robertson 
(Dundee) ; Answers, Mr. Arnold-Forster ay es th ane 





Forcep LABour IN INDIA.—Questions, Mr. Schwann (Manchester, N.); Answers, 
The Secretary of State for India (Lord George Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) 





CONSULAR JURISDICTION IN SHANGHAI.—Question, Mr. Joseph Walton (York- 
shire, W.R., Barnsley) ; Answer, The Under- ee of State for oe 
Affairs (Lord Cranborne, Rochester) . 






PROVISION FOR THE UNEMPLOYED IN HOLLAND.—Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason 
(Orkney and Shetland) ; Answer, Lord Cranborne . si ree re 





ALIENS IN BRITISH PRISONS.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, 
Central) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home ninsmoeap sani 
Akers Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) ‘ 






Stray Docs in THE METROPOLIS.—Question, Mr. Weir ree and Coen 
Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas ... ie : 





AuieNS IN Home Countries WoRKHOUSES AND ASYLUMS.—-Question, Sir 
Howard Vincent ; Answer, The President of the Local Government Board 
(Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, S.)... ‘ ase one $e os 






LANCASHIRE MaAGisTRACY.—Question, Mr. Cawley (Lancashire, Prestwich) ; 
Answer, The Chancellor to the Sega dh of Lancaster apie: William Walrond, 


Devonshire, Tiverton) .. 


TERRINGTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL.—Question, Mr. George White (achat 
N.W.); Answer, The Secretary to the Board of Education aed William 


Anson, Oxford University) 


IsLAND OF LeEwis—Cromore-GRAVIS RoAD.- aie Mr. Weir ‘Ain 
The Solicitor General for Scotland (Mr. Scott Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton) 


Port Ness HarBour.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson 


HicHLAND ScHoot Boarps—-ForRM OF MEDICAL CERTIFICATES,—Question, 
Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson sue oda we he 
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Roxsoro’ Roap Scuoor, LimericK.—Question, Mr. Joyee (Limerick) ; Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) bY 


Irish Lunatic ASYLUM EXPENDITURE.—Question, Mr. Cie (Dublin Co., 
N.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham .. ; Ra ; ; = ‘ 


BELFAST AND LIMERICK TRAINING COLLEGES.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 
S.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... : es bad dia yas 


IrisH PoLice aT THURLES.—Question, Mr. Kendal O’Brien (Tipperary, mes , 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham foe ae 


RoscrEA. DistURBANCES. — Question, Mr. Kendal ee Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham nw - ~ ids oud oa 


IRISH INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS. mgnnans Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham a , me des “‘é ses g 


IMPRISONMENT FOR CONTEMPT OF CouRT IN IRELAND.—Questions, Mr. J. F. X. 
O’Brien (Cork), Capt. Donelan S cur ng Co., ly. and Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answers, Mr. Wyndham sa ‘ oat as beg is 


Ir1IsH PosTAL SERVICE — ALLOWANCES TO INSPECTING TELEGRAPHISTS.— 
Question, Mr. James O’Connor tinsel W ds Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain : fa su: ne tom 


Irish LiGHTs.—Question, Mr. Mooney (Dublin Co., 8.) ; Answer, The President 
of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


Lonpon EpucaTion BIL. — Question, Dr. Macnamara pelt N.); 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour sb : . re ~ 


LONDON AND GLOBE FINANCE CORPORATION. eee, Mr. Swift MacNeill : 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ee Pa Bis j 


MINISTERS AS COMPANY DiRECTORS.-—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill : Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 1m fee be, ye re adi 


NATIONAL EXPENDITURE COMMITTEE. — Question, Mr. Winston Churchill ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ie as ax 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. —Quostion, Mr. iene ie 8.) Answer, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour ae ‘ 


NEW BILLS. 


Merchandise Marks Bills.—“To amend the Sixteenth Section of the 
Merchandise Marks Act, 1887, and to restrain the False Marking of 
Foreign Goods as British made,” presented by Sir Howard Vincent ; 
supported by Major Rasch, Colonel Brookfield, Sir Herry Seton-Karr, and 
Mr. Field; to be read a second time to-morrow, and to be printed. 


, [Bill 63]... 


Public Trustee Bill.—‘“For the appointment of a Public Trustee and 
Executor,” presented by Sir Howard Vincent ; supported by Mr. H. D. 
Greene, Mr. Howard, and Colonel Tufnell ; to be read a second time to- 
morrow, and to be printed. | Bill 64] 
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9 Kine’s SPEECH (MOTION ‘FoR ADDRESS) —IMMIGRATION OF DESTITUTE ALIENS. ’ 
31 —Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate on Question [17th February], 
“ That an humble Address be presented to His Majesty, as followeth : 
932 —  & Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty's most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons 

of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament 
933 assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the 
Gracious Speech which your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of 
on Parliament.” —(Mr. Gretton.) 

Question again proposed. 
934 Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) 
‘ Mr. Forde Ridley (Bethnal Green, S. W.)... 


Amendment proposed, at the end of the Question, to add the words— 


“And we humbly represent to your Majesty that the great 
increase of late in the immigration of destitute aliens into the East End 
of London, coupled with the considerable numbers of such aliens who 
become a charge on the Criminal Law of this country, constitute a 
grave national danger, seriously affecting tue employment, the welfare, 
and the housing of the working classes, and calls, therefore, for the 
immediate fulfilment of the repeated promises of legislation upon the 
935 subject on behalf of His Majesty’s Government, and notably of that of 

: 10th February, 1897, declaring that not only individual members, but 
the Government as a whole, were pledged to some legislation on the 
subject.”—(Sir Howard Vincent.) 


934 


936 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 

936 The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald malfom Leeds nee 956 
Mr. Boyce (Aberdeen, 8.) . 956 
Mr. Stuart Samuel (T'ower Hamlets, Whitechape ) joe ms oo» SB 
036 Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) <i a .- 963 
. Mr. Norman (Wolverhampton, S.) ie sd ss a3 —— 
Mr. Stock (Liverpool, Walton) wF oie ae "pie ... 965 
Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) one “ss iz --- 965 
37 Sir J. Blundell Maple (Camberwell, erenen _ a ws ... 969 
Sir George Bartley (Islington, N.)... ' say ie ‘s .. 970 
Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) - he ‘ve ~~ wex Ba 
37 Sir Joseph Leese (Lancashire, Accrington)... 975 


The Secretary to the Board a Trade cael ‘Bonar L aw, Glasgen, Bluck- 
friars) .. 975 


i Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question again proposed. 


MILITARY EXPENDITURE OF THE INDIAN EMPIRE. 


Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) ... 
Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.) 


Amendment proposed, at the end of the Question, to add the words— 


38 
“ And, having regard to the great poverty of the Indian people, 
and to the fact that 30,000 troops of the Indian Army have been used 
in other parts of the world in which India has no direct or substantial 
interest, we humbly express our regret that your Majesty’s Speech 
38 contains no recommendation for the reduction of the military 


expenditure of the Indian Empire.”—(Mr. Caine.) 
k2 
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Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there added.” 
Major Evans Gordon (Tower Hamlets, Stepney) . 


The Secretary of State ” India + (Lond George Hamilton, Middlesex, 
Ealing) és 


Question put, and negatived. 
Main Question again proposed. 
RAILWAY RATES IN IRELAND. 


Mr. O'Mara (Kilkenny, S.) 
Mr. MacVeagh (Down, 8.) 


Amendment proposed, at the end of the Question, to add the words— 


“And we humbly represent to Your Majesty that the railway 
charges for agricultural and other produce in Ireland are excessive, and 
that the general management of fri ish railways is such as to require 
immediate inquiry and ‘reform. ”__(Mr. O’Mara.) 


Question proposed, “That those words be there added.” 


The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wi in en.» 
Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) 

Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) 

Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Resolved, “ That an humble Address be presented to His Majesty, 
as followeth :— 


“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament assem- 
bled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the Gracious 
Speech which your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of Parliament.” 


To be presented by Privy Councillors and Members of His Majesty’s House- 
hold. 


SuppLy.—Resolved, that this House will, upon Monday next, resolve itself into 
a Committee to consider gf the Supply to be granted to His Majesty. 


Ordered, That the Civil Services Supplementary Estimates, 1902-1903, 
presented to this House on the 24th day of this instant ee be 
referred to the Committee of Supply.—(Mr. Hayes Fisher.) . . 1004 


Ways AND Means.—Resolved, That this House will, upon Monday next, 
resolve itself into a Committee to consider of the Ways and Means for 
raising the Supply to be granted to His Majesty.”—(Mr. Hayes Fisher ) 


And, there being no further business ses down for the Afternoon Resting, 
Mr. Speaker left the Chair until the Evening Sitting .. 
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EVENING SITTING. 


Bank Holidays (Ireland) Bill.—Order read, for resuming adjourned debate 
on Question [25th February], ‘‘ That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Question proposed, ‘That the Bill be now read a second time.” 
Question put and agreed to; Bill read a second time, and Committed for - 


To-morrow... ate . ‘ mi 

ight Locomotives (Ireland) Bill.—Read a second time, and committed 

for To-morrow ... aa mes aaa wil. me ye aoe ie 
Adjourned at two minutes after Nine o'clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 27TH FEBRUARY, 1903, 


PRIVATE BIUL BUSINESS. 


THE LorpD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners 
that the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been com- 
plied with :— 

Scottish American Mortgage Company. 
Life Association of Scotland. 
Fife Electric Power. 
Also the Certificate that the Standing Orders applicable to the following 
Bill have not been complied with :— 


Lanarkshire and Dumbartonshire Railway. 
The same were ordered to lie on the Table ... 


Life Assurance of Scotland Bill [u.t.]; North Cheshire Tramways Bill 
[u.L.] ; Tynemouth and District Tramways Bill (H.L.].—Presented ; read 1* ; 
and referred to the Examiners abi ie bes es el aie 


Fifeshire Electric Power Bill [H.1.]; Liverpool University Bill [H.L.]; 
Maryport Harbour Bill [H.L.].—Presented, and read 1*__.... ub int 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ExPLOsIVEs.—Explosion at the Factory of Messrs. Curtis and Harvey, 
Limited, at Lower Hope Point, near Cliffe, Kent. 

Report to the right hon. the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, by Major A. Cooper-Key, His Majesty’s Inspector of 
Explosives, on the circumstances eee an explosion of partly 
mixed cordite paste, which occurred at the factory of Messrs. Curtis and 
Harvey, Limited, at Lower Hope Point, near Cliffe, Kent, on 15th December, 
1902. 

Presente’ [by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table ... 


Bank oF ENGLAND.—Applications made by the First Lord of the Treasury and 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer to the Governor of the Bank of England 
for advances to Government, authorised by Parliament, from 5th January, 

. 1902, to 5th January, 1903. Delivered (pursuant to Act), and ordered to 
lie on the Table. ~ he “a as We we int ‘ite 
House adjourned at half-past Four o’clock, to Monday next, a quarter 
before Eleven o'clock. piven 

: - ee sccunainnarenan eee —— coe | 


- 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 27TH FEBRUARY, 1903. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


SusstituTep Britis Petitions [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS CoMPLIED WITH).— 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That in respect of the following Bills introduced 
pursuant to the provisions of the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, and which the Chairman of Ways and Means had directed. to 
originate in the House of Lords, they have certified that the Standing 
Orders have been complied with, viz., Fife Electric Power Company ; Life 
Association of Scotland ; Scottish-American Mortgage Company, Limited 


SUBSTITUTED Bitis Petition (STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH).— 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the Petition for the follow- 
ing Bill, introduced pursuant to the provisions of the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, the Standing Orders have not been com- 
plied with, viz., Lanarkshire and Dumbartonshire Railway Bill. 

Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee on 
Standing Orders a. mM ‘i ste ba Fe babs he 


PETITIONS. 


DETENTION OF Poor PERSONS (SCOTLAND) Bity.—Petitions in favour: From 
Urr ; Thurso ; Latheron ; Cadder ; Reay ; and Kilrenny ; to lie upon the 
Table wr darkijqa.s on sbi Ls pdt itil oh 


PIRTHIPAL.—Petition of Pirthipal, for redress of grievances ; to lie upon the 
Table... pa oe a “ we sie a pia mn 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BiLu.—Petition from Gorton, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table - ae aii Sie 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ExPLosions.—(Explosion at the factory of Messrs. Curtis and Harvey, Limited, 
at Lower Hope Point, near Cliffe, Kent.) 

Copy presented, of Report by Major A. Cooper-Key, His Majesty’s 
Inspector of Explosives, to the Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment, on the circumstances attending an explosion which occurred at the 
factory of Messrs. Curtis and Harvey, Limited, at Lower Hope Point, 
near Cliffe, Kent, on the 15th December, 1902 |by Command}: to lie upon 
the Table pee: ia p< eet oo oot Hi ps es 


PAUPERISM (ENGLAND AND WALES) (MONTHLY StTATEMENTS).—Return pre- 
sented, relative thereto [ordered 24th February ; Mr. Grant Lawson] ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 41] fase a rs ah 


ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE, 1902-3).—Copy presented, of Supple- 
mentary Estimate of the further amount required during the year ending 
31st March, 1903, to meet expenditnre in excess of that provided for in 
the original Army Estimates for the year, for the pay, etc., of the Army 

by Command] ; referred to the Committee of Supply, and to be printed. 
No. 42] Oo ee ied a 


Army EsTIMATES, 1903-4.—Copy presented, of Army Estimates of effective 
and non-effective services for the year ending 31st. March, 1904 [by Com- 
mand} ; referred to the Committee of Supply, and to be printed. [No. 43] 1007 
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Army (ORDNANCE Factorigs, 1903-4).—Copy presented, of the sum required 
for the year ending 31st March, 1904, to defray the expense of the 


Ordnance Factories [by vr: seni referred to the Committee of Supply, 
and to be printed. [No. 44] . , 


Papers laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House : 


Irish LAND Commission (AccouNT).—Copy of Report of the Comptroller 
and Auditor General upon the Account of the Trish Land Commission for 
the year ended 31st March, 1902 [hy Act]; to he printed. [No. 45.] 


Bank OF ENGLAND.—Copy of all applications made by the First Lord of the 
Treasury and the Chancellor of the Exchequer to the Governor and Deputy 
Governor of the Bank of England for advances to Government authorised 
by Parliament, from 5th Januar ays — to 5th ee? 1903 [by sey : 
to be printed. [No. 46] 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN THE NorTH DuBiin RurRAL District. — 
Mr. Claney (Dublin Co., N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ‘ 


ALLEGED GRIEVANCES OF CUSTOMS BOATMEN—Question, Mr. Charles McArthur 
(Liverpool, Exchange) ; Answer, Mr. Hayes Fisher ... me as Sea 


Customs PREVENTIVE OFFICERS—PROMOTIONS FROM BOATMEN.—Question, 
Mr. Charles McArthur ; Answer, Mr. Hayes Fisher... : aah faa 


SMALLPOX IN ENGLAND AND WALES.—Question, Sir. Michael Foster (London 
University) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long wad aa ee 


REAT NORTHERN Railway OF [RELAND—OBSTRUCTION AT STRABANE STATION. 
—Question, Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.); Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


MartnE Works (IRELAND) AcT—KINVARA HARBOUR. Riera Mr. Duffy 
(Galway, S.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ons re wa 


EXPLOSION OF GUN COTTON AT WoOLWICH—ORIGIN OF MANUFACTURE.— 
Question, Captain Norton (Newington, W.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


PROPERTY AND INCOME TAX IN SCOTLAND—DATEs OF COLLECTION.—Question, 
Sir John Leng (Dundee) ; Answer, Mr. Hayes Fisher on and 


Outdoor Relief (Friendly Societies) Bill.—Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “ That the Bill be now read a second time.”—(Sir Edward Strachey.) 


The President of the Local Government Board sisi Walter omy ? Bristol, 8. *) 
Sir George Bartley (Islington, N. ‘ 

Colonel Blundell (Lancashire, Ince) 

Mr. Shackleton (Lancashire, Clitheroe) 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed for Monday next. 


County Courts Jurisdiction Extension Bill.— Motion made, aa Question 
proposed,’ “‘ That the Bill be now read a second time,” 


‘ vb hig, 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, 8.) . 
The Attorney General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness ss Burghs) 
Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea District) ... 
Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries inti tid 
Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) 
Mr. Causton (Southwark, W.) 
Question put and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time. 
Sir Albert Rollit 
Question put and agreed to. 
Bill committed to the Standing Committee on Law. 
Solicitors Bill. Order for Second Reading read. 
Sir Albert Rollit 


Motion made, and Question proposed—‘“ That this Bill be now read a second 
time.”—(Sir Albert Rollit.) 


Mr. Clancy (Dublin Co., N.) 


Amendment proposed — 


“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words ‘ upon this day six months.’”—({Mr. Clancy.) 


Question proposed, “That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Attention being called to the fact that less than forty Members were 
present, the Sitting was suspended until Four o'clock. 


At Four o’clock, sixteen Members only being present, the House was 
adjourned by Mr. Speaker without Question first put, till Monday next. 


Adjourned at Four o'clock till Monday next. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 2np MARCH, 1903. 
EARL Pou.ett.—Petition of William Tournour Thomas Poulett for leave to 


a his printed case, notwithstanding that the time limited by sapien 
Order No. LXXXVI. has expired ; read, and ordered as prayed 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
rms Corporation Bill [1.1.].—Order of the Day for the Second Reading 


Lord Avebury a dat ‘iia ... 1033 
The iiekeun of Committees (The Earl of Morle: ”) ves oiea ... 1038 


Second Reading postponed, 
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Tue Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied with :— 


Dewsbury, Batley and Birstall Tramways. 
Romford and District Tramways. 
Hamilton, Motherwell, and Wishaw Tramways. 


And the Certificates that the Standing Orders applicable to the following 
Bills have not been complied with :— 


London County Council (Tramways and Improvements). 
Wakefield and District Tramways. 
Gosport, Fareham, and Cosham Tramways. 


And that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have 
been complied with :— 


Wellington (Salop) Gas [H.L. | 

Exeter Railway set. 

South Wales Mineral Railway [H.L. 

South Western and Isle of Wight Junction Railway [H.L.] 
Nantwich Gas [H.L. ] 

Cardiff Railway|H.L. | 

Faversham Gas [H.L. | 

Bournemouth Gas and Water [H1.L.] 

British Gas Light Company (Norwich) [#.L. ] 
Chatham and District Light Railways [H.L.] 
Cleveland and Durham Electric Power [H.L.] 
Didcot, Newbury, and Southampton Railway [H.L. ] 
Dudley, Stourbridge and District Tramways [H.L. ] 
Knott End Railway (Extension of Time) [H.L.] 


Western Trust ae 


Barry Railway | H.L. | 

Hexham Gas [H.L. | 

London and Brighton and South Coast Railway [H.L.] 
Wirral Railway [H.L.] 

South Lancashire Tramways [H.L. 

Hastings Tramways (Extensions) [H.L. 

Felican and British Empire Life Office [1.L. ] 
Plymouth and Stonehouse Gas [H.L. 

Poole and District Electric Traction |H.L. ] 

Port Talbot Railway and Docks [H.L. | 

Queensland Investment and Land Mortgage [H.L. ] 
South-Eastern and I.ondon, Chatham and Dover Railways [H.L. | 
Staffordshire and Worcestershire Canal [H.L | 


And that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have 
not been complied with :— 


Derby Gas [H.L.] 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table. 


Antrim, Down, Armagh, and Belfast Electric Power Bill [u-L.]; Aston 
Manor Improvement Bill pet]; Belfast Water Bill [.L.]; Bournemouth 
Corporation Tramways Bill [H.L.]; Bristol Corporation Bill fix 2) Bury and 
District Joint Water Board Bill [#..]; Carmarthenshire Electric Power 
Bill [H.L.]: Chard Corporation Gas and Electricity Bill [#.u.]; Frinton-on- 
Sea Sea Defences Bill [1.1.] ; Harrogate Water Bill [H.L.] ; Hastings Harbour 

_ Bill [n..] ; Mersey Docks and Harbour Board Bill [H.u.] ; Nantwich Urban 
District Council Bill [H.L.]; North-Western Electricity and Power Gas 
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Bill |H.1.] ; Nottin hamshire and Derbyshire Tramways Bill [1.L.] ; Oldham 

Corguentson Bill fut] Pontypridd Urban District Council Bill [H.L. ] 

Rochester Covianatiets livcumers and Improvements Bill [#.L.] ; Selford 

Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Scunthorpe Urban District Water Bill [HLt. 

Shropshire, Worcestershire, and East Denbighshire Electric Power Bill | #.L. 

ae Harbour Bill [H. td Sutton Coldfield Corporation Bill [H...] ; 
mquay Corporation Water Bill [u.L,] ; Willesden Urban District ouneil 
H.L.]; Worthing Corporation (Tramways) Bill [#.t.], read 2* 


Scottish American Mortgage Company ne [H. lok —Presented, read de 
and referred to the Examiners.. .. 1033 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


\/ Navy (ESTIMATES) or Ril ens ¢ statement gee First Lord of the 
Admiralty : ‘ 


TRADE Reports: ANNUAL SERIES.—No, 2940. Argentine a (Finances 
1901 and 1902). Ba he she . oad Oe 


EpucaTIon (SCOrLAND).—General Report by the Chief fonpecen of the 
Northern Division of Scotland, for the year 1902 ... ; 


CoLonigs (ANNUAL).—No. 382. Trinidad and Tobago ; Report for 1901-1902 


Army (IMPERIAL YEOMANRY).—Training Return of Imperial Yeomanry for 1902. 
Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table ... 


NaTAL.—The Northern Districts Annexation Act, 1902... 


Post OFFICcE.—Statutory Rules and Orders, 1903-—- 


No. 111. The Telegraph (Foreign-Written Anglo-Danish Press Telegram) 
Regulations, 1903, dated 9th February, 1903. 


No. 112. The Telegraph (Foreign-Written Anglo-Norwegian- Anglo- 
Swedish Press Telegram} Regulations, 1903, dated 9th February, 1903 


PrERS AND HARBOURS (PROVISIONAL ORDERS) (SESSION 1903).—Report by the 
Board of Trade, of their proceedings under the General Pier and Harbour 
Act, 1861, and the General Pier and Harbour Act, 1861, Amendment Act, 
1862 ee é 


CoMMITTALS (IRELAND).—Returns, from the Clerks of the Crown and Peace, of 
the number of persons committed for trial in 1902. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table... 


AUGMENTATION OF BENEFICES AcT, 1863. —Return of proceedings, under the 
Lord Chancellor's Augmentation Act, from 28th January 1902, to 28th 
February 1903. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and to be printed. (No. 7.) ... 1036 


GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS AND PUBLIC TENDER. 


Earl Grey ... ‘ ... 1036 
The Under Secretary of State for War (The ‘Earl of Hardwicke) .. ... 1036 
Earl Grey .. ... 1037 
The Under Secretary of State for the Colonies ( The Earl v Onslow) ... 1040 
The First Lord of the Admiralty (Fhe Earl of Selborne).... |... ... 1042 
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VENEZUELA. 
Lord Tweedmouth ... es a oe dd ib as ... 1043 


Moved, “ That an humble Address be presented to His Majes*y for 
further Papers relating to Venezuela.”—( The Lord Tweedmouth). 


Lord Avebury can ... L054 
The Secretary of State for For eign “Affairs (The Marquess of Lansdowne) 1059 
The Earl of Rosebery : . 1069 
The Lord President of the Council ey he Duke of Devonshire) . 1080 
Earl Spencer + ... 1083 
The First Lord of the Admir iti (The Earl find Selborne) om .-. 1085 
Lord Tweedmouth ... ah ... 1087 


Motion (by leave of the House) withdrawn. 


House adjourned at twenty minutes before Eight o'clock, till 
To-morrow, half-past Ten o'clock 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 2np MARCH, 1903. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND M&ANS.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means ... 1088 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bitits (STANDING Orver 62 Comptiep WiTH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, That, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, viz.— 


Bridgwater Gas Bill. 

Broadstairs Gas Bill. 

Central London Railway Bill. 

Charing Cross, Euston and Hampstead Railway Bill. 

City and South London Railw ay Bill. 

Commercial Gas Bill. 

Coventry Electric Tramways Bill. 

Crystal Palace District Gas Bill. 

Gas Light and Coke Companv Bill. 

xorleston and Southtown Gas Bill. 
Great Northern and City Railway Bill. 
Great Northern, Piccadilly, and Brompton Railway (New Lines and 
Extensions) Bill. 
Great Northern, Piccadilly, and Brompton Railway (Various Powers) 
Bill. 

Great Northern Railway Bill. 

Great Southern and Western Railway Bill. 

Great Western Railway (Pension Fund) Bill. 

Hampton Court Gas Bill. 

Humber Commercial Railway and Dock Bill. 

leseiih: Gas Bill. 

London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway Bill. 

Maidstone Gas Bill. 

Metropolitan District Railway (Works) Bill. 

Midland and Belfast and Northern Counties Railways Bill. 
_ Midland Railway. Bill. 
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Neath, Pontardawe, and Brynamman Railway Biil. 
North Middlesex Gas Bill. 

North-West London Railway Bill. 

Scarborough Gas Bill. 

Sittingbourne District Gas Bill. 

Sutton District Water Bill. 

Winchester Water and Gas Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time 


PrivaATE Bitts (STANDING ORDER 63 ComPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order No. 63 has been complied with, viz. :— 


East Ardsley Gas Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 


_ PRIVATE Bits (Lorps).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one 
of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in respect of the Bills 
comprised in the list reported by the Chairman of Ways and Means, as 
intended to originate in the House of Lords, he has certified that the Standing 
Orders have been complied with in the following cases, viz. :— 


Dewsbury, Batley, and Birstal Tramways. 
Hamilton, Motherwell, and Wishaw Tramways (Part III.) Substituted 
Bill. 


Preston and Horwich Tramways. 


And that he ha: certified that the Standing Orders have not been complied 
with in the following cases, viz. :— 


Gosport, Fareham, and Cosham Tramways. 
Manchester Southern Tramways (Lancashire). 
Manchester Southern Tramways (Cheshire). 
Wakefield and District Tramways 


PRIVATE BILLs Petitions [LorDs} (STANDING ORDERS Not CoMPLIED WITH).— 
Mr. SPEAKER laid — the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 


Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the Petitions for the follow- 
ing Bills, originating in the Lords, the Standing Orders have not been com- 
plied with, viz. :— 

Gosport, Fareham, and Cosham Tramways [Lords]. 

Manchester Southern Tramways (Lancashire parse) 

Manchester Southern Tramways (Cheshire) [ rds]. 

Wakefield and District Tramways [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the mite be referred to the Select Committee on re 
Orders “s ace oon a 


PrivaTE BILL Petitions (STANDING ORDERS Not CoMPLIED WITH).—- Mr. 
SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, That, in the case of the Petition for the following Bill, 
the Standing Orders have not been complied with, viz. :— 


London County Council (Tramways and Improvements). 
Ordered, That the meet be referred to the Select Committee on a 
Orders... 7 


CoveNTRY ELEcTRIC TRAMWAYS Brit.—Petition for additional b(n ; 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 
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LANARKSHIRE AND DUMBARTONSHIRE RAILWAY.—Petition for Bill ; referred to 
the Select Committee on Standing Orders... ot hin owe .- 1091 


Barnsley Corporation (Water) Bill ; Bath Corporation Water Bill ; Becken- 
ham Urban District Council Bill ; Cork Harbour Bill ; Coventry and Arley 
Railway Bill; Dublin Improvement (Bull Alley Area) Bill; East Ham 
Improvement Bill ; Ebbw Vale Water and Improvement Bill ; Erith Tram- 
ways and Improvement Bill ; Gateshead Corporation Bill ; Grindleford, 
Baslow, and Bakewell Railway Bill ; Hainault Forest Bill ; Hyde Corpora- 
tion Bill ; Leigh Corporation Bill ; Llandrindod Wells Improvement Bill 
Merthyr Tydvil Urban District Council Bill ; Nantyglo and Blaina Water 
Bill; Nelson Corporation Bill; New Hunstanton Improvement Bill ; 
Plymouth Corporation Bill ; South Shields Corporation Bill.—Read a 
second time, and committed abi Kd 3 nai Ste wk 


Western herons = (Monmouthshire) Sewerage Board Bill; West Ham 
Corporation Bill.—Read a second time, and committed a 


LoNDON’s TRAFFIC—TUBE RAILWAY SCHEMES POSTPONED. 


The Deputy Chairman of Ways and Means (Mr. Jeffreys, Hants, N.) ... 


PETITIONS. 


DEtENTION OF Poor PERSONS (SCOTLAND) BiLL.—Petitions in favour; from 
Urquhart ; and Duthie ; to lie upon the Table ves 


PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE.—Petitions for extension to women; from 


Stockport and other i Yorkshire (two) ; and Clitheroe ; to lie upon 
the Table a eet ae adh fies “ns ae 


Sate OF INTOXICATING Liquors ON SUNDAY BILL.—Petitions in favour ; 
from Sutton-on-Sea ; Skegness ; and Maltby ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TELEGRAPHS (FOREIGN-WRITTEN PRESS TELEGRAMS).——-Copy presented, of the 
Telegraph (Foreign-Written Anglo-Norwegian and Anglo-Swedish Press 
Telegram) en 8 1903. Dated 9th February, 1903 [by ws: to lie 
upon the Tabie.. ; , as 


TELEGRAPHS (FOREIGN-WRITTEN PRESS TELEGRAMS).—-Copy presented, of the 
Telegraph (Foreign-written Anglo-Danish Press Telegram) Regulations, 
1903. Dated 9th February, 1903 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table bd: 


Piers AND Harpours (PROVISIONAL ORDERS).—Copy A serge sree of Report by 
the Board of Trade of their Proceedings under The General Pier and 
Harbour Act, 1861, and The General Pier and Harbour Act (1861) Amend- 
(No, Act, Session 1903 [by el to lie oe the ~~ and to be ‘ee, 
No. 47.] we 


Army (IMPERIAL YEOMANRY).—Copy presented, of Dining Raton of aipeet 
Yeomanry for 1902 [by Command] ; to lie upon the T: 


BoaRD oF EpucaTion (PUBLIC ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS, ETc. ).—Copy pre- 
sented, of Statistics ot Public Elementary Schools and bier rset 
1901-2 [by Comn. ani); to lie upon the table ‘ 
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CiviL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS EsTIMATES, 1903-4.—Copy 
presented, of Estimates for Civil Services and Revenue Departments for 
the year ending 31st March, 1904, together with a Copy of the Memoran- 
dum by the Financial Secretary to the Treasury relating thereto [by Com- 
mand]; referred to the Committee of Supply, and to be printed. [No. 48] 1093 


CoLONIAL Reports (ANNUAL).—Copy presented, of Colonial Report, No. 322 
or sams and Tobago), Report for 1901-2 [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
able... eon see es or ies ice ay wes -.. 1093 


CoMMITTALS (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Returns from the Clerks of the 
Crown and Peace of the number of Persons committed for Trial in 1902 (by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table... se ai pays ad. ii --- 1094 


EpucaTIon (SCOTLAND) (GENERAL ReEportT).—Copy presented, of General 
Report by the Chief Inspector of the Northern Division of Scotland for 
the year 1902 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ba Y OLR .-» 1094 


Navy Estimates, 1903—04.— Estimates presented, for the year 1903-04, with 
Explanation of Differences [by Command] ; referred to the Committee of 


Supply, and to be printed. [No, 49]... “e san ‘an hee --» 1094 


Te gee ——— —_ 
Se athe nee Te rettpes ei A> mee noe ee 


Navy (STATEMENT EXPLANATORY OF EstimaTEs).—Copy presented, of State- 
ment of the First Lord of the Admiralty explanatory of the Navy 
Estimates, 1903-04 |by Command]; to lie upon the Table... be --- 1094 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, No. 2940 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table... ot as it oid id ii rae bie .-» 1094 


Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House :-~ 


AUGMENTATION OF BENEFICES.—Copy of Return of Proceedings under the 
Augmentation of Benefices Act, 1863, up to and inclusive of the 28th 
February, 1903 [by Act]; to be printed. [No. 50] .. ne Bi. .-» 109% 


County Councits (IRELAND) (SALARIES).—Return ordered, “showing the 
salary and emoluments of the secretary of each County Council in Ireland 
and the remuneration paid to permanent and temporary clerks employed in 
the secretary’s office in each county in Ireland, for the three years ending 
the 31st day of March, 1900, 1901, and 1902 respectively.” —(Mr. MGovern) 


DRAMA AND OPERA (SUBSIDIES) (FOREIGN CouNTRIES, ETC.).—Address for 
“Return from British Diplomatic or Consular Officers as to financial 
support, whether in the form of subsidies, guarantees or buildings or sites 
for buildings, given from State or municipal resources to dramatic, operatic, 
or musical performances in the countries to which such officers are 
accredited, specifying in each case the amount or value and the conditions 
(if any) attached thereto.” —(Mr. Stuart Wortley.) og 2 


British MusEeum.—Copy ordered, “of account of the income and expenditure 
of the British Museum (Special Trust Funds) for the year ending the 
31st day of March, 1903 ; and Return of the number of persons admitted 
to visit. the Museum and the British Museum (Natural History) in each 
year from 1897 to 1902, both years inclusive ; together with a statement of 
the progress made in the arrangement and description of the collections, 
and an account of objects adced to them in the year 1902.”— 
(afr. John Morley.) ty “a sa, nd oa *e ... 1095 
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VENTILATION IN THE House or ComMMoNs.—Question, Mr. Reginald Lucas 
(Portsmouth) ; Answer, Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes (Huntingdonshire, Ramsey) 1114 


Be.Fast Reviston.—Question, Mr. Lonsdale (Armagh, Mid); Answer, The 
Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) ... .-. 1114 


Sr. Louis Exposirion—IrRisH EXuHrsits.—Question, Mr. William Redmond ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ; ois se ia oe tbe * 


Irish LAND COMMISSION RENT REDUCTIONS. seagate Mr. Lambert ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham .. as oe ‘te , ; se sah vee 1115 


Lanp Purcuase Acts Return.—Question, Mr. Lambert; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham eer fe: is Aes i Le ress ban ... 1116 


CuaFFPOOL PoLice Hvts. a tAdciatale Mr. O’Dowd (Sligo, a Answers, Mr. 
Wyndham ei : ; : . 1116 


IncH STRAND, KERRY—FORESHORE RIGHTS. he eos Mr. Thomas O’Donnell 
(Kerry, W.); Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ... ba = one ses MOBY 


Post OFFICE AND THE IRISH LANGUAGE. Mati is Mr. Crean (Cork, ae: 
Answers, Mr. Austen Chamberlain... oie was net +e . 1118 


CoMMITTEE OF DEFENCE.—Question, Mr. Arthur Lee Bree Fareham) ; 
Answer, The Prime Minister and First Lord of the ietaaiaad _ A. J. 
Balfour, Manchester, E.) oes ; ‘ . 1118 


CHILIAN AND ARGENTINE BaTTLESHIPS. — Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour i 9 <a ta sks , 


NEW WhIT. 


For the borough of Woolwich, in the room of Vice-Admiral Charles William 
de la Peer Beresford, commonly called Lord Charles Beresford —_—- 
of Northstead).—(Sir ‘Alexander Acland- Hood) "ye . 1120 


New Member Sworn.—Thomas Ryburn Buchanan, “om, for the county of 
Perth (Eastern Division) ae ae : 


Shops Bill —Order for Second Reading read, and discharged. 
Bill withdrawn.. Pa 1120 


Congested Districts (Scotland) Act (1897) dmentes Bill ere ‘ie 
Second Reading upon Friday 8th on read, and discharged. 


Bill withdrawn ... 


NEW BILLS. 


Local Government (Transfer of Powers) Bill.—“ To amend Section 10 of 
the Local Government Act, 1888,” presented by Mr. Long ; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 65)... --- 11320 


Trade Disputes Arbitration Bill —“To provide for Arbitration in Trade 
Disputes,” presented by Mr. Nannetti ; supported by Mr. Joyce, Mr. 
Sheehan, Mr. Shackleton, Mr. Keir Hardie, and Mr. E. Crean ; to be read 
a second time upon Friday, 8th May, and to be printed. (Bill 66] +» 1120 


Tue GALWAY VACANCY. 


The Attorney-General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) 
VOL. CXVIIL {|Fourtu Ser:rs] l 
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Motion made and Question proposed, “That Mr. Speaker do issue his 
Warrant to the Clerk of the Crown in Ireland to make out a New 
Writ for the election of a Member to serve in this present Parliament 
for the City of Galway, i in the room of Arthur Alfred Lynch, adjudged 
guilty of high treason.”—(7'he Attorney General.) 


Sir George Bartley (Islington, N.) ... 
Mr. Ma.colm (Suffolk, Stowmarket) 


Amendment proposed. 
To leave out from the word ‘ That,’ to the end of the Question, 
and add the words ‘no Writ for the City of Galway be issued i» this 
present Session.’ ”—(Sir George Bartley.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Guestion.” 


Colonel Nolan (Galway, N.) 

Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) . 

The Prime Minister and First Lord of the T Treasury (Mr “A.J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) P j 

Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis). 

Col. Kenyon- Sianey (Shropshire, Newport) 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 248 ; Noes, 45. (Division List No. 9.) 


Main Question put and agreed to. 


Ordered, that Mr. Speaker do issue his Warrant, to the Clerk of the Crown 
in Ireland to make out a New Writ for the election of a Member to 
serve in this present Parliament for the City of Galway, in the room 
of Arthur Alfred Lynch, adjudged guilty of high treason. 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. JerFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. ] 


Civi. SERVICES (SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATES, 1902-3.—CLass I.—£7,500 
(SUPPLEMENTARY), RoyAL PALACES AND MARLBOROUGH HousE. 


Mr. Whitley (Halifax)... 
Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes (Huntingdonshir e, Ramsey) 


Vote agreed to. 
Ciass III.— £20,000 (SUPPLEMENTARY), PRISONS ENGLAND AND WALEs. 


Mr. Whitley ee das ..» 1150 
Mr. hang Wason (Clackmannan and Kinross) .. am pe .-» 1150 
Sir Albert Rollit (Uslington, 8.) ... oe 46 th di .. 1151 
Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hortun)  ... 1151 
The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Cr roydon) 1151 
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Sir Albert Rollit ; 

Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) .. 

Mr. Galloway (Manchester, N.W.) 

Mr. Kearley (Devonport) .. 

Mr, Flower (Bradford, W.) 

Mr. Brynmor Jones {Binanste Distr icts) 

Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) 

The Under ny ald of State for ‘the Home Department 26 Ooahy me, 
Ayrshire N.) .. iss ; ‘. 

Mr. Akers Douglas 

Sir Walter Foster ... 

Mr. Kearley 

Mr. Whitley , 

Mr. Herbert Samuel (Yorkshire, Cleveland) 

Mr. Akers Douglas... sé 


Vote agreed to. 


Crass VIT.—£70,000, INDIAN CoronaTION GUESTS —Vote agreed to- 


Crass IL. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £2,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the char ze 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1903, for the Salaries and Expenses of certain 
services transferred from ‘the Mercantile Marine Fund, and othr 
services connected with the Mercantile Marine.” 


Sir Albert Rollit 
Mr. (Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) — 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Chairman do report Pro- 
gress ; and ask leave to sit again.” —(Mr. Gibson Bowles.) 


The Financial Secretary to the Treasury ait Hayes Fisher, Fulham) 
Mr. Gibson Bowles = oa + sal 
Mr. Kearley 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question again proposed. 


Mr. Gibson Bowles... 
Sir Walter Foster ... 
Mr. Kearley 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 197 ; Noes, 117. (Division List No. 10.) 
Ciass V. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £10,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1903, for the expenses in connection with His 
Majesty’s Embassies, Missions, and of Consular Establishments abroad, 
and other Expenditure chargeable on the Consular Vote.” 
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The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affwirs (Lord Cranborne, 


Rochester) un eens 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ Taat a sum, not exceeding £9,900, 
be granted for the said Service.”—(Mr. Charles Hobhouse.) 


Mr. Kearley ‘ 

Mr. Gibson Bowles 

Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshir e, Lichfield) 
Lord Cranborne... 

Mr. Wylie (Dumbartonshire) i 

Sir John Gorst (Cambridge University) 

Mr. Courtenay Warner oe 

Mr. Gibson Bowles.. 

Mr. Sydney Buxton (L ‘ower r Hales Poplar) 
Mr. Hayes Fisher ... 

Mr. Kearley 

Mr. Moon (St. Pancras, N. . 

Mr. Sydney Busxcton 

Sir J. Blundell Maple (Camberwell, Duluich) 
Mr. Alfred Davies (Carmarthen siesta 
Lord Cranborne ... i 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse . 

Mr, Heywood Johnstone (Sussex, Horsham) 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 108; Noes, 189. (Division List No. 11.) 

Original Question put and agreed to. 

Resolutions to be reported. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £69,600, be granted to His Majesty to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 


31st day of March, 1903, for the Grant in aid of the British Protec- 
torate in East Africa.” 


Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, N.) 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Resolutions to be reported to-morrow ; Committee also report Progress ; to 
sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 
SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Civit Services (SUPPLEMENTARY) EsTIMATES, 1902-3.—CLass V. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a Supplementary sum, not 
eee ,600, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge 
which come in course of payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1903, for the Grant in Aid of the British Protec- 
torate in East Africa.” 


Mr. McKenna jel ick sép an ins én asertig 
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Whereupon Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not 
exceeding 69,590, be granted for the said Service.” —(Mr. McKenna.) 


Mr. Bayley (Derbyshire, Chesterfield) 

Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Buryhs) 

Lord Cranborne sei aos 

Mr. Sydney Buxton 

Mr. Herbert Samuel 

Mr. Lough 

Sir John Gorst a ay me Te 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) . 
Lord Cranborne ... sca Aa 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 79 ; Noes, 141. Division List No. 12). 
Original Question put and agreed to. 


Crass II.—2. £620 (SUPPLEMENTARY), VALUATION AND BouNDARY SURVEY 
(IRELAND). 


Mr. Kearley rbd ne a = 7 y- 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ... 


Question put and agreed to. 


Ciass IV.—£292,807 (SUPPLEMENTARY), BOARD OF EDUCATION. 


Mr. Yoxall (Nottingham, IW.) ; 


The Secretary to the Board of E lucation (Sir William Anson, Ouford 
University) bili «bi is ib at aos ant 
Mr, Whitley 


Question put and agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £28,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1903, for the Expenses of the Commissioners of 
National Education in Ireland.” 


Mr. Boland (Kerry, S.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £27,900, 
be granted for the said Service.” —(Mr. Boland.) 





Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell (Kerry, W.) 
Mr, Wyndham 


Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :— Ayes, 63; Noes, 128. (Division List No. 13). 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported to-morrow ; Committee to sit again to-morrow. 
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Outdoor Relief (Friendly Societies) Bill. 
[Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the chair.] 
On Clause 1 :— 
Colonel Blundell (Lancashire, Ince) 


Bill considered in Committee, and reported, without Amendment ; read the 
third time, and passed. 


Cruelty to Animals Bill.—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a secon 
time.” Debate arising. 


And, it being Midnight, the debate stood adjourned 
Debate to be resumed upon Wednesday. 
Light Locomotives (Ireland) Bill.—Considered in Committee, and reported, 
without Amendment ; read the third time, and passed. 
NEW BILLS. 


TrusTkE Act (1893) AMENDMENT.—Bill to amend the Trustee Act, 1893, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Galloway, Lord Hugh Cecil, Sir Charles 
Renshaw, and Mr. John Hutton. 


Trustee Act (1893) Amendment Bill. —‘“To amend the Trustee Act, 1893,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednes 
day, and to be printed. [Bill 67] és on ce ay evs 


LiBEL.—Bill to amend the law for Libel in connection with the newspaper press, 
ordered to be brought in by Major Rasch, Colonel Lockwood, Mr. Ernest 
Gray, and Mr. Strutt. 


Libel Bill.—‘“ To amend the law for Libel in connection with the newspaper 


press,” presented and read the first time; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 68.] foes re eee 


Adjourned at Five minutes after Twelve o'clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 3np MARCH, 1903. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


THE LoRD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parlia 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been com- 
plied with— 

Milford Docks [H.L.]. 

Indiarubber, Guttapercha, and Telegraph Works Company [H.L.]. 
Lima Railways [H.L. ]. 

Sheffield and South Yorkshire Navigation [H.L.]}. 

Life Association of Scotland [H.L.]. 


And that the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have not 
been complied with— 
Preston and Horwich Tramways. 
Manchester Southern Tramways (Lancashire). 
Manchester Southern Tramways (Cheshire). 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table ... 
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Preston and Horwich Tramways Bill [#.1. ].—Presented, and read 1*. 


Dewsbury, Batley, and Birstal Tramways Bill [u...]; Hamilton, Mother- 
well, and Wishaw Tramways Bill [x. ‘bli Wakofield and District ia 
Bill [H.t.].—Presented, read 1*, and referred to the Examiners 


Old Bridewell Burying Ground Bill [.L.]; Somerset and District Electric 
Power Bill {H.L.] ; Rickmansworth Gas Bill [H.L.]-—Read 2*. ick 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION.—Statistics of gnng sisi schools and Sapien 
colleges, 1901-1902 ni , a ; es 


GERMANY (NEw GENERAL Customs TARIFF).—Translation of the New General 
Customs Tariff of Germany, with ccmparison, as far as possible, of the rates 
of Customs duty contained in the tariff, with the rates at presenv in force on 
imports into Germany from the United Kingdom (in continuation and com- 
pletion of (C. 779] of 1901). 


Presented [by Command], and oxdered to lie on the Table ... 


BANKRUPTCY CourTS (IRELAND).—Returns of the official assignees of the Court 
of ee 5 in Ireland, and the Local Courts, Belfast and Cork, for the 
year 1902 : 


RAILWAY COMPANIES Powers ACT, 1864.—Certificate of the Board of Trade 
authorising the Axminster and =m me ™" —- Maisie canny * to 
raise additional capital 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) Act.-—Annua! Report on the state of the finances of 
the University of Aberdeen under the provisions of section 30 of the Act. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table ... 


STANDING ORDERS CoMMITTEE ApPPOINTED.—The Lords following, with the 
Chairman of Committees, were named of the Committee. 


D. Bedford. V. Ridley. 
D. Marlborough. V. Colville of Culross. 


D. Northumberland. V. Churchill. 


M. Lansdowne. L. Zouche of Haryngworth. 


E. Derby. L. Barnard. 
E. Denbigh. L. Balfour. 
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E. Chesterfield. . Boyle (£. Cork and Orrery). 


EK. Jersey. . Ribblesdale 
{ Lauderdale, . Colchester. 
. Waldegrave. . Poltimore. 
. Cadogan. . Kintore (£. Kintore). 
1. Howe . Belper. 
. Amherst. . Brougham and Vaux. 
. Camperdown. . Fermanagh (/. Erne). 
. Dartrey. . Lamington. 
. Lytton. . Herries. 
. Carrington. . Monkswell. 
. Crewe. . Newton. 
V. Sidmouth. . Welby. 
. Knutsford. . Ludlow. 
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All Petitions relating to the Standing Orders which shall be presented 
during the — session referred to the Committee unless otherwise 
ordered 


STANDING COMMITTEE. _Ordered, That a Standing Committee va appointed “a 
the consideration of such Public Bills as ‘ated be committed to it by the 
House , " 


COMMITTEE OF ienedeinietie FOR THE ‘ieaieene Genemmnae Aeeeal. _The 
Lords following, with the Chairman of Committees, were named of the 
Committee : 


E. Cowper. L. Balfour. 
E. Stanhope. L. Boyle (E. Cork and Orrery). 
E. Waldegrave. L.. Ribblesdale. 
V. Colville of Culross. L. Kintore (EZ. Kintore). 
1219 
House or Lorps Orrices.—Select Committee appointed ; the Lords following, 
with the Lord Chancellor, the Lord President, and the Chairman of Com- 
~ ittees, were named of the Committee : 


D. Richmond. V. Knutsford. 

D. Northumberland. V. Colville of Culross. 

M. Cholmondeley. . Churchill. 

M. Ripon. . Windsor. 

M. Breadalbane. . Balfour. 

E. Clarendon (LZ. Chamberlain). . Boyle (£. Cork and Orrery). 
E. Chesterfield. Ribblesdale. 

E. Waldegrave. . Colchester. 


E. Mount Edgcumbe. 
E. Cawdor. 

E. Camperdown. 

E. de Montalt. 

E. Cranbrook. 

E. Ancaster. 

V. Hampden. 

V. Cross. 

V. Peel. 


CoMMITTEE OF SELECTION.—The Lords following, viz. : 


E. Chesterfield, V. Colville of Culross, 
E. Waldegrave, L. Ribblesdale, 
with the Chairman uf Committees, were appointed a Committee to select 
’ and propose to the House the names of the Five Lords to form a Select 
Committee for the consideration of each opposed Private Bill ae ... 1219 


. Kintore (2. Aintore). 
. Belper. 

. Rowton. 

. Tweedmouth. 

. Monk Bretton. 

. Macnaghten. 

. Welby. 

. Burghclere. 


V 
L 
L 
L 
L. 
L 
E. Spencer L. Rosebery (£. Rosebery). 
L 
L 
L 
L 
L 
L 
L 
L 


Out-Door Relief (Friendly Societies) Bill (No. 8); Light Locomotives (Ire. 
land) Bill (No. HH gta from the Commons ‘and read lft and to be 
printed ... .. 1220 


House adjourned at half-past Four o'clock, to oaks. next, half. 
past Ten o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 3rp MARCH, 1903. 


Kine’s SPEECH (ANSWER TO ADDRESS).—The Comptroller of the Household 
reported His Majesty’s Answer to the Address re ; eas ... 1220 


Tuk CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND MEANS.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means .. 
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UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PrivATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 CoMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
that in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First Reading there- 
of, Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, viz. : 


Midland Great Western Railway of Ireland Bill. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply Bill. 
Walker and Walsend Union Gas Bil 


Ordered, that the Bills be read a second time. 


PrivATE BILLS (StaNDING OrpDER 63 CompLieD WiTd).—Mr. SPEAKER laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Privat: 
Bills that, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order No. 63 has been complied with, viz.— 

London United Tramways Bill. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time 
PaivaATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 66 NOT CoMPLIED WiTH).—Mr. SPEAKER 
laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 


Private Bills that, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First 
Reading thereof, Standing Order No. 66 has not been complied with, viz.— 


Mullingar, Kells, and Drogheda Railway Bill. 


Ordered, That the mugen be referred to the Select Committee on nance: 
Orders ‘ 


Stroud District and mecmnanmnaree meeenate neil —Read a second Homey 
and committed . 


Middlesbrough cenperetion ares (By Goten}, —Read a second time, and 


committed 


RomForD AND District TRAMWAYS.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Louis Sinclair and Mr. Price. sins hin lis wa 


Lonpon Counry CounciL (TRAMWAYS AND IMPROVEMENTS).—Petition for 
Bill, referred to the Select Committee on Standing Urders ... ad 


PETITIONS. 


DETENTION OF Poor PERSONS (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petitions in favour: From 
Monikie ; Bonhill ; Dunnet ; and New Monkland ; to lie upon the Table ... 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BiLL.—Petitions in favour: From 
Leytonstone ; Whitechapel ; and Chelsea ; to lie upon the Table... 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Waces AND Errects oF DrcgAsED SEAMEN. — Account Geman 23rd 
February) to be printed. [No. 51] . ' 


Bankruptcy Courts (IRELAND).—Annual Returns presented, of the Official 
Assignees of the Court of Bankruptcy in Ireland and the Local Courts, 
Belfast and Cork, for the year 1902 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


- 1222 
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GERMAN TaRIFF.—Copy presented, of Translation of the new General Customs 
Tariff of Germany, with comparison, as far as possible, of the rates of 
Customs Duty contained in the Tariff, with the rates at present in force on 
on imports into vere from the United ri recrd [by ere to lie 
upon the Table . 


RAILWAYS (CERTIFICATES) AXMINSTER AND LyME Recis LIGHT RatLway 
Company.—Copy presented, of Draft Certificate of the Board of Trade 
authorising the Axminster and Lyme Regis Light Railway vane to 
raise additional Capital [by Act]; to lie upon the Table... 


UNIVERSITY OF ABERDEEN.—Copy presented, of Abstract of Accounts of the 
University of Aberdeen for the year ending 15th Se oe 1902 [by wet 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 52.) 


ALTERATIONS IN THE BooK oF ComMON PRAYER.—Return presented, relative 
thereto (Address 27th November, 1902; Mr. Charles M nee to lie 
upon the ‘able, and to be printed. [No. 53. ] 


FoRFIGN TRADE AND CoMMERCE.—Return ordered, “of Accounts relating to 
the Trade and Commerce of certain Foreign Countries and British 
Possessions.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) . 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


SHETLAND MAILS.—IMPROVED SERVICE.—Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason 
(Orkney and Shetland) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


HEALTH OF HonG Konc—NeEw LEGISLATION.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


South AFrRICA—CRIMINAL PROCEDURE CopE.--Question, Mr. Toulmin 


(Lancashire, Bury); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


NavaAL ARMAMENTS—MUZZLE-LOADING GUNS.— Question, Mr. Harmsworth 
(Caithness-shire) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


INSUBORDINATION ON H.M.S. “ PEMBROKE.”—Question, Mr. Harmsworth ; 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster ... - ses ou 


PRIVATE ASYLUMS FOR INCIPIENT MENTAL DERANGEMENT.—Question, Dr. 
Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, W.) ; Answer, Sir Robert Finlay 


PASTEUR INSTITUTE FOR SOUTHERN IND1A.—Question, Colonel Lockwood 
(Essex, Epping) ; Answer, Lord George Hamilton . 


Irish Census—CosT OF PRINTING.— aaneanaians Mr. McKean eenngon S. i 
Answer, Mr. Hayes Fisher 8 
QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Army Corps ReturNs.—Question, Mr. Winston Churchill (Oldham) ; Answer, 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


ARMY INTELLIGENCE DEPARTMENT. ne Mr. Malcolm (Suffolk, Stow- 
market) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick sa is a 


ARMY RECRUITING—ENLISTMENT OF SPECIALS SUSPENDED.—Question, Sir 
John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 
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RecrUITs’ CHARACTERS.—Questions, Sir John Colomb and Mr. Beckett sdeises 
shire, N.R., Whitby) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick ; : 


InspecTO: GENERAL OF R&CRUITING—-ANNUAL REPORT. ne Mr. 
Beckett ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ‘ 2 ae whe sat ae 


Royal MILITARY COLLEGE REGULATIONS. eissieii Mr. Winston Churchill ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick . ia be aa sia he 


CoaLInG STATIONS GARRISON.—Question, Mr. Winston Churchill ; Answer, The 
Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) ; 


INDIAN MILITARY CHARGES.—Questions, Mr. Winston Churchill ; Answers, The 
Secretary of State for India (Lord George Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) ... 


Cost oF SOLDIERS IN INDIA.—Question, Major Evans Gordon (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney) ; Answer, Lord George Hamilton } ; : 


ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE IN INDIA—CACHAR TEA GARDENS CASE.— 
Question, Mr. Schwann ; Answer, Lord George Hamilton ... 


Det! DURBAR—IMPERIAL RESPONSIBILITIES.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts 
(Denbighshire, W.) ; Answer, Lord George Hamilton : ; 


SeistAN BouNDARY COMMISSION.—Question, Mr. Schwann; Answer, Lord 
George Hamilton ra os vis : rey wh “ 


Russia AND AFGHANISTAN.——-Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershir:, 
Forest of Dean); Answer, The Under ane | of State for Foreign 
Affairs (Lord Cranborne, Rochester) . 3 ; 


Deatu Duties— ASSESSMENT OF PUBLICANS’ LICENCES. - Question, Mr. Edmund 
Robertson (Dundee) ; ae The Chancellor of the santa i a 
Ritchie, Croydon) 


ALIrFN CRIMINALS IN THE METROPOLIS.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent 
(Sheffield, Central); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home 
Department (Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) 


SUNDERLAND AND Duruim County BLIND AsyLuM—LaBour Dispute. — 
Question, Mr. Keir Hardie (Methyr Tydvil); Answer, The President of 
the Bowd Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) > ‘ 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAILWAY — ORLANDO BRIDGE SHUNTING 
FATALITY.—Question, Mr. Schwann ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


Meat TrapgEs —FALsE Descriprions.—Questions, Mr. Alfred Davies (Carmar- 
then Boroughs) and Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet); Answers, The 
President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


M‘Farvane’s Estate, County Mayo. Question, Captain Donelan (Cork, B); 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ... 


Hoy. J. ;Browne’s Estate. —-epetion, ae Donelan; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham - ‘ las ee di ; 


KNOcALASSA GRAZING FargM, RIVERSTOWN, CouNTY SLIGO. erate Mr. 


O’Dowd (Sligo, S.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 
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St. Louis EXposiTioN — REPRESENTATION OF THE UNITED KINGDOM.— 
Question, Mr. Norman (Wolverhampton, S.) ; Answer, The Prime Minister 
and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ... 1238 


Se_ect COMMITTEE ON PRIVATE BusINEss. — Question, Mr. John Ellis 
(Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour... e. ... 1239 


BusINEss OF THE HousE.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs), Sir John Colomb and Sir Howard Vincent ; Answers, Mr. A. u. 
Balfour and Mr. Brodrick ae foe A wy ion ... 1239 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES) (CHAIRMEN’S PANEL).—Mr. HALsry 
report d from the Committee of Selection; That they had selected the 
following six Members to be the Chairmen’s Panel and to serve as Chair- 
men of the two Standing Committees to be appointed under Standing 
Order, No. 47:—Mr. John Ellis, Sir Thomas Esmonde, Sir James 
Fergusson, Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice, Mr. Laurence Hardy, and Mr. 
Stuart Wortley. 


Report to lie upon the Table ... ee it 1s ass Pa ... 1240 


SELECTION (STANDING CoMMITTEES).—Mr. HALsEy reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection ; That they had nominated the following Members to 
serve on the Standing Committee for the consideration of all Bills relating 
to Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and Manufactures, 
which may, by Order of the House, be committed to such Standing 
Committee :—Mr. Attorney General, Mr. Baird, Mr. Baldwin, Mr. Gerald 
Balfour, Mr. Beckett, Mr. Boland, Mr. Griffith Boscawen, Mr. John 
Burns, Mr. Burt, Sir Charles Cayzer, Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
Mr, Channing, Mr. Cochrane, Mr. Cohen, Mr. Jesse Collings, Sir John 
Colomb, Mr. Cremer, Mr. Crombie, Mr. Dillon, Sir Frederick Dixon- 
Hartland, Mr. Doughty, Mr. Farrell, Sir Fortescue Flannery, Sir Henry 
Fowler, Mr. Galloway, Mr. Garfit, Sir Alfred Hickman, Sir William 
Houldsworth, Sir James Joicey, Mr. Lambert, Mr. Bonar Law, Sir Elliott 
Lees, Mr. Lloyd-George, Colonel Long, Mr. Walter Long, Mr. Charles 
M‘Arthur, Dr. MacDonnell, Mr. William M‘Killop, Sir William Mather, 
Mr. W. J. Maxwell,, Mr. T. P. O’Connor, Mr. Parkes, Mr. Pike Pease, 
Colonel Pilkington, Sir James Rankin, Sir Charles Renshaw, Mr. Herbert 
Roberts, Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. Round, Mr. Runciman, Mr. T. W. Russell, Mr. 
Stewart Samuel, Sir Henry Seton-Karr, Mr. Thomas Shaw, Sir Barrington 
Simeon, Sir Edward Strachey, Mr. Talbot, Mr. Theodore Taylor, Mr. 
Tennant, Mr. Whitley Thomson, Sir William Tomlinson, Mr. Tully, Mr. 
George Whitley, Colonel Williams, Sir Frederick Wills, Mr. John Wilson 
(Durham), Mr. Wolff, and Mr. Samuel Young. 


Mr. Hatsey further reported from the Committee; That they had 
nominated the following Members to serve on the Standing Committee 
for the consideration of all Bills relating to Law, and Courts of 
Justice, and Legal Procedure which may, by Order of the House, be 
committed to such Standing Committee:—The Lord Advocate, 
Mr. Secretary Akers Douglas, Mr. Asquith, Mr. Atherley-Jones, Mr. 
Atkinson, Mr Barlow, Sir George Bartley, Mr. Butcher, Mr. Carew, 
Lord Hugh Cecil, Mr. Claney, Mr. Coghill, Mr. Colston, Mr. Cripps, 
Mr. Bromley-Davenport, Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. Dillon, Mr. Tatton 
Egerton, Mr. Arthur Elliot, Mr. Samuel Evans, Sir George Fardell, 
Mr. Flynn, Mr Vicary Gibbs, Sir Frederick Godson, Mr. Goulding, 
Mr. H. D. Greene, Mr. Haldane, Mr. Harwood, Mr. T. M. Healy, Mr. 
James Heath, Mr. Helder, Mr. Hemphill, Mv. Henry Hobhouse, Mr. 
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John Hutton, Mr. Jacoby, Mr. Brynmor Jones, Mr. Jordan, Mr. 
Lees Knowes, Mr. W. F. Lawrence, Sir Joseph Leese, Mr. Lloyd 
Morgan, Mr. Loder, Mr. A. K. Loyd, Mr. Lyttelton, Mr. MacNeill, 
Mr. Middlemore, Mr. William Moore, Mr. Arthur Morton, Mr. 
Newdigate, Captain Norton, Sir Francis Sharpe Powell, Lieutenant- 
Colon el Pryce-Jones, Sir Robert Reid, Mr. Remnant, Mr. Matthew 
White Ridley, Mr. Bryn Roberts, Mr. Parker Smith, Mr. Soames, Mr. 
Solicitor General, Sir Ernest Spencer, Mr. Stevenson, Sir Benjamin 
Stone, Mr. Thornton, Mr. Ure, Sir Howard Vincent, Mr. Robert 
Waliace, Mr. Whitley, and Sir James Woodhouse. 


. Hatsgy further reported from the Committee; That, in Pursuance 
of the provisions of the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, they had selected the following fifteen Members to form the 
Parliamentary Panel of Members of this House to act as Com- 
missioners :—Mr. Emmott, Mr. John Edward Gordon (Elgin), Mr. 
Charles Hobhouse, Mr. Alfred Hutton, Mr. Brynmor Jones, Mr. 
A. K. Loyd, Mr. MacCrae, Mr. Pym, Sir Charles Renshaw, Mr. Abel 
Smith, Mr. Parker Smith, Sir Walter Thorburn, Mr. Eugene Wason, 
Mr. John Wilson (Falkirk), and Mr. Wylie. 


Reports to lie upon the Table 


NEW BILLS. 


Local Authorities Officers’ Superannuation Bill. —“ To enable local autho- 
rities to adopt the provisions of the Poor Law Officers’ Superannuation Act, 
1896,” presented by Captain Jessel ; supported by Mr. Hay, Mr. Galloway, 
Mr. Atherley-Jones, Sir Seymour King, Sir Blundell Maple, Mr. Sinclair, 
Major Rasch, Mr. Freeman-Thomas, and Mr. Wanklyn ; to be read a second 
time upon Thursday next, and to be printed. [Bill 69.] “a fat i 


Criminal Aliens Bill.—‘‘To exclude and deport Criminal Aliens,” presented 
by Sir Howard Vincent ; supported by Mr. Forde Ridley, Mr. Cohen, Mr. 
Claude Hay, Mr. Plummer, Mr. Cathcart Wason, Mr. Harry Samuel, Sir 
Blundell Maple, Mr. Vicary Gibbs, and Major Rasch ; to be read a second 
time upon Friday 20th March, and to be printed. (Bill 70.} iu . 1242 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. ] 


Civi. Services (SUPPLEMENTARY) EsTIMATES, 1902-3—Cuass II.—£3,700 
(Supplementary), Colonial Office. 


Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) ... 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) . 

Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) 

Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Denn) swe se 
The Postmaster General (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) 
Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) pd ose oe 


Vote agreed to. 
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Cuass V. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a Supplementary sum, not 
emcee £1; ,016,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1903, for sundry Colonial Services, inc iidiee a 
Grant-in-Aid :” 


Mr. Whitley (Halifaz) 

Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... 

Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, Mansfeld) 
Mr. Gibson Bowles . 

Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burgh) 

Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... 

Mr. Winston Churchill (Oldham) . 

Sir John Gorst (Cambridge Univer sity) 

Sir Brampton Gurdon (Norfolk, N.) di 
Tieut.-Col. George Kemp ne ~ “ 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) .. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum not exceeding 
.£1,015,900 be granted for the said Service.”~ (Mr. Lough.) 


Mr. Gibson Bowles .. 

Mr. Sydney Buaton (T ‘ower Hamlets, Poplar ) 

Sir Robert Mowbray (Lambeth, Briton) 

Sir J. Blundell Maple gegen ts Dulwich) at 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. , 

Sir Robert Reid 

Sir John Gorst 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 215; Noes, 148. (Division List, No. 14.) 


ARMY SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE, 1902-3.—£100 (Supplementary) Pay, ete., 
of the Army. 


Sir J. Blundell Maple... 

The - inancial Secretary to the War Opie (Lard Stanley lutne cushive, 
Westhoughton) : 

Sir Arthur Hayter ( Walsall) p - os a 

Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E. ) ; ‘ 

The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodr ick, Surrey rey, Gu wildford) 

Mr Courtenay Warner _— Lichfield). 

Mr. Seely (Lincoln) d 

Sir Joseph Leese ( Lancashire, Accrin glon) 

Mr. Soares (Devonshire, seein te 

Lord Stanley ep 

Sir J. Blundell Maple 

Mr. Charles Hobhouse 

Mr. Brodrick 


Vote agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported To-morrow ; Committee to sit again To-morrow. 
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Suppty [2ND Marcu, AFTERNOON SITTING]. 


Resolutions reported— 


(ivi. Services (SUPPLEMENTARY) EstTrMATEs, 1902-3. —C ass I. 


1. “That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £7,500, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1903, for 
Expenditure in respect of Royat Palaces and Marlborough House.” 


Ciass III. 


2, “That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £20,300, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, for the 
Expenses of the Prisons in England and Wales.” 


Crass VIL. 


3, “That a sum, not exceeding £70,000, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, to repay to the India 
Office the Repianes of the Entertainment in this Country of Indian 
Representative Visitors at the Coronation of His Majesty.” 


Crass II. 


4. “That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £2,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1903, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of certain services transferred from the 
Mercantile Marine Fund, and other services connected with the 
Mercantile Marine.” 


Crass V, 


5. “That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £10,000, be granted to 
His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, for the 
expenses in connection with His Majesty’s Embassies, Missions, and of 
Consular Establishments abroad, and other Expenditure chargeable on 
the Consular Vote.” 


Resolutions agreed to ... 
Suppty [2Np Marcu, EvENING SITTING]. 
Resolutions reported. 
Civi, Services (SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 


Crass V. 


1. “That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £69,600, be granted to 
His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, for the 
Grant in aid of the British Protectorate in East Africa.” 
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Crass II. 


2. “That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £620, be granted to His 

Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, for the Salarics 
and Reoeies of the General Valuation and Boundary Survey of 
Ireland.” 


Crass IV. 


3. “That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £292,807, be granted to 
His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1903, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Board of Education.” 

4. ‘That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £28,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come.in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1903, for the 
Expenses of the Commissioners of National Education in Ireland.” 


Resolutions agreed to 


And, there being no further Business set down for the Afternoon Sitting, 
Mr. SPEAKER left the Chair until this Evening’s Sitting. 





EVENING SITTING. 
MINISTRY OF COMMERCE. 


Mr. Hoult (Cheshire, Wirral) — .. 
Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr Tyd vil) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the constitution of the Board 
of Trade has become obsolete, and this House is of opinion that a 
Department presided over by a Minister of Commerce and Industry, 
having the status of a principal Secretary of State, should be sub- 
stituted for the present Office, to which should be entrusted all 
matters more particularly appertaining to commerce and industry, 
and to that end that an inquiry should be forthwith instituted with 
the view of re-arranging the duties and functions of existing Depart- 
ments.” —(Mr. Hoult.) 


Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) 


Amendment proposed— 

“To leave out from the word ‘That,’ to the end of the Question, 
and add the words ‘with a view tv administrative efficiency, this 
House calls on His Majesty’s Government to undertake a redistribution 
of duties between the various Government Departments concerned, 
with due regard to the interests of labour.’”—(S¢r Charles Dilke.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


Sir Albert Rollit eines S.) 

Mr. Bell (Derby) ... 

Mr. Randles (Cumberland, "Cocker mouth) .. 

Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) . 

Mr. Louis Sinclair (Essesx, Romford) ies ore we 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) ... 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Bank Holidays (Ireland) Bill. 
(In Committee. ) 
Mr. O Mara (Kilkenny, 8.) 


The House adjourned at ten minutes before Twelve o'clock. 


In pursuance of Standing Order No. 1, “Sittings of the House,” I hereby 
nominate—The Right Hon. Arthur Frederick Jeffreys, The Right Hon. 
Charles Beilby Stuart-Wortley, The Right Hon. Henry Hobhouse, Mr. 
John Edward Ellis, and Mr. Edward Blake, to act during this session as 
temporary Chairmen of Committees when requested by the Chairman of 
Ways and Means. 

WitittaM Court GULLY... oes ose ‘ie nas Speaker. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, WEDNESDAY, 4rH MARCH, 1903. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAys AND MEANS.—The Clerk at the Table informed 
the House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means 





NEW WRIT. 


For the County of Sussex (Eastern or Rye Division), in the room of Colonel 
Arthur Montague Brookfield, His Majesty’s Consul at Monte Video.— 
(Sir Alewander Acland-Hood.) “WED regs bis P 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
London Building Act (Amendment) Bill.—Order [24th February] that 


the London Building Acts (Amendment) Bill be read a second time, read 
and discharged—-Bill withdrawn.—(.Vr. Caldwell.) .... 


Romford and District Tramways Bill.—‘ To authorise the Empire Electric 
Light and Power Company, Limited, to construct tramways in Romford 
and the adjoining districts in the County of Essex ; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Page 


. 1540 


1341 


. 1341 


. 1341 


Bills « 134] 
PETITIONS. 

DETENTION OF Poor PERSONS (SCOTLAND) BriLL.—Petitions in favour: from 
Kinellar ; Newhills; Garioch ; Arbilot ; Stirling; Strathdon ; Old Deer ; 
Maryton ; Auchterarder ; Cumbraes ; Dalziel ; and Bothwell; to lie upon 
the Table ; ee wad ner Sa . 1341 

SALE oF INTOXICATING Liguors ON SuNDAY BILL.—Petition from West 
Dulwich, in favour, to lie upon the Table ; as 48 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

LocaL TAXATION (RoyAL Commission).—Copy presented, of Index to the 

Reports of the Royal Commission on Local Taxation [by Command] ; to lie 
te nas . 1342 


upon the Table ... -_ at : 
VOL. CXVIII. [FourTH SERIES] m 
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ForEIGN ‘TRADE AND ComMERCE.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
3rd March; Mr. Gerald Balfour); to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Sea FisHeries REGULATION Act, 1888.—Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Board of Trade, under the provisions of the said Act, for the variation of 
their Order creating the Devon Sea Fisheries District, together with Report 
by pesto on ited [by Act] to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 5 as , _ nd ne -~ i ; 


CENSUS OF SCOTLAND, 1901.—Copy presented, of Eleventh Decennial Census of 
the population of Scotland, taken 31st March, 1901, with Report (Vol. IL.) 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table _ — te ; 


TuRKEY (No. 2, 1903).—Copy presented, of further correspondence respecting 
the affairs of South Eastern Europe (reforms in the administration of the 
Vilayets of Salonica, Monastir, and Kossovo) |by Command |; to lie upon 
the ‘Table si pe as ata ne ; 


Post Orrice (Conrract FOR ACCELERATED MaIL SERVICE TO AND FROM 
IRELAND, VIA CARLISLE, STRANRAER, AND LARNE).-—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 25th February ; Mr. Hayes Fisher] ; to lie wpon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 56] ‘ a en ha i“ 


Lanp Recistry (NEW BUILDINGS) Act, 1900.—Account presented, showing 
the money issued from the Consolidated Fund, under the provisions of the 
Land Registry (New Buildings) Act, 1900, and of the Expenditure; the 
money expended and borrowed and the securities created under the said 
Act, for the period ended the 31st March, 1902 ; together with the Report 
of the Comptroller and Auditor General thereon [by eel to lie = the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 57] ae sie 


Army (KeEcRUITING).—Copy presented, of Annual Report of the Inspector 
General of recruiting for 1902 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Army (MEMORANDUM ON EstTIMATEs.—Copy presented, of Memorandum of the 
Secretary of State relating to the Army Estimates of 1903-1904 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table .. - sm 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Consular 
Reports, Annual Series, No. 2941 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table ... 


East INpia (INCOME AND EXPENDITURE).—Address for “Return of the Net 
Income and Expenditure of British India, under certain specified heads, for 
the eleven years from 1891-1892 to 1901-1902 (in continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Paper, No. 93, of Session 1902).”—(Sir Henry Fowler.) 


Foop Suppties (IMporTep).—Return ordered, “showing annually, for each year 
since 1870, inclusive, in a — a form, the imported quantities of (1) 
wheat, wheat meal, and flour; (2) meat, including animals for food; 
and (3) sugar retained for home consumption ; ; and also the countries from 
which these supplies of food were derived.”—(Mr. D. 4. Thomas.)... 


SHANGHAI (CONSULAR JURISDICTION).—Address for “Return, giving modus 
virendi adopted with regard to Consular Jurisdiction in International Settle- 
ment at Shanghai.” —-(Mr. Joseph Walton.) 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


LocaL GOVERNMENT Act, 1888—-AMENDMENT OF SECTION 26.—Question, 
Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea Districts); Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


PHARMACY ACT—SCHEDULE A.—Questiun, Col. Long (Worcestershire, 
Evesham) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour re a ads mn 


Roap Construction AT LETTERS, Ross-sHIRE.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross 
and Cromarty) ; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray sie ati re 


ScorcH EpucaTioN—PAYMENT OF GRANTS.—Question, Sir John Long 
(Dundee) ; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray... ade x oe BS 


WoRKING OF SMALL HoLpincs AcT IN SCOTLAND.—Question, Capt. Sinclair 
(Forfarshire) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury... ae Wie i 


LABOURERS IN THE DUBLIN ORDNANCE STORES—RATES OF PAY.—Question, 
Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


TELEGRAPHIC SERVICE—UNDERGROUND W1iRE.—Question, Sir John aii 
Auswer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain eh er : ahs 


OMAGH Post OFFICE—INSUFFICIENT STAFF.—Question, Mr. Murnaghan 
(Tyrone, Mid.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... - die i 


FoREIGN OFFICE QUESTIONS IN PARLIAMENT--Cost OF ‘TELEGRAMS.— 
Question, Mr. Heywood Johnstone (Sussex, Horsham); Answer, Lord 
Cranborne wid oe waa — 


CuinA—RaAILWAY CONSTRUCTION BY THE PEKIN SYNDICATE.—Question, Mr. 
Yerburgh (Chester) ; Answer, Lord Cranborne pon dine “ 


ARGENTINE CATTLE LANDED AT LIVERPOOL.—Question, Mr. elenteaniand 
(Limerick, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury ish ‘a ‘is re 


TEACHERS IN [IRISH NATIONAL SCHOOLS. 
(Kerry, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 





Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell 

LAND PURCHASE (IRELAND) RETURN.—Question, Mr. Mansfield (Lincolnshire, 

Spalding) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... eee dav ioe ses i 
QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Report ON ARMY RECRUITING.—Question, Mr. Winston Churchill (Oldham) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


Tue RESERVE.—-Question, Mr. Winston Churchill ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 
Army OFFICERS. —Questions, Colonel Welby (Taunton) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 


IRELAND AND THE VOLUNTEERS. asain Mr. Sloan veaeaanne 8. di ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick ' aa ; vad ; , “ 


Army DiIscHARGES.— CERTIFICATES OF CHARACTER.—Questions, Mr. Herbert 
Samuel (Yorkshire, Cleveland) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick ; 


Hone KonG DEFENCES.—- iach Mr. Weir om ey ssid Mr. 
Brodrick ie ; a! ne 
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TRANSFERS FROM THE MILITIA TO THE ARMY.—Question, Mr. Claude Hay 
(Shoreditch, Hoxton) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ; — ne 


DINGWALL BARRACKS. —Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 

THE Deatu or LigvTENANT BoyLe.— Question, Sir J. Fergusson (Manchester, 
N.E.); Answer, The Postmaster General (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire, E.) 


NAVAL GUNNERY.—Question, Mr. Reginald Lucas (Portsmouth) ; Answer, The 
Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. ‘Arnold- Forster, Belfast, W.) 


ENGINEER OFFICERS IN THE NAvy.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn 
Regis); Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster... + - 


UNITED STATES AND THE NEWFOUNDLAND FISHERIES. —-Question, Sir Charles 
Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean); Answer, The Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs (Lord Cranborne, Rochester) 


Lasour CoLonies IN HOLLAND.—Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason (Orkney and 
Shetland) ; Answer, Lord Cranborne ... ‘ ” 


Britisu East AFRICA PROTECTORATE.— Question, Mr. Herbert Samuel ; Answer, 
Lord Cranborne 


ALIENS IN BritisH Prisons. — Questions, Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton) ; Answers, The Secretary of State for the Home ~— tment - 
Akers Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’ s) as ‘ 


LONDON AND NorTH-WESTERN RAILWAY—-REHOUSING OF THE LABOURING 
CLAss.—Question, Mr. Claude Hay ; Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas.. 


GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS BEFORE THE COMMISSION ON ALIEN IMMIGRATION.— 
Question, Mr. Bull (Hammersmith); Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas ... 


LICENSING ACT—INTERNAL COMMUNICATION.—Question, Mr. David Morgan 
(Essex, Walthamstow) ; Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas 


SMALLPOX IN STAFFORDSHIRE POTTERIES.—Question, Mr. Coghill (Stoke-upon- 
Trent); Answer, The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. 
Walter Long, Bristol, W.) 


NortH SEA FIsHERIES.—Question, Mr Weir; Answer, The President of the 
Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) ~~ 

AvocH CHANNEL, Ross-SHIRE.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Gerald 
Balfour ... “ne bes ee i 


NATIONAL Foop SuppLiES.—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas a Tydvil) ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ve sad war : , 


Ross-SHIRE RoADs.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. 
A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) a ar “en a ws 


ScorrisH FisHERY CRUISER “ GARLAND.”—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. 
A. Graham Murray _... sen _ one — on 


Essex Epucation GRANT.-—Question, Major Rasch (Essex, Epping) ; Answer, 
The Secretary to the Board of Education (Sir William Anson, Oxford 
University) i“ wa iit sole 
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EDUCATION ACT. — Question, Mr, Levy (Leicestershire, elit etiaai 
Answer, Sir William Anson... sds ava a . 1360 


BourRNEA MEpDICAL Orricer.—Question, Mr. Kendal O’Brien (Tipperary, 
Mid.) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 1361 


IrRtsH EDUCATIONAL GRANT.—Question, Mr. Thomas O'Donnell (Kerry, N.) ; 


Answer, Mr. Wyndham . 8361 
GUN LICENCES IN IRELAND —CAsE OF WILLIAM MAXWELL.—-Question, Mr. 
Sloan ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham i sae ius a ae ... 1361 


LIMERICK ARTIZANS’ DWELLINGS LOAN.—Question, Mr, Joyce (Limerick) ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hayes Fisher, 
Fulham)... see ea ae = ae. eas ited a ..» 1362 


TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION WITH SCOTLAND——DAMAGE BY STORM.— Question, 
Mr. Parker Smith (Lanarkshire, Partick) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 1362: 


DEFENCES OF GIBRALTAR.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answer, The Prime 
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NEW BILL, 


Market Gardeners’ Compensation Bill.“ To remove certain doubts as to 
the meaning of The Market Gardeners’ Compensation Act, 1895,” pre- 
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County Councils (Bills in Parliament) Bill.—‘ To amend the Local Govern- 
ment Act, 1888, by empowering County Councils to promote Bills in 
Parliament,” presented by Mr. Walter Long; supported by Mr. Grant 
Lawson ; to be read a second time to-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 71.] 1366 


Ministry of Commerce Bill.—“ To referm, co-ordinate, and define our Com- 
mercial Administration and to create a Ministry of Commerce,” presented 
by Mr. Louis Sinclair ; to be read a second time upon W: Vednesday, 18th 
March, and to be printed. {Bill 73.}... on in ..» 1366 
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SuppLy [3rp MarcH}. 
Resolutions reported :— 
CiviL SERVICES (SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATES, 1902-3.—CLAss II. 


1. “That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £3,700, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March 1903, for the salaries 


and expenses of the Department of His Majesty’s Secretary of State 
for the Colonies.” 


Cuass V. 


2. ‘That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £1,016,000, be granted to 


His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year — on the 31st day of March, 1903, for 
sundry Colonial Services, including a Grant-in-Aid.” 


First Resolution agreed to. 
Second Resolution read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That this House doth 
agree with the Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) .. 
The Postmaster General (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcester shire, E. ).. 
Mr. Sydney Buaton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) 


The Financial Secretary to the Treasury - Mr. Hayes Fisher, Fulham) 
Mr. Cohen (Is 7 E.)... ati 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, Si)... 


Question put. 
The House divided : Ayes, 163 ; Noes, 120. (Division List No. 15.) 
ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY) EstiMATE, 1902-3. 


“That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £100, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, for Expendi- 
ture in Excess of that provided for in the original Army ‘Estimates for 
the year for the Pay, etc., of the Army.” 


Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) 

Tke Secretary of State for War (Mr: Brodrick, Surrey, G wildford) 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) 

Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lic ified) . 

Mr. Heir (Ross and Cromarty) oa > 


Resolution agreed to. 


NAVAL RESERVE FOorCEs. 
The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 


“Bill to provide for the Constitution of a Royal Naval Volunteer 
Reserve, and a Force of Royal Marine Volunteers, and otherwise amend the 
Law relating to His Majesty’s Naval Forces ;” ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Arnold-Forster and Mr. Pretyman. 
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Naval Forces Bill—‘“To provide for the Constitution of a Royal Naval 
Volunteer Reserve, and a Force of Royal Marine Volunteers, and otherwise 
amend the Law relating to His Majesty’s Naval Forces,” presented 
accordingly, and read the “first time ; to be read a second time To-morrow, 
and to be printed. [Bill 74.] 
LICENSING (SCOTLAND) AcTs AMENDMENT. 
The Lord Advocate, Mr. 4. Graham Murray apatite ... 1384 
Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) ‘ , ‘ .-» 1395 
Sir James Fergusson (Manchester, NE.) ... 1399 
Mr, Munro Fergusson (Leith Burghs) ... 1401 
Mr. Parker Smith (Lanarkshire, _—. ..» 1402 
Major Jameson (Clare, W.) . ‘a ... 1403 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) ... 1404 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) ... .. 1405 
“ Bill to amend the Licensing (Scotland) Acts, 1828 to 1897,” ordered 
to be brought in by the Lord Adve ocate, Mr. Solicitor General for "Scotland, 
and Mr. Anstruther. 
er (Scotland) Acts Amendment Bill.— “ To amend the Licensing 
(Scotland) Acts, 1828 to 1897,” presented accordingly, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
| Bill 75.; 
SALE OF ADULTERATED BUTTER. 
ee ae ee a“ nea an . 1407 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ... 1410 
Mr. A. K. Loyd (Berkshire, Abingdon) . ..- 1410 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) ... 1411 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) 0 ss .. 1413 
Siv Edward Strachey (Somersetshire, 8.) .. .-. 1414 
Mr. Heywood Johnstone (Sussex, weigasc ... 1415 
Mr. Gilhooly (Cork County, W. de. w» 1415 
Mr. Soures (Devonshire, Bar nstuple) ... 1416 
Mr. O’ Mara (Kidkenny, 8.) ..- 1416 
Mr. Lundon (Limerick, E.) .-- 1417 
Mr. Joyce (Limerick) : .-» 1418 
Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs :) ... 1419 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) ... . 1420 
“Bill to amend the Law with regard to the sale of Adulterated 
Butter,” ordered to be brought in by “Mr. Hanbury and Mr. Secretary 
Akers Douglas. 
‘Sale of Adulterated Butter Bill.‘ To amend the Law with regard to the 
sale of Adulterated Butter,” presented accordingly, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 76.] 
Employment of Children Bill. 
The Secretary of State for the Home mee ene Akers menage 
Kent, St. Augustine’s) F 1422 
Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee)... .-» 1423 
Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) = . 1424 
Sir John Gorst (Cambridge University) .» 1424 
. 1425 


Dr, Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) 
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Mr. Middlemove (Birmingham, ss 
Mr. John Burns ( Battersea) 

Str George Bartley (Islington, N. ) 
Mr. Shackleton (Lancashire, Clitheroe) 
Mr. Broadhurst ( Leicester) 2 


“Bill to make better provision for regulating the employment of 
children,” ordered to be brought in by Mr. Secretary Akers Douglas and 
Mr. Cochrane. 


Employment of Children Bill.—‘“'To make better provision for regulating 
the employment of children,” presented accordingly, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 77 


MUNICIPAL TRADING. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That it is expedient that a Select 
Committee of this House be appointed to join with a Committee of 
the Lords to consider and report as to the principles which should 
govern powers given by Bills and Provisional Orders to municipal and 
other local authorities for industrial enterprise within or without the 
area of their jurisdiction.”-—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, S.) 

Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) 

Mr. Galloway (Manchester, SW ) 

Mr. Vicary Gibbs (Hertfordshire, St. Albuns) ahs 
The President of the Board of Trade —_ Gerald Balfour, “Leeds, + Central 
Mr. John Burns ( Battersea) - 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed To morrow. 


EVENING SITTING. 
TRADES UNIONS. 


Mr. Pemberton (Sunderland) 
Mr. Haldane (Haddingtonshire) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a Committee be appointed 
to inquire into the existing law as it affects Trades Unions, and report 
what, if any, alterations should be made therein.”—(Mr. Peinberton.) 


Mr. Galloway (Manchester, S.W.) ... . a ees - - 


Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out the word ‘Committee’ and insert the word 
‘Commission’ instead thereof.”—(I/r. Galloway.) 


Question proposed, “That the word ‘Committee’ stand part of the 
Question.” 


Mr. James Hope (Sheffield, Br sie 
Mr. Bell (Derby) 

Mr. Lawson Walton (Le eds, s. ) 

Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) 


Page 


1426 


. 1497 


1429 
1429 
1429 


1430 
1432 


. 1433 


1434 
1435 
. 1437 


... 1438 
. 1439 


1440 


.. 1443 
... 1444 
... 1445 

. 1447 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. elxxxv 


age Mar 4.} Page 
426 Mr. Stuart Wortley (Sheffield, Hallum) ... im ait ne ... 1448 
127 Mr. Shackleton (Lancashire, Clitheroe)... ye a ose ... 1449 
H29 Mr. White Ridley (Stalybridge)... iad re ie én ... 1450 
129 Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, E.) -— ... 1450 
129 The Solicitor General (Sir Edward Cars con, “Dublin U ‘niversity) ae ..- 1452 


Amendment by leave, withdrawn. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
EARLY CLOSING OF SHOPS. 


Mr. Price (Norfolk BE.) ... ate des eae ae ... 1453 
Sir John Gorst (Cambridge Univer sity) ich “as enn as .-» 1456 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That, in the opinion of this House, the umnecessarily 
long hours of labour in shops are injurious to the health and well- 
being of all concerned ; that it is desirable that Borough and District 
Councils should be authorised to obtain Provisional Orders making 
such regulations in respect to the closing of shops and the limitation 
of the hours of labour of shop workers as may seem to them to be 





30 necessary for the areas under their jurisdiction, thus effectively carrying 

32 out the recommendation of the Select Committee of the House of Lords 

33 on Early Closing of Shops, as embodied in paragraph 15 of the Report 

34 of 1901.”—(Mr. Price.) 

35 

37 Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, E.) am sion . 1459 
Sir Frederick Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) . a am ... 1462 
Mr. Yowxall (Nottingham, W.)  . eas a ... 1464 
Lieutenant Colonel Geo. Kemp (Lancashire, Hepeond) ion ne .-. 1465 
Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) , a me ... 1466 
Major Evans-Gordon (Tower Hamlets, Stepney) “ee re oe ... 1468 
Mr. John Burns (Battersea) . 1469 
The Secretary of State for the Home Depun tment (Mr “Akers ; Douglas, 

Kent, St. Augustine’s) ; pes . 1471 

Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, ‘Forest of Dean) vias ius ... 1475 

8 

9 Resolved, ‘That, in the opinion of this House, the unnecessarily long hours 


of labour in shops are injurious to the health and well-being of all 
concerned ; that it is desirable that Borough and District Councils 
shoul be authorised to obtain Provisional Orders making such 
regulations in respect to the closing of shops and the limitation of the 
hours of labour of shop workers as may seem to them to be necessary 
0 for the areas under their jurisdiction ; thus effectively carrying out the 
recommendation of the Select Committee of the House of Lords on 
Early Closing of Shops, as embodied in paragraph 15 of the Report of 
1901.”—(Mr. Price.) 


School Board Electorate (Scotland) Bill.—Order for Second Reading read. 
Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ... “a ie eis ose .. 1476 


Second Reading deferred till Wednesday next. 


“~T Ot im Oe 


Adjourned at two minutes after Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS : THURSDAY, 5rH MARCH, 1903. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been com- 
plied with : 


Harrow and Stanmore Gas [H.L.]. 

Taff Vale Railway [H.L.]. 

London and North-Western Railway [H.L.]. 
North’s Navigation Colleries [H.L.}. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


Gosport, Fareham and Cosham Tramways Bill [.L.].—Presented ; read 
1* ; and referred to the Examiners. 


Manchester Southern Tramways (Cheshire) Bill ps. .] ; Manchester 
Southern Tramways (Lancashire) Bill [H.L.].—-Presented, and read 1*. 


Pife Electric Power Bill [.L.] ; Barry Railway Bill [H. a) Bournmouth Gas 
and Water Bill [H#.1.] ; Cardiff Railway Bill [H.L.] ; Exeter Railway Bill 


H.L.| ; Hexham Gas Bill [H.L.] ; Knott End Railw ay (Extension of Lay 
ill [HL] ; London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway Bill [H.L. 
Nantwich Gas Bill [H.L. ; South Wales Mineral Railway Bill 

South Western and Isle of Wight Junction Railway Bill [H.L.] ; 
Wellington (Salop) Gas Bill [H. me Western Trust Bill [H.L.] ; Wirral 
Railway Bill [u.L.] ; British Gas Light Company (Norwich) Bill [H.L.] ; 
Cleveland and Durham County Electric Power Bill [H.t.] ; Dudley, Stour- 
bridge, and District Tramways Bill [H.L.] Pelican and British Empire Life 
Oftice Bill [1.L] ; Plymouth and Stonehouse Gas Bill [1.1.] ; Poole and 
District Electric Traction Bill [H.1.] ; Port Talbot Railwey and Docks Bill 
_ L.] ; Queensland Investment and Land Mortgage Bill [H.L.] ; South- 
fastern and London, Chatham and Dover Railways Bill - LJ); Stafford- 
shire and Worcestershire Canal Bill [H.L.]—Read 2*. R we 


Cae Faversham Ges Bill [H.L.] ; Hastings Tramways (Extensions) Bill 


Birmingham District Tramways Bill [u.1.]; Chatham and District Light 
Railways Bill [H.L.]; Croydon and District. Electric Tramways Bill; 
Harrrow Road and Paddington Tramways Bill; Hove, Worthing and 
District Tramways Bill | L.] ; Macclesfield and District Electric Tramways 
Bill [H.L.]; Metropolitan District Railway (Various Powers) Bill; Mid 
Yorkshire Tramways Bill [H. ed Sheffield Corporation Bill; Shepshed 
Urban District Council Gas Bil {H.L.] ; South Lancashire Tramways Bill 
” .L.]; South Staffordshire Tramways Bill [H.1.]; Strabane and Letter- 

senny Railway Bill; Tynemouth and District Tramways Bill [H.L.]; 
Preston and Horwich Tramways Bill [H.L.] ; Manchester Southern ‘Tram- 
ways (Lancashire) Bill [H.L.] ; Manchester Southern Tramways (Cheshire) 
Bill [H.L.]; Wigan Corporation Tramways Bill; Lanarkshire and 
Dumbartonshire Railway Bill ; Derby Gas Bill |H.L.]; Gosport, Fareham, 
and Cosham, Tramways Bill (iH. L.]; Wakefield and District ‘Tramways Bill 
- A.) ; London County Council (Tramways and Improvements) Bill.— 
ixaminer’s Certificates of non-compliance with the Standing Orders referred 
to the Standing Orders Committee on Thursday next 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TurkEY, No. 2 (1903).—Further correspondence respecting the affairs of South- 
Eastern Europe (reforms in the administration of the vilayets of Salonika, 
Monastir, and Kossovo) 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—No. 2491. France (trade of French 
Guinea for 1901) si ae Kid : 


Census (SCOTLAND), 1901.—Eleventh decennial census of the population of 
Scotland, taken 31st March, 1901 ; with Report. (Vol. IT.) as 


ECCLESIASTICAL CoMMISSION.—Fifty-fifth Report from the Ecclesiastical Com- 
missioners for England ; with an Appendix ... es iis ee 


LocaL TAXATION. —Index to the Reports of the Royal Commission on Local 
Taxation.. ans mh ‘ae sn 


University EDUCATION IN IRELAND (RoyAL CoMMIssION).—Final Report of 
the Commissioners appointed to inquire into the present conditions of the 
higher, general, and technical education available in Ireland outside Trinity 
College, Dublin ; with an beiunnsis pr esented d [by amenities and ordered 
to lie on the Table “ ~ 


SEA FISHERIES REGULATION AcT, 1888.—Order made by the Board of Trade 
under the provisions of the Act for the variation of their order creating the 
Devon Sea Fisheries District, together with report by inspector on inquiry 


LEEWARD IsLANDS.—Amended pr ison rules relating to the employment of hard 
labour (male prisoners) ; laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and 
ordered to lie on the Table - os ons wes ~ ‘ss 


" NEW BILL. 
Electric angnting (London) Bill (H.u.).—A Bill to provide for the adjust- 
a 


ment in accordance with changes of boundary effected under the London 
Government Act, 1899, of the areas within which local authorities and com 
panies are authorised to supply electricity.— Was an by the Lord 
Wolverton ; read 1*, and to be printed. [No. 10.] . ‘ in 


ARMY ORGANISATION, 
Earl Carrington 


Moved to resolve, “That in the opinion of this House, His Majesty’s 
Government should reconsider their scheme of military organisation, 
having regard to the experience of the war in South Africa, and to the 
naval and military requirements of the Empire.”—(The Earl 
Carrington.) 


The Duke of Bedford , . 
The Under Secretary of State a War (The Earl ‘of Hardwicke) 
Lord Monkswell ... f 
Lord Lovat 

The Earl of Aberdeen 

Lord Harris Be 

Lord Denman i 

The First Lord of the Admiralty 'y (The Earl of Selbor Ne) ... 

Earl Spencer 

The Secretary of State for Foreign A firs (1 ‘he Marquess of Lansdowne) 


On Question, their Lordships divided :—Contents, 15 ; Non-Contents, 51. 


House adjourned at ten minutes before Nine o'clock, till To-morrow, 
half-past Ten o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 5rH MARCH, 1903. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 

[He CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND MEANS —The Clerk at the Table informed the 

House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 CoMPLIED WITH)..-Mr. SPEAKER laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, that, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, viz. 

Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway Bill. 
Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and Harbours Bill. 
Ordered, that the Bills be read a second time 1537 

PRIVATE BILLs (STANDING OrDER 63 ComMPLIgED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, that, in the ease of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order No. 63 has been complied with, viz. 

Burgess Hill and St. John’s Common Gas Bill. 
Ordered, that the Bill be read a second time 1538 
Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation Bill ; Stoke Newington Borough Council 
Bill—Read a Second time, and committed . 1538 


PETITIONS, 
BettinG.—Petition from Keynsham, for Legislation ; to lie upon the Table... 1538 
DETENTION OF Poor PERSONS (SCOTLAND) BiLt.—Petitions in favour 

Heriot ; Ochiltree; Inch; Maybole; Kirkcowan ; and Cardross ; 
upon the Table ... 


: From 
to lie 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SuNDAY BiLu.—Petition from St. John’s 
Wood, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ECCLESIASTICAL COMMISSION.—Copy presented, of ‘oe fifth Report from the 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners for England, with an Appendix [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table .. , . 1539 

University Epucation IN IRELAND (RoYAL CoMMIssion).—Copy presented 
of Final Report of the Commissioners appointed to inquire into the present 
conditions of the higher, general, and technical education available in Ireland 


outside Trinity College, Dublin, with an or [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table ... eae oe dia ats se - 


1539 





LEEWARD IsLANDS.—Copy presented, of Amended Prison Rules relating to 


Employment of Hard Labour Male Prisoners [by —_ to lie upon the 
Table , ‘i : - oad . 1539 


Papers laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House : 


INQUIRY INTO CHARITIES (ADMINISTRATIVE COUNTY OF DURHAM). 
Return relative thereto 


to be printed. [No. 58. 


—Further 
jeans 14th February, 1900 ; J/r. Grant Lawson] ; 
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Inquiry INTO CHARITIES (CoUNTY OF LANCASTER).-~Further Return relative 


thereto [ordered 8th August, 1898 ; Mr. Grant Lawson]; to be printed. 
[No. 59.] 


Page 





Inquiry INTO CHARITIES (CoUNTY OF WILTs).-- Further Return relative thereto 
(ordered 9th August, 1901 ; Mr. Griffith Boscawen] ; to be printed. | No. 60. | 


CHARITABLE ENDOWMENTS (LONDON). — Further Return relative thereto [ordered 
2nd August, 1894; Mr. Francis Stevenson}; to be printed. [No. 61.) ... 153) 


LEAD POISONING IN EARTHENWARE AND CHINA Works.— Address for “ Return 
of the cases of Lead Poisoning reported as occurring in China and Earthen- 
ware Works during the years 1899 to 1902, showing (1) the number of 
cases in the several classes of works and in the various processes, the 
number of persons employed, and the proportion of cases to persons 

1537 employed ; (2) the number of cases occurring in each month of the year ; 

(3) particulars as to the character of the attacks ; ; (4) the number of persons 
suspended in certain districts by the C ertifying Surgeons (in continuation 
of Parliamentary Paper, No. 61, of Session 1902).”—(Mr. Cochrane.) ... 1540 


INQUIRY INTO CHARITIES (COUNTY BOROUGH OF BARROW-IN-FURNESS). Return 
ordered, “ compiising (1) the Report made to the Charity Commissioners, 
in the result of an Inquiry held in the County Borough of Barrow-in- 

1538 Furness into endowments, subject to the provisions of the Charitable 
Trusts Acts, 1853 to 1894, and appropriated in whole or in part for the 
benefit of that County Borough, or of any part thereof, together with the 

1538 Report on those endowments of the Commissioners for inquiring concern- 
ing Charities, 1818 to 1837; (2) a Digest showing whether any, and, if 

any, what such endowments are recorded in the books of the Charity Com- 
missioners in the County Borough; and (3) an_ Index, alphabetically 


1538 arranged, of names and places mentioned in the aol Bt haaicas 
Boseuwen) ve ats oat aia ee 4 ae ... 1540 
1539 QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES, 
CooKERY TEACHERS’ CERTIFICATES.—Question, Mr. Henry Hobhouse (Somerset- 
- shire, E.); Answer, Sir William Anson a de we. ae ... 1540 
539 
TYPHOID IN THE ISLAND OF LEWIS—CLOSING OF SCHOOLS.~—Question, Mr. 
Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray _... ... 1541 
TypHorp AT Ross AND CROMARTY—CAUSE OF OUTBREAK.—-Question, Mr. 
1539 Weir ; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray -_ ok at sees .. 1541 
CONSTRUCTION OF WALL AT SKEGERSTA PIER.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, 
Mr. A. Graham Murray si ses ai a si + ... 1541 
TELEGRAPHIC OFFICE AT ROSSNAKILL, DONEGAL. eee: Mr. O’Doherty 
1539 (Donegal, N.); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... - dis we. 1542 
TELEGRAMS TO AUSTRALIA.—Question, Sir Edward Sassoon (Hythe) ; Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain cm oa ae san ‘i ais ... 1542 
1539 


ALLEGED GRIEVANCES OF SORTER TELEGRAPHISTS AT THE CENTRAL OFFICE, 
Lonpon.—Question, Mr. Cremer (Shoreditch, Haggerston); Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain ae ais ee ty ne aa vay, OES 


FARMERS AND THE BoaRpD OF AGRICULTURE.—Question, Mr. Lloyd-Morgan 
(Carmarthenshire, W.); Answer, Mr. Hanbury _... das as o- 1543 
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PROSECUTIONS UNDER THE FERTILISERS AND FEEDING STUFFS ACT.—Question, 
Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


Epucation Act — PaYMENTS OF GRANTS. —Question, Mr. Talbot (Oxford 
University) ; Answer, Sir William Anson 


H.M.S. “ForMIDABLE”—-PrizE Firinc.—Question, Mr. Harmsworth (Caithness- 
shire) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster ... eis si re 7 - 


GREENWICH OLD AGE PENSIONS. omar Mr. Reginald Lucas; Answer, 
Mr. Pretyman ue ne P _ . 


Gopstone Rurat Districr CouNcIL—EXPENSES OF LITIGATION.—Question, 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


County BouNDARIES—OVERLAPPING AREAS.—Question, Mr. Frederick Wilson 
(Norfolk, Mid); Answer, Mr. Walter Long ... ; ea 


Aupit oF TRANSVAAL GRANT-IN-AID. — Question, Sir Brampton Gurdon 
(Norfolk, N.); Answer, Mr. Hayes Fisher “ns 


RAILWAY WAGONS—STEEL AND IRON AXLE Boxes.—Question, Mr. Nannetti 
(Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


DAMAGE TO Coast AT HALLSANDS, SoutH DEvon.—Question, Mr. Mildmay 
(Devonshire, Totnes) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ... we we 


UNCERTIFIED DEATHS.—Question, Mr. Corrie Grant (Warwickshire, Rugby) ; 
Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas id ‘on , 


CoMMERCIAL TREATY BETWEEN UNITED STATES AND CuBA.—DATE OF RATI- 
FICATION.— Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answer, Lord Cranborne 


DONEGAL AND LONDONDERRY BOUNDARIES—LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD 
INQUIRY.—Question, Mr. O’Doherty (Donegal, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Irish Epucation—AssIsTANT TEACHERS.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell 
(Kerry, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


IRELAND—PURCHASE SCHEME FOR Lapourers’ CoTTaGEs.—Question, Mr. 
Hammond (Carlow, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... - 


IRELAND—-TREATMENT OF HARMLESS LUNATICS. —Question, Mr. Hammond ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham a oun on ‘ 


War Orrick CONTRACTS AND THE Farr WAGE RESOLUTION.—CASE OF Ross 
AND Co., BERMONDSEY.— Question, Capt. Norton, (Newington, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... xa _ aaa dow dnd Bis dea 


ArMY REMOUNTS—PURCHASE FROM FARMERS.—Question, Mr. Soares (Devon- 
shire, Barnstaple) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick : 


South ArFricAN WaR MEDAL.—Question, Sir Gilbert Parker sssnliainid 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. _ ~ wee wes ia on 


Huts as BARRACKS. orem Mr. Cathcart Wason ys and penanends : 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick . ons da 
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QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


A New Navat Bask. —Questions, Sir John Colomb (Gt. Yarmouth) and Mr. 
Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) and Mr. Edward Robertson ( gy ; Answers, 
The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.)... oe aio ai ve Re “ 


THe CASE oF CoLONEL KINLOCK.—Questions, Mr. Bromley Davenport (Ches- 
hire, Macclesfield) ; Answers, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford) : * 


MILITIA AND VOLUNTEER OFFICERS.—Question, Mr. Morrell (Oxfordshire, 
Woodstock) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... — bes me bas fen 


STRENGTH OF THE ARMY.—Questions, Sir J. Dickson Poynder (Wiltshire, 
Chippenham), Mr. Beckett (Yorkshire, N.R., Whitby), Col. Welby 
(Taunton), and Mr. Winston Churchill (Oldham); Answers, Mr. Brodrick 


New Army RiFLE.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles; Answer, The Financial 
Secretary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) 


Cost or SoLpIERS.—Question, General Laurie (Pembroke, Haverfordwest) ; 
Auswer, Lord Stanley ... a ais , ; 


OFFICERS’ UNIFORMS—SELECTION OF CONTRACTORS.-—Questions, Mr. Nannetti 
(Dublin, College Green), and Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.); Answers, Lord Stanley 


H.M.Y. “ ENCHANTREsS.”—Question, Sir William Allen (Gateshead) ; Answer, 
The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 


BATTLESHIP CONSTRUCTION.-—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


DockyARD ESTABLISHMENT.—Question, General Laurie; Answer, The 
Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Woodbridge)... 


BASUTOLAND.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty); Answer, The Post- 
master General (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) 


ARCHBISHOPRIC OF CyprRUS.—Question, Mr. Hugh Law (Donegal, W.); 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain sss aves = -— , 


Coo.tre LABour IN British GuiaNA.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain a bad ee ap ma 


TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION WITH ICELAND.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, 
The Under Secretary of State for Affairs (Lord Cranborne, 
Rochester) os ‘ oi a os ; 


ALIENS AND POLICE PROTECTION.—Question, Mr. Ernest Flower (Bradford, W.) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Siniimmwovas ” Mr. ’Akers 
Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) wes - 


Imports OF PouLTRY-—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The President of the 
Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


RaiLway COMPANIES AND STREET SuB-SOIL. casa Mr. Kimber (Wands- 
worth) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ; « 
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UNDESIRABLE IMMIGRANTS.—Questions, Mr. Ernest Flower and Sir Howard 
Vincent (Shettield, Central) ; Answers, Mr. Gerald Balfour ; 


Hours or Raitway MeEN— ReETURN.—Question, Mr. Bell ; Answer, Mr. Gerald 
Balfour _ ea se a 


BRAKES ON Goops TRAINS.—Question, Mr. Bell ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


OVERTIME IN THE Post OrricE.—Question, Mr. James O'Connor (Wicklow, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain _ rn _ _ ca 


PROTECTION AGAINST Fire.—Question, Mr. Pym (Bedford) ; Answer, The 
President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 8.)... 


KENSINGTON PALACE—SALE OF BUILDING PLOTs.—Questions, Dr. Farquharson 
(Aberdeenshire, W.) and Mr. Lough (Islington, W.); Answers, The 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hayes Fisher, Fulham) .. 


LONDON AND GLOBE FINANCIAL CORPORATION.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill 
(Donegal, 8.); Answer, The Attorney General (Sir Robert Finlay, 
Inverness Burghs) _ saa — ron ae 

SUNDERLAND AND DURHAM COUNTY INSTITUTION FOR THE BLIND.—Question, 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean); Answer, Mr. Griffith 
Boscawen (Kent, Tunbridge) ... ~ _ Bale ie . 

APPLECROsS (ROsS-SHIRE) MEDICAL OFFICER.—Question Mr. Weir; Answer, 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) . 

BALLINAMORE AND BALLYCONNELL CANAL.—Question, Mr. James O’Kelly 
(Kkoscommon, N.); Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. 
Wyndham, Dover) Lee _ _ ee 

LismorRE Union MASTER’s EXAMINATION. —Question, Mr. O’Shee (Waterford, 
W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ; ves ae _ . 


Union MASTERS’ EXAMINATION.—Question, Mr. O’Shee; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Roxporo Roap SCHOOL, LIMERICK.—-Question, Mr. Joyce (Limerick) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ... . _ _ _ Lee _ - 
GALWAY TECHNICAL INSTITUTION COMMITTEE.—Question, Mr. Reddy (King’s 
County, Birr); Answer, Mr. Wyndham a ee ssw .. 
River Barrow FLoops.--Question, Mr. Delany (Queen’s County, Ossory) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham son oe ‘a shen nie vie 


KILDARE CLERK OF THE PEACE.—Question, Mr. Delany ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


SoutH DoNEGAL FISHERIES.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ... * - ‘i en - on ; 


JIrIsH NATIONAL ScHOOL TEACHERS. —Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell 
(Kerry, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ' ae , on : 


Pay oF Irish Rvurat PostTMeN.—Questions, Mr. Bayley (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield), and Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.); Answers, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain “ak bee _ ay - san ; 


Page 


1565 


1567 


1568 


1568 


1569 


1570 


1570 


1571 


1574 





567 


67 


268 


268 


69 


70 


70 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. exciii 


Mar. 5.| 


CASTLETOWN (QUEEN’S Co.) POSTMASTERSHIP. Sinaia Mr. en Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain keg ; fa me aed <a 


Law OFFICERS’ OPINIONS. — Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour ae ve sa a aaa eae pom Re 


BUSINESS OF THE Hovuse.—Question, Sir H. tiene Bannerman Lait 
Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour . 


SELECTION STANDING ComMITTEES.—Mr. HALSEY reported from the Committee 
of Selection, That they had added to the Standing Committee on Law and 
Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure the following fifteen Members in 
respect of the Country Courts Jurisdiction Extension Bill :—Mr. Attorney 
General, Mr. Buchanan, Mr. Causton, Sir Henry Fowler, Mr. Garfit, Mr. 
Corrie Grant, Mr. Hatch, Mr. Kimber, Mr. Levy, Mr. Samuel Roberts, Sir 
Albert Rollit, Mr. Strutt, Mr. Tollemache, Mr. Tomkinson, and Mr. Eugene 
Wason. 


Report to lieupon the Table ... ons ose oes on ove ees 


MoTION FOR ADJOURNMENT.—Mr. WILLIAM JONES, Member for North 
Carnarvonshire, rose in his place, and asked leave to move the Adjournment 
of the House for the purpose of discussing a definite matter of urgent 
public importance, viz., “the severe privation and loss arising from the 
struggle in the Penrhyn quarry district ; the recent grave recommendations 
of the Carnarvonshire Standing Joint Committee in reporting thereon, and 
the failure to put into operation the provisions of the Conciliation Act to 
terminate the dispute ;” and, the pleasure of the House having been signi- 
fied, the Motion stood over, under Standing Order No. 10, until the 
Evening Sitting, this day whe pa ae ok abe of 


NEW BILLS. 


Church Discipline (No. 2) Bill.—‘“To amend the Law relating to Church 
Discipline,” presented by Mr. Cripps; supported by Sir William Houlds- 
worth, Mr. Henry Hobhouse, Mr. Vicary Gibbs, Mr. Laurence Hardy, 
Mr. Lyttelton, Mr. Whitmore, Mr. Duke, Mr. Wharton, Sir John Dorington, 
Sir Francis Powell, dnd Mr. Griffith Boscawen ; to be read a second time 
upon Friday, 13th March, and to be printed. (Bill 78.] 


Vaccination Bill.—‘To amend the Vaccination Acts,” presented by Mr. 
Broadhurst ; supported by Mr. Thomas Bayley, Sir John Rolleston, Mr. 
Channing, and Mr. Corrie Grant; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 79.] es a ou 


Tied Houses (Abolition) Bill.—‘To abolish Tied Houses,” presented by 
Mr. Broadhurst ; supported by Sir John Brunner, Sir Walter Foster, Mr. 
Lev y, Mr. Thomas Bayley, and Mr. Herbert Lewis ; ; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 80.] ... ‘ - 


Housing of Working Classes (Repayment of Loans) Bill—‘“ To extend 
the period for the repayment of Loans relating to the Housing of the 
Working Classes, and for other purposes connected therewith,” presented 
by Mr. Claude Hay ; ; supported by Sir J. Dickson Poynder, Sir John 
Gorst, Mr. Peel, Major Evans-Gordon, and Mr. Goulding; to: be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to ‘be printed. [Bill 81.} 
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Local Government (Scotland) Act (1894) Amendment Bill.— ‘To amend 
the Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1894,” presented by Mr. Cathcart 
Wason ; supported by Sir Andrew Agnew, Sir William Arrol, Mr. 
Alexander Cross, Colonel Denny, Mr. James Reid, Mr. John Dewar, Dr. 
Farquharson, Mr. Harmsworth, Mr. Eugene Wason, and Mr. Weir ; to be 
read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [ Bill 82.] 


Borough Funds Bill. —* ‘To Amend The Borough Funds Act, 1872,” presented 
by Mr. Walter wath supported by Mr. Grant Lawson; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 83.] ose 


Land Tenure Bill.—‘'l'o amend the law relating to the Tenure of Land,” 
presented by Mr. Lambert ; supported by Mr. Seale-Hayne, Mr. Soares, 
Mr. Allen, Mr. Mansfield, and Mr. Herbert Samuel ; to be read a second 
time upon Friday, 13th March, and to be printed. [Bill 84.] 


Public Houses (Hours of Closing) (Scotland) Act (1887) Amendment 
Bill.—“ To amend the Public Houses (Hours of Closing) \(Scotland) Act, 
1887,” presented by Sir John Stirling Maxwell ; supported by Sir W illiam 
Duiin, Mr. Cameron Corbett, Mr. Bryce, Sir John Leng, Mr. Shaw-Stewart, 
and Mr. Hunter Craig; to be read a second time upon Tuesday next, and 


to be printed. [Bill 85.} 


BUSINESS OF THE House (SuppLy).—Ordered, “That this day the Motion on 
the Paper relating to the appointment of the Committee of Defence have 
precedence of the Committee of Supply.” —(r. Balfour.) ... 

THE COMMITTEE OF DEFENCE. 

The Prime Minister und First Lord Sted the a (Mr. A. J. lense 
Manchester, E.) . 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘ That, in the opinion of this House, 
the growing needs of the Empire require the establishment of the 
Committee of Defence on a permanent footing.” —(.Mr. Balfour.) 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the debate be now adjourned.” 


—(Sir. H. Campbell-Bannerman.) 


Mr. A. J. Balfour ... 

Mr. Kearley (Devonport) .. 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.)... 

Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) . 


Question put, and negatived. 
Main Question again proposed. 


Mr. Arthur Lee (Hampshire, Fareham) .. 

Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest yf Dean) 
Sir John Colomb (Great wire ae ; 
Mr. Edmund Robertson 

Col. Sandys (Lancashire, Bootle) ... 

Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester)... 

Mr. Gibson Bowles... 43h 
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House or ComMONS (KITCHEN AND REFRESHMENTS Rooms).——Ordered, that 
a Select Committee be appointed to eontrol the arrangements for the Kitchen 
and Refreshment Rooms in the Department of the Serjeant-at-Arms attend- 
ing this House. 


Ordered, That the Committee do consist of seventeen Members. 


The Committee was accordingly nominated of—Mr. James Bailey, Mr. 
Broadhurst, Sir Harry Bullard, Mr. Cremer, Mr. Dalziel, Sir Horatio 
Davies, Sir Thomas Firbank, Mr. Jacoby, Mr. Leigh-Bennett, Colonel 
Lockwood, Mr. Lonsdale, Dr. MacDonnell, Mr. Nicol, Mr. George 
Ormsby-Gore, Mr. Pierpoint, Mr. Power, and Mr. William Redmond. 


Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 


Ordered, That three be the quorum.—(Sir Alecunder Aclund-Hood.) 


Pubiic Petirions._-Ordered, That a Select Committee be appointed, to whom 
shall be referred all Petitions presented to the House, with the exception of 
such as relate to Private Bills ; and that such Committee do classify and 
prepare abstracts of the same, in such form and manner as shall appear to 
them best suited to convey to the House all requisite information respecting 
their contents, and do report the same from time to time to the House ; and 
that the reports of the Committee do set forth the number of 
signatures to each Petition only in respect to those signatures to which 
addresses are affixed. And that such Committee have power to direct the 
printing in extenso of such Petitions, or of such parts of Petitions, as shall 
appear to require it ; and that such Committee have power to report their 
opinion and observations thereupon to the House. 





The Committee was accordingly nominated of —Mr. Allsopp, Mr. Edward 
Barry, Mr. Brymer, Sir Charles Dalrymple, Colonel Kenyon-Slaney, 
General Laurie, Mr. Herbert Lewis, Sir Henry Meysey-Thompson, 
Mr. Charles Morley, Mr. T. P. O'Connor, Mr. Phillips, Mr. Tollemache, 
Lord Willoughby de Eresby, and Mr. Henry Joseph Wilson. 


Ordered, That three be the quorum.—(Siv Alecander Aclund—Hool.) 


Adjourned at three minutes after Twelve o'clock. 


Aeteriak (*\) af the commencement of a Speech indicates revision bu the Member 


An 
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THE 


PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


(AUTHORISED EDITION) 


IN 


FOURTH SESSION or tHe TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT 
Unitep Kinapom oF GREAT BRITAIN anp IRELAND, 


THIRD YEAR OF THE REIGN OF 


HIS MAJESTY 


FIRST VOLUME 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, 17th February, 1903. 


THE KING’S SPEECH. 


TuE KING, being seated on the Throne, 
and the Commons being at the Bar with 
their Speaker, His Majesty was pleased 
to make a most gracious Speech to both 
Houses of Parliament, and then retired. 


His Majesty’s Speech was as follows— 


“ My Lords and Gentlemen, 


“My relations with all the Foreign 
Powers continue to be friendly. 

“The blockade of Venezuelan ports, 
rendered necessary by outrages on the 
British flag and wrongs inflicted on the 
persons and property of British subjects 
by the Venezuelan Government, has led 
to negotiations for the adjustment of all 
the matters in dispute. I rejoice that a 
settlement has now been arrived at which 
has justified the blockading Powers in 
bringing all hostile naval operations to 
an immediate close. Papers on the 
subject have been laid before you. 





“Negotiations have taken place for 
the adjustment of the questions which 
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have arisen with regard to the boundary 
between My possessions in North America 
and the territory of Alaska. A treaty 
providing for the reference of these ques- 
tions to an Arbitral Tribunal has been 
signed and ratified. 

“The condition of the European pro- 
vinces of Turkey gives cause for serious 
anxiety. I have used My best efforts to 
impress upon the Sultan and his Ministers 
the urgent need for practical and well- 
considered measures of reform. The 
Governments of Austria-Hungary and 
Russia have had under their consideration 
what reforms it would be desirable that 
the Powers who were parties to the 
Treaty of Berlin should recommend to 
the Sultan for immediate adoption. I 
trust that the proposals made will prove 
to be sufficient for the purpose, and that 
I shall find it possible to give them My 
hearty support. Papers on the subject 
will be laid before you. 

“T regret that the efforts which My 
Government have been making to arrive 
at a joint delimitation with the Turkish 
Government of the boundaries of the 
tribal country adjoining Aden have 
hitherto failed to bring about a settlement. 
Negotiations upon this subject are being 
urgently pressed forward. 


A 








New Peers 


“A body of My troops, including a | 
small corps of mounted infantry raised | 
from the inhabitants of the Transvaal 
and Orange River Colony, has been 
disembarked at Obbia, in Italian Somali- | 
land, to operate against the Mullah | 
Abdullah, and an advance inland is about 
to be made. 
Italian Government in this undertaking 
has been most cordial, and I trust that | 

as a result of these operations the tribes | 
of both Protectorates may be secured | 
from further molestation. 

“The progress of events in South | 
Africa has been satisfactory. The visit 
of the Secretary of State for the Colonies | 
to that portion of My dominions has | 
already been productive of the happiest | 


results; and the opportunity which it | 


has provided for personal conference 
with Lord Milner, 
the self-governing Colonies, 
representatives of allinterests and opinions, 
has greatly conduced to the smooth 
adjustment of many difficult questions, 
and to the removal cf many occasions 
of misunderstanding. 


“Tt has been found necessary to send 


an expedition to Kano in consequence of 
the hostile action of the Emir of that 
place. My troops have successfully oc- 


{LORDS} 


The co-operation of the | 


with the Ministers of | 
and with the | 


Tutroduced, 4 


have been framed with due regard to 
economy, the needs of the Country and 
| of the Empire make a large expenditure 
| ij inevitable. 


| “My Lords and Gentlemen, 


| «A Bill will be laid before you which 
will, I trust, complete the series of 
measures which have already done much 
| to substitute single ownership for the 
| costly and unsatisfactory conditions still 

| attaching to the Tenure of Agricultural 
| Land over a large portion of Ireland. 


“ Proposals will be submitted to you 
| for completing the scheme of Educational 
| Reform passed last session by extending 
| and adapting it to the Metropolitan area. 


“Measures will be introduced for the 
| purpose of carrying into effect engage- 
ments arising out of the Convention for 
the Abolition of Bounties on Sugar which 
| has recently been ratified at Brussels ; 
and for guaranteeing a Loan to be raised 
for the Development of My new Colonies 
in South Africa. 


* A Bill will be laid before you for 
Improving the Administration of the 
| Port and Docks of London, the condition 
of which is a matter of National 
| concern. 


cupied his capital, and I trust that it will | 


now become possible to proceed in safety | 
with the delimitation of the boundary | 


between My territory of Northern 


Nigeria and the adjoining possessions | 
o o ' 
Papers upon | 


of the French Republic. 
this subject will at once be presented. 
“ My succession to the Imperial Crown 


of India has been proclaimed and cele- | 
brated in an assembly of unexampled | 
received | 


splendour at Delhi. I there 
from the feudatory Princes and Chiefs, 
and from all classes of the peoples within 


My Indian dominions, gratifying marks | 


of their loyalty and devotion to My 
Throne and family. I 
able to state that this imposing ceremony 
has coincided, in point of time, with the 
disappearance of drought and agricul- 


tural distress in Western India, and that | 


the prospects both of agriculture and 
commerce throughout My Indian Empire 
are more encouraging and _ satisfactory 
than they have been for some years past. 


“ Gentlemen of the House of Commons, 


“The Estimates for the coming year 
will be laid before you. .Although they 


am glad to be. 


‘A measure Amending and Consoli- 
dating the Licensing Laws in Scotland 
is greatly desired in that country, and 
I trust will pass into Law. 


“Measures will also be proposed to 
| you for Improving the Law of Valuation 


and Assessment; for Regulating the 
Employment of Children; for dealing 
with the Sale of Adulterated Dairy 
Produce ; for Amending the Law relating 
to Savings Banks; and for Reconstitut- 
ing the Royal Patriotic Fund Commission. 

“] pray that the guidance and blessing 
of Almighty God may direct all your 
labours.” 


NEW PEERS INTRODUCED. 


Randall, Thomas, Lord Archbishop of 
Canterbury was (in the usual manner) 


introduced. 


John, Lord Bishop of St. Davids, was 
(in the usual manner) introduced. 
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Adilress in Reply to 
SAT FIRST. 


The Lord ?Acton sat first in} Parlia- 
ment after the death of his father. 


ROLL OF THE LORDS. 


Norrey King of Arms} attending, 
delivered at the Table (in the usual 
manner) a List of the Lords Temporal 


in the Fourth Session of the Twenty-. 


seventh Parliament of the United King- 
dom; the same was ordered to lie on the 
Table. 
SELECT VESTRIES. 
Bill, pro formé, read 1*. 
THE KING’S SPEECH. 


©* ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HIS 
-MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 


THe Duke or ROXBURGHE: My 
Lords, I rise to move that an humble 
Address be presented to His Majesty in 
reply to the gracious Speech from the 
Throne. In doing so I avail myself of 
the ancient tradition of your Lerdships’ | 


House, which allows this task to be 


undertaken by even the ‘least accom- | 
plished of its Members. I fully realise | 


the difficulties of my position, but gain 
encouragement when I remember that 
this duty has been performed under 
similar circumstances by many noble 
Lords, who will readily grant me that 
indulgence which they received in 
their time. We are assured that our 
relations with foreign Powers are 
friendly. This is a familiar term, but 
none the less comforting in view of the 
Venezuela difficulty. This difficulty 
arose owing to the outrages committed 
on British subjects and British shipping, 
which rendered it necessary that His 
Majesty’s Government should seek 


satisfaction and demand a guarantee | 


against a continuance of this state of 
affairs. To this end the noble Marquess, 
the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, when approached by the German 
Ambassador, whose country had similar 
causes of complaint, informed him that 
His Majesty’s Government were prepared 
to take joint action until the claims of 
both countries had been satisfied. This 
very natural course has been most 


{17 Fepruary 1903} 


the King’s Speech. 6 


severely criticised, and somewhat in- 


accurately described as a debt-collecting 


process. It has further been stated that 


our action was likely to jeopardise our 
hitherto very friendly relations with the 
United States. No one can value more 
‘highly than His Majesty’s Government 


the friendship of the Government and 


| people of the United States of America; 


but the friendship of a people so intelli- 
gent and so practical is not likely to be 
secured by an attitude which would 


‘appear to indicate on our part any desire 


to obtain it by unworthy concessions, or 
by any indifference to the just claims of 
our own people. I feel confident that 
they will not regard with unfriendly 


,eyes our efforts to secure for British 


subjects that justice and redress which 
they would demand for their own 
citizens. 

The question of the Alaskan boundary 
is one of great complexity, depending as 
it does upon the interpretation of a 
treaty couched in somewhat ambiguous 
terms, and concluded more than seventy 
years ago, when the geographical features 
of that country were very little known. 
It has, however, of late assumed a more 
prominent position owing to the dis- 
covery of gold in Klondyke, and any 
steps towards the settlement of a ques- 
tion which might have involved us in 
serious difficulty with the United States 
must be welcomed by both countries. 

The condition of the European provinces 


of Turkey has for the last two years 
given increased cause for anxiety, both 


on political and humanitarian grounds. 
It is, nevertheless, satisfactory to note 
that the great Powers, and especially 
those two which, on account of their 
geographical position, are most closely 
interested and best able to exercise in- 
fluence in the region of the Balkan 
States, should have devoted themselves 
seriously to thetask of promoting a better 
condition of affairs in these sorely-tried 
districts. I feel confident that His 
Majesty’s Government will render freely 
every assistance towards the promotion 
of any well-considered measures for this 
purpose. 

We must all rejoice that in the military 
measures which we have been forced 
to take for the security of our Protec- 
torate in Somaliland we have been work- 
ing in complete accord with the Govern- 

A2 








7 Address in Reply to 


ment of Italy. The interests of the two 
nations in that region are identical, and 
it is earnestly to be hoped that our co- 
operation there may tend to still further 
prolong that friendly feeling which so 
happily exists. 

Reference has been made in the 
gracious Speech from the Throne to 
the mission of the Colonial Secre- 
tary, undertaken with a view of bring- 
ing about, at the earliest moment, the 
reconciliation and union of the Dutch 
and English races, with due consideration 
to the interests of the coloured people. 


The immediate outcome of the right | 


hon. Gentleman’s arrival in Natal was 
the voluntary surrender by that colony 
of all claim to compensation for losses 
sustained during the war. As your 
Lordships will remember, these were 
heavy, and amounted in all to 
£2,000,000. Surely this is no mean 
sacrifice. Proceeding to the Transvaal, 
the Colonial Secretary discussed with 
the leading representatives of the mining 
interest what sum they would willingly 
undertake to contribute as their share 
towards the cost of the war. This sum 
was fixed at £30,000,000, payable in 
tnree years, but in return, a guarantee 
was requested for £35,000,000 to be 
applied to existing obligations and to the 
further development of the country. In 
Cape Colony the Colonial Secretary 
addressed many meetings, warning Cape 
politicians of the danger they incurred 
by allowing the loyalty of their colony 
to be doubted. The main objects of his 
mission have already been attained, and 
the Boers are convinced that not even 
their natural pertinacity will extract 
further concessions from Great Britain, 
whose earnest desire is to welcome them 
as new partners of the Empire, to protect 
them in the enjoyment of religious and 
civil liberty, and to develop the vast 
resources of their country. 

The celebration of the succession of 
His Majesty to the Imperial Crown of 
India has been remarkable, not only for 
the brilliancy of its ceremonies and 
pageants, but even more so for the 
cordiality and unanimity with which the 
Chiefs and Princes of India, and, indeed, 
all races in that country, have availed 
themselves of the opportunity of express- 
ing their !oyalty to the British Crown, 


and their gratitude for the benefits they 


The Duke of Roxburghe. 


‘LORDS} 


derive from 


the King’s Speech. & 


British rule. It is also 
most satisfying to note that the occa- 
sion of these celebrations has been 
marked by the expression of a con- 
fident hope on the part of the Indian 
Government that they may shortly be 


‘able to somewhat alleviate the burden 


of taxation in that country. 

His Majesty’s Speech makes mention of 
a Bill for extending and adapting to the 
Metropolitan area the scheme of educa- 
tional reform passed last session. It 
is a matter for congratulation that, 
notwithstanding the bitter differences of 
opinion and somewhat acute controver- 
sies which marked the discussions on the 
Education Bill last session, the new 
authorities, whether county or munici- 
pal councils, are prepared to assume the 
duties assigned to them in that Act ina 
loyal and patriotic spirit. The peculiar 
conditions of the Metropolis, which as to 
local government differ so materially 
from those which prevail both in our 
counties and large towns, render the 
education problem in London one of no 
small difficulty. It is earnestly to be 
hoped that it may not be rendered more 
difficult by a revival of those contro- 
versial discussions which somewhat pro- 
tracted your ‘Lordships’ proceedings last 
year, but that Members may be prepared 
to accept the principles of the present 
Act as having been settled, at least for 
the moment. I thank your Lordships 
for the gracious hearing you have ac- 
corded me, and beg to move. 


* Tue Earw or LEITRIM: My Lords, 
in rising to second the Address I must 
ask your Lordships to grant me a full 
measure of that kind consideration which 
you have always extended to those who 
have the privilege of addressing you for 
the first time. Not wishing to traverse 
the ground so well covered by the noble 
Duke, I will at once pass to that portion 
of the gracious Speech from the Throne 
referring to the question of land purchase 
in Ireland. The system of land tenure in 
Ireland—practically that of dual owner- 
ship—having been found to lead to litiga- 
tion, confusion, and inconvenience almost 
amountingtoimpracticability, HisMajesty’s 
Government is desirous of bringing for- 
ward a large and comprehensive measure, 
sufficiently large to cover the primary ob- 
ject of turning judicial tenants into occupy- 
ing owners, and especially adapted to meet, 
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asthey may arise, themany difficultieswhich | I should like to dwell for a few 
suchan operation will entail, anda measure, | moments on other interests besides that 
moreover, which car. be expected to| of land tenure which are occupying the 
accomplish this without protracted delay. | hearts of Irishmen. Industries have 
Jt must be a source of satisfaction to your | been established throughout the country, 
Lordships to know that under the present | and the spirit of co-operation for further- 
procedure 80,000 tenants have already | ing the interests of trade is increasing. 
purchased their holdings,.and that the; rom the North and West a debt of 
result has proved a success. But the | gratitude is due for the grant to be 
operation cannot be arrested at this | expended under the Marine Works Act. 
juncture, and further steps are required This will go far to promote not only the 
to terminate the perpetual litigation | large fisheries instituted there, but also 
caused by dual ownership. the use of small trading steamers for the 
Neither landlords nor tenants can be | conveyance of the produce of the country 
expected to expend either their capital tothe markets of Great Britain, which 
or their labour for the improvement of has proved so successful in other parts. 
agriculture when every fifteen years it | There is also another large opening for 
thas to be decided in a court of law, by | the North-west as being specially adapted — 
State-paid officials, what return they are | for inter-communication with America, 
to have for doing so, and the country | from | which such great benefits can be 
cannot prosper when men’s minds are anticipated. It is these and similar 
concentrated on a judicial war. The objects, which tend to advance the com- 
landlords of Ireland yield to none in their | mercial prosperity of the Empire, that 
Jove for their country and in the desire all Irishmen, whatever their political 
that she should prosper and be part and | opinions, should have at heart. 
parcel of this great Empire : rejoicing to There is another Bill mentioned in 
concur loyally in what is best for her the gracious Speech to which [| should 
welfare, so long as it does not mean’ like to refer—namely, that dealing with 
placing them in such circumstances as| the Port and Docks of London. That 
would necessitate their leaving that | is a question of the most intricate nature, 
country; so long, as it does not mean | and of vital importance to the commerce 
injustice. As, however, it hasbeen found Of the nation. We may hope that a public 
desirable to put an end to dual owner-| trust may be formed with such powers as 
ship, it is equally desirable to so effect | Will enable it to deal with the necessary 


the change that it may enable those, | 
who have ever been loyal to their | 
Sovereign and their country, to live) 
among and promote the welfare of | 
their own people, with whom, in spite, 
of the adverse circumstances of land- | 
tenure, their relations as landlord and | 
tenant have been in several instances of | 
so cordial a nature. It would be wrong 
of me as an Irishman to neglect to call 
your Lordships’ attention to the tendency | 
which exists among Irish farmers of sub- | 
dividing their already small holdings, an | 
evil which the landlords up to now have | 
done all in their power to prevent, and | 


duties entailed by the vast increase of our 
trade, and to be responsible for the policy 
of the river, but, at the same time, to steer 
clear of all matters connected with private 
enterprise. 

I think the remaining points in the 
gracious Speech from the Throne require 
no further comment from me. But, 
in conclusion, I should like to return to 
the subject of my fellow countrymen, 
and to recall to your Lordships’ memories 
the gallant behaviour of the Irish troops 
in South Africa, which called forth such 
a spontaneous mark of sympathy and 
approval from our late beloved Sovereign 
—so much so that one of the last great 


- consideration. 





which, in the event of the tenant pur-| acts of her long and glorious reign was to 
chasing his holding, 1S guarded against | visit their country, where a welcome 
until such time as the entire sum of the | awaited her such as only Irishmen know 
purchase moneyshall have been paid, after | how to give; and if the proposed welcome 
which date there is no guarantee that a | visit of His Most Gracious Majesty to 
tenant will not sub-divide his holding. | Ireland were to become an accomplished 
Doubtless His Majesty’s able Chief Secre-| fact, it would go far to bring into closer 
tary for Ireland will give this matter his touch the sincerely loyal hearts of my 
‘countrymen with the Throne and the 
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Empire at large. 


{LORDS} 


I thank your Lord- | trom that that the information which is 





> 


= 
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ships for the kind forbearance with which | at the disposal of the Foreign Office is 


you have listened to my remarks, and 
beg to second the Address. 


Moved, “That an humble Address be 
presented to His Majesty in reply to the 
gracious Speech from the Throne.” —( Luke 
of Roahurghe.) 


* Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I have 
to congratulate the noble Lords who 
were entrusted with the duty of opening 
the first debate in your Lordships’ House 
in the present session. I can do so with 
perfect sincerity. We always listen with 
pleasure to those who for the first time 
address this House. We do so because, 
often, we know them personally, or 





because, more often in the case of older | 
men like rayself, we have known their | 


predecessors, and always because we wel- 
come the introduction of fresh blood in 
our debates. I think your Lordships 
will agree with me that the noble Duke 
and the noble Earl acquitted themselves 
with exceeding good taste and exceeding 
ability. I would only make this one 
criticism, that they were too brief in 
what they said. Their remarks were 
full of good sense and of admirable 
quality, and they might have continued 
them at greater length. One of the 
noble Lords represents the northern part 
of Great Britain, and we welcome him 
here. The other represents the sister 
kingdom of Ireland, with which I for one 
have been so much connected. That 
country has been, and is, strongly repre- 
sented in this House, and I think its 
representatives will welcome the addition 


} ay r as are | ae ak 
to their ranks of one who has such large just make some criticisms upon these 


interests in that country and its welfare | 


so much at heart. 

It will be my duty to touch on various 
parts of the gracious Speech from the 
Throne, but [ hope I shall not ex- 
ceed the limits of such an occasion 
as the present one. The first remark 


I have to make is upon a matter 
of very great importance. The 
noble Marquess the Secretary of 


State for Foreign Affairs has, on more 
than one occasion, in answer to Ques- 
tions which [I have addressed to him, 


satisfactory in this respect, and that our 
relations with Russia and with all the 
Powers interested in the Far East are 
eminently satisfactory. 

Now, my Lords, I come to a question 
which for some months past has been 
occupying most deeply the attention of 
the nation. I refer to Venezuela. [ 
rejoice, with the noble Duke who re- 
ferred to the settlement of that question. 
But why has it been such a matter of 
anxiety? For two reasons, which I 
shall shortly give. We in this country 
are very jealous now of anything that 
might disturb our good relations with 
the United States of America. We felt 
that a subject like this might involve 
great questions between us and that 
Republic, and we were very anxious 
that we should not in any way diminish 
the good feeling which, happily, has 
sprung up within the last few years 
between that country and _ ourselves. 
There was also a fear that we might, by 
co-operating with another Power, be led 
into considerable difficulty. Now, with 
regard to that, I at onee say that, 
though I know there has been con- 
siderable ill-feeling in Germany and in 
this country against one another, I for 
one would hail with joy and satisfaction 
anything which would bring about a 


better feeling between this country 
and Germany. Therefore, in the re- 
marks which I make I am_ not 


going to say anything that might 
detract from the good feeling which, 
I hope, now exists between us. But I 


proceedings, because, in my opinion, there 


‘are questions upon modes of operations 


dilated upon our relations with Russia | 


and China, and also upon affairs in the 
Far East. It is of good augury that no 
reference is made -ither to China or to 
Russia in His Majesty's Speech. I trust 


The Earl of Leitrim. 


which might lead in future to considerable 
difficulties. I shall pass over the first 
cause for which we had to seek reparation 
from Venezuela. I imagine there are 
few people in this country who will 
criticise His Majesty’s Government for 
taking steps to get reparation for certain 
outrages on ships and on British subjects 
by that Power. We all agree that that 
was necessary. But we have some doubt 
whether joint action in these matters 
may not, unless very carefully guarded, 
bring about very disastrous results. In 
my opinion, His Majesty’s Government 
have been backward in one respect, and 
that in that respect they have committed 
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an error which to a great extent in- 
tensified the anxiety which existed. They 
have not early enough put us_ into 
possession of all the despatches and all 
the communications which have been 
made between them and the two Powers. 
First of all there is the communication 
with the United States. It was of the 
utmost importance that we should know 
that we had a thorough and complete 
understanding with that Power before we 
entered upon these proceedings. Then, 
with regard to the co-operation with 
Germany, there are some very important 
considerations to be kept in view. 


{17 FEBRU 
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_ jects ; but on no former occasion, so far 
as I know, has any reparation been asked 
for deficiencies in payment by public 
'bonds or railways in a foreign country. 
' I am very doubtful as to how we stand in 
regard to this. So far as I know, during 
the last session, in another place, it was 
always stated that no demands were 
made on Venezuela for non-payment of 
bonds, or other matters of that kind. 
Well, in the Papers which have now 


| been submitted to us I find, as far as I 
/can understand, that is not the case; 


that we have been demanding, with the 
Germans, certain payments with regard 





It strikes me as an exceedingly difficult | to the railway bonds of Venezuela. In 
thing for two countries to co-operate to | that respect there is, I conceive, a new 
make claims—both from their own point | departure in the foreign policy of this 
of view—on a particular country, and | country. Have we ever sought to re- 
unite absolutely in getting reparation. cover bad debts for private individuals 
First of all, there is this point. Have | 5}, may have embarked their capital in 


we exactly the same claim to make as . . F F re 
the oe country? If two countries | pe — oS tant es Vee 
, | zuela 


act together and demand reparation | 

for injuries done to them, each, [I should like to make another re- 
country must know thoroughly what | mark upon this, although there has been 
the other country is demanding. It may | some new light thrown upon it in the 
he that one country may demand things | despatches issued today—I am surprised 
from the Power that has been offending | that His Majesty’s Government did not 
them which the other Power could not | press earlier for the reference of this 
possibly give. The last despatches which | ispute to The Hague tribunal. So far 
have been laid before your Lordships may | 4, | can make out now the settlement 
show this, but we do not see clearly how | jg tripartite. The President consents to 
this has been defined and arranged be- | down certain sums to the two 


tween the two Powers. I must complain | . . . . 
2 es "countries for certain claims ; for certain 
of this—I do not say it is the fault of His | 1 





Majesty’s Government— that we only 
have the later Papers on this subject put 
into our hands at the very last moment. 
I certainly found that a friend of mine in 
the House of Commons had them, but I 
only found that out when it was too late 
to refer to them effectually. The actual 
Papers only came into my hands when I 
came into your Lordships’ House. That 
puts a great difficulty in our way in con- 
sidering this question ; and I hope some 
steps will be taken, when important 
matters of this sort are brought forward, 
that your Lordships may have the whole 
information which is given by the Govern- 
ment speedily and in proper time before 
they have to take up the matter for con- 
sideration. 

Now, my Lords, with regard to this, I 
should rather like to ask certain ques- 
tions. I understand that reparation has 
often been asked, and has been asked in 
this case, for injuries done to ships, or 
property, or the persons of British sub- 


| other claims there is a mixed commission 
| to be appointed, with an umpire to be 
| appointed by the President of the United 
States ; and, thirdly, there isthe reference 
to The Hague tribunal. I should like 
to ask, considering the importance 
of the institution of The Hague 
tribunal, and the desirability of 
submitting to it every case that can be 
submitted by a country without sacri- 
ficing national honour—why an earlier 
reference to The Hague tribunal was not 
made in this case. I readily admit, and 
agree, that now certain matters have been 
referred to that tribunal; but in my 
view it seems most unfortunate that this 
was not done at anearlier date. In that 
case, asI think the noble Marquess states 
in one of his despatches, a much earlier 
deliverance from the blockade could have 
been brought about, and all the dangers 
and bitterness, and the results of force 
beiug used, would have been removed. — 
/I merely wish to ask these specific 


\ 
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which seem to me of some importance. 
I repeat that I rejoice exceedingly that 


grounds, but really amounting to a very 


rise to very serious difficulties between 
us and other countries—has been success- 
fully brought to an end. I sincerely 
hope that that settlement will be entirely 
satisfactory, and that it will tend to good 
feeling being established between this 
country, Germany, and the United 
States. 


The next point is one on which I can 
heartily congratulate His Majesty’s 
Government. We know that for many 
years there have been grave difficulties 
from time to time with regard to a very 
difficult question—namely, the boundaries 
between Alaska and Canada. I need not 
go into the history of the past; but 
attempts have been made more than once 
to come to a satisfactory settlement about 
that; and I rejoice to see that, at all 
events, the United States and this country 
have now agreed upon referring this 
question to a Commission. I sincerely 
trust that that Commission will be able 
satisfactorily to dispose of this matter, 


which might raise great difficulty between 
ourselves and our American cousins, I 
next see an allusion in the Speech from | 
the Throne to a matter which in years 

one by has caused wars and the greatest 
difficulties in Europe—I refer to the 
I notice that His 


question of Macedonia. 
Majesty’s Government promise that 
Papers will be laid before us. We have 
had at present very little information 
about it. At the same time, those 
who are interested in foreign affairs 


have probably had before them public | 


Papers from other Governments which 
throw a great deal of light upon this 
subject. There is a very interesting 


Yellow-book which has been issued by | 
Anybody who | 


the French Government. 
has studied that book will see that a 
very grave and serious position of affairs 
has arisen in Macedonia. I am not sur- 


prised, after reading that book, to find | 


these words put 


into His Majesty’s 
mouth— 


‘*The condition of the European provinces 
of Turkey gives cause for serious anxiety.” 

My Lords, if you have read these 
Papers you will have seen that there is 
abroad in Macedonia a feeling of unrest 


Earl Spencer. 


{LORDS} 
questions of His Majesty’s Government, | 


| existed to 
this dispute, arising, no doubt, out of just | 
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and dissatisfaction, and a feeling of acute 
grievance existing, which has not 
so large an extent for 
many years past. There have been 


risings, and lives have been lost in 
small affair—though it might have given | 


skirmishes between the Turkish con- 
stabulary and the rebels. There has 
been a great disturbance of feeling caused 
in Bulgaria, where so many people from 
Macedonia go, and where the interests 
of Macedonia are very much felt. There 
are also evidences of a large collection of 
forces on the part of the Sultan, and also 
on the part of the Bulgarians. It seems 
to me there is all the evidence that these 
Powers consider that a very grave state 
of things may arise, and that force may 
have to be resorted to for the quieting of 
these districts. Anyone who has any 
interest in these matters, who considers 
what the Government of Turkey is, will 
be in despair as to the way in which 
Turkey fulfils, not only its obligations 
under such engagements as the Berlin 
Treaty, but its other engagements 
as to good government which it ought 
to maintain. We hear the news, which 
seems to be confirmed, that two of the 
Great Powers, Russia and Austria-Hun- 
gary, have made proposals to Turkey 
with the view to putting an end to the 
troubles of those unfortunate people who 
are under Turkish rule in that part of the 
Turkish Empire. I regard with some 
satisfaction the indications which are 
given that His Majesty’s Government are 
inclined to foster the representations of 
those two Powers. But what the Govern- 
ment say in the Speech from the Throne 
does not, I must say, inspire me with 


| great hopes; but I sincerely trust that 


His Majesty’s Government will do their 
very utmost to support those two great 
Powers, and try as far as they can to 
moderate and improve the existing state 
of things in that part of the world. 

The next point to which I wish to refer 
in a very few words is the expedition, 
which, I regret, is still going on, or is 


_about to take place—I hardly know 


which—in Somaliland. We know very 
little about the business. All we know is 
that a certain Mullah exercises great 


_ power there, and that we intend to attack 


him and to destroy his power. But, un- 


fortunately, it appears that the Govern- 


ment, or those responsible in that district, 


‘did not sufficiently gauge the power of 


that man, and that an insufficient force 
was sent out to cope with him, so that we 





17 Address in Reply to {17 Fepruary 1903} the King’s Speech. 18 
suffered something like what, I am sorry | to bring things to a happy conclusion. 
to say, was a reverse. I need say no| Whatever the Party to which we belong 
more; but we should like to know what |—and the Party that I belong to have 
the present position may lead to. It was | never admired the policy of the Govern- 
not long ago that the Prime Minister; ment or of the Colonial Secretary in 
made a speech at Liverpool, and he re- | South Africa —we all sincerely desire the 


ferred to this subject, using words which | success of the efforts of the Colonial Seere: 


I cannot help thinking are, or may be, 
ominous, Among other things he said, 
after referring to the loss of life and 
comparing the expedition with another, 
that the result of the present expedition 
might be very far-reaching. Those were, 
I think, his words. But what was the 
meaning of the words? Are we going to 
occupy any vast tract of desert? Are 
we going to employ our forces, many 
hundreds, perhaps thousands, of miles in 
the interior of a wild country of very 
great extent, and are we going to occupy 
and hold that country, of which we know 
very little? I think Parliament has some 
right and some reason to ask what we are 
doing there and what we intend to do. 

I now come to the more pleasing 
question of South Africa and the speeches 
made there by the Colonial Secretary. 
Now, I should like to say this at once, 
that personally I do not think it a de- 
sirable thing if the heads of our great 
offices were to become travelling ‘secre- 
taries and were to be continually going to 
and fro gathering such information as 
they could in distant parts of the world. 
At the same time, there are exceptions to 
the rule I suggest; and we have had a 
notable instance within our recollection. 
The last instance, I think, was when the 
noble Marquess (the Marquess of Salis- 
bury) whom I am glad to see in the 
House tonight, and the Prime Minister 
of that day, went to Berlin and took part 
in an important conference there. But, 
as I have said, I cannot approve of those 
who are responsible to the nation for the 
conduct of affairs continually leaving the 
country and taking such a part in affairs as 
may seriously interfere with the responsi- 
bilities of those who are the governors and 


managers of affairs of distant countries. | 


But, having said that, I wish at once to 
add that this is a very exceptional case. 
We had just concluded a great war, and 
the country was beyond doubt in a very 
difficult condition. There were conflict- 
ing questions of finance and questions as 
to labour and other matters which had to 


| tary to bring about an agreement between 
| the rival races there, and so arrive at a 
_ happy solution of the existing difficulties, 
and so bring about what we all desire— 
| good government in South Africa. It is 
/not possible for us to go into the ques- 
_ tions which have been before the Secretary 
‘of State during his journey ; we only 
_ know what has been done through the 
| newspaper reports. We have no official 
_ Papers with regard to what has been done 
by the Colonial Secretary in South Africa, 
and it requires consideration and time 
before we can take a full view of the 
subject. No doubt it may well be that 
it will be necessary for Parliament to take 
these matters into consideration when 
they come fully before us, and I hope 
that the Papers will be very full. 

I come now to the next subject—the 

occupation of Kano. Well, we know that 
this apparently large town has _ been 
occupied ; but we know little beyond 
that. I may express the hope, however, 
that we shall have no more trouble with 
the tribes in that district, or any diffi- 
culties—African or European. Now I 
come to the latter part of the gracious 
Speech of His Majesty, in which we are 
‘told of those measures which the Govern 
ment are going to bring before Parliament 
| this session. I notice, first, the reference 
to Ireland. There is a statement in the 
| gracious Speech that the Government 
intend to deal with the land question in 
'that country. I have been intimately 
‘connected for many years with that 
subject, and I know it is a difficult one. 
It appears to me that His Majesty’s 
Government have great courage, and are 
/exceedingly sanguine in what they say 
with regard to that subject. 

The question of Irish land has been before 
Parliament for many years—for forty or 
fifty years. Government after Govern- 
/ment have tried their hands at it, and 
'they thought they might go a good 
_way toward a final settlement gf it—but 
| they have never succeeded in this. I fully 


| agree as to the enormous importance of 


be settled ; and I confess that I admire this question being settled, and I hope 
the energy, the will, and the ability of that the Government are not taking too 
the Colonial Secretary in his endeavours | sanguine a view when they say that they 








19 


hope their Bill will make a final settle- 
ment. I have noticed with some satis- 
faction what has taken place recently in 
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lreland on this question, but I do not. 


know enough to formulate any definite 
opinion. | cannot say whether the 
proposal to which the noble Earl who 
presided over the conference of owners 
and oceupiers of land in Ireland has 
given his assent should be accepted ; but 
it is a matter of great importance that 
two parties who have been for so many 
years in antagonism should be able to 


come together and to discuss a question | 


of this enormous magnitude in an 
amicable manner, and come to what 
appears to be a satisfactory conclusion. 
I shall not go into the question at greater 
length now ; but I need hardly say that 
if on sound financial and political grounds 
we can approve of the Bill of the Govern- 
ment we shall be glad to do so, and so 
remove one of the great difficulties of 
recent years. 

The noble Duke referred to another 
matter—the question of the Education 
Bill for London, and he expressed a 
hope with regard to that Bill. I 
am afraid in that the noble Duke was 
a little too sanguine. I have always 
said that it was the duty of those 
connected with educational and 
bodies to do all they could to work out the 
principles of the Act of last year within 
the Act, and not to try to force changes 
not to be found in the Act. 
time, | maintain the strongest feelings 
of opposition to many of the principles 
contained in the Act of last year, and at 


every legitimate opport unity—at elections | 


and in Parliament—I shall endeavour, 
and the Party to which I belong will, I 
believe, do the same, to carry out our 
views and effect a modification of that 
Act. Feeling this, I cannot concur in 


the opinion that because local authorities | 


are doing their duty, and trying to 
work, as smoothly as they can, the 


Education Act of last year, we should | 


abstain from opposition to those principles 
when the London Bill is brought for ward. 
As the noble Duke has said, the position 
of London is exceptional from its enor- 
mous extent and its local conditions, so 
different from those of other great 
communities in relation to education 
matters. No doubt London must be 
treated in a somewhat different way 
from that in which other localities have 
Earl Spencer. 
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local | 


At the same | 
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been treated. But, at the same time, 
without going into the matter now, I 
maintain that the great principles which 
our Party advocated last year still hold 
‘the field; and we shall endeavour to 
| have those principles carried out in 
dealing with the great Metropolis. We 
shall certainly not tamely submit to the 
imposition upon London of those con- 
ditions in regard to education which we 
_ strongly resisted last year when they were 
applied to the rest of the country. 

I come now to another topic, which 
I consider of great moment, and that 
is the Convention for the Abolition of 
Sugar Bounties, lately ratified. We had 
but a short discussion on the subject in 
this House before the ratification, though 
in the other House there was a long 
debate and a division. Now, I should 
like to know what has taken place since 
the ratification. According to the treaty, 
His Majesty’s Government were, if not 
bound to offer their good offices, bound 
_to bring the Convention before our self- 
/governing colonies with the hope that 
they would follow the lead of the mother 
country and do away with bounties. 
I should like very much to know 
whether His Majesty’s Government have 
communicated with the self-governing 


colonies and received answers from 
them. I would go further, and call 
attention to what has_ been said 


abroad in various Assemblies in regard 
to this very important matter. What 
are His Majesty’s Government prepared 
to do in case the Brussels Commission 
declares that certain of our colonies give 
direct or indirect bounties? Of course, 
so far as I know, it is perfectly clear a 
good many do this; and what will His 
Majesty’s Government do in that respect ? 
Will this country impose countervailing 
duties against its own colonies? This 
matter has been referred to in various 
ways; it has been referred to in Berlin, 
/it has been referred to at The Hague, 
and there have been many comments 
made. I saw in a newspaper, not long 
| ago, a report that the Dutch Government 
agreed with Germany and Austria 
that Great Britain was bound to take 
| this course. Some papers say it wag 
| made the subject of a proviso that 
|Great Britain would not penalise her 
| bounty-giving colonies. The German 
| Secretary for Foreign Affairs stated in 
the Reichstag that, while holding the 
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British Government bound as above 
stated, the European Powers had held 
the question over until after the ratifi- 
cation, because it would then be decided 
by the Brussels Convention, on which 
Great Britain would only have one 
representative. It was incidentally re- 
marked that the “ lion’s tail was trodden 
upon.” This is an important matter, 
upon which I think we are entitled to 
ask forinformation. I havein my hand 
papers from the West Indies which show 
that those colonies are waking up to the 
fact that, instead of doing them good, 
the Convention will almost destroy their 
trade in sugar. The colonists are up in 
arms and say, “‘ We are Crown colonies, 
foreed to do without bounties, direct 
or indirect, and at the same time self- 
governing colonies are going on just as 
they were.” This isan important matter, 
and I press it in the hope of getting an 
answer tonight. 


There are other portions of His 
Majesty's Speech I might refer to, such as 
the London port and dock proposals and 
the improvement in the law of valuation 
and assessment, and as to the latter I 
should like to know what it means. It 
might be a very far-reaching measure, 
or it might go a very short way. I have 
on a previous occasion spoken of the 
interest taken in the proceedings of the 
Commission presided over by the noble 
Lord the Secretary for Scotland, and I 
hardly think the Government will have 
the courage to go to the extent of the 
report of that Commission. Having 
touched upon these matters referred to 
in His Majesty’s Speech, J feel it my 
duty to mention one subject which has 
been omitted, although 1 might allude 
to several others. There is no mention 
whatever of what His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment intend to do in regard to reform 
and reorgan‘sation of the Army. There 
is a very deep feeling throughout the 
country upon this subject. A plan was 
put forward and met with much criticism, 
a plan copied from foreign models and 
not adapted to our requirements, a plan 
for the establishment of army corps all 
over the country. That plan was an 
exceedingly expensive one, and in the 
opinion of many would not fulfil the 
requirements for our Army. As I 
understand, the organisation exists on 
paper only ; generals have been appointed 


to divisions, and even to army corps,. 
and have no soldiers, or very few, under 
‘their command. This is a very serious 
matter, this question of army organisa- 
tion ; and I think we should know what 
has taken place and what His Majesty’s 
|Government intend to do. Of course 
we have gained a great deal of know- 
ledge and experience from the late war, 
and the Commission presided over by 
Lord Elgin ought to provide very 
valuable assistance. Unfortunately, the 
country knows very little of the pro- 
ceedings of that Commission, for they 
have practically been conducted in secret, 
and we do not know the nature of the 
evidence given. I hope the Government 
will, if not tonight, then at an early 
date, make some statement on the subject. 
It is without doubt a matter in which the 
country takes the deepest interest. We 
require an army for general purposes, 
a regular army as efficient as it can 
possibly be made in the various arms, 
'an army not on an extravagant scale. At 
the: same time, we require a defensive 
army for the country in case of invasion. 
I cannot say more on the subject to- 
night, and conclude, expressing the hope 
that full information will be forthcoming. 


THe LORD PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL (The Duke of DEVONSHIRE) : 
My Lords, I must express my entire and 
cordial concurrence with the well-merited 
tribute paid to the ability and good taste 
with which the difficult, and I am afraid 
sometimes thankless, task of moving and 
seconding the Address in answer to the 
Speech from the Throne has been dis- 
charged by my two noble friends. The 
noble Earl has remarked upon the brevity 
of their speeches. Both my noble friends 
are fortunately extremely young men ; 
and I admit that it is quite possible that 
had the duty been placed in the hands of 
more experienced Members of the House 
the topics adverted to in the Speech might 
have been touched upon at greater length 
and with less diffidence than has been 
exhibited by,my two noble friends. But 
I am sure your Lordships will agree that 

it is a very great advantage that men 
occupying hereditary positions in this 
| House, and who have before them, both in 
this House and in the country, large oppor- 
tunities of devoting themselves to political 
and other work, should as early as 
possible be introduced to the perform- 
ance of public duties. I am quite certain 
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that the speeches of my two noble 
friends will leave no doubt in our 
minds that they will in future prove 
valuable and useful Members of this 
assembly. The noble Earl made something 
in the nature of a complaint about the 
multiplicity of topics adverted to in the 
Speech from the Throne. I do not think 
he has shown that any of those subjects 
were superfluous. If the Speech is, as I 
admit it is, a long one, I think, on the 
other hand, I may claim for it the merit 
that it has presented the topics referred 
to ina manner as little provocative or con- 
troversial as possible. 
say, also, that in the observations which 
the noble Earl has made on the Speech 
he has done nothing to import any 
elements of controversy into this debate 


which are not provided in the Speech itself. | 


The noble Earl touched, in the 
first place, upon the question of the 
Venezuelan negotiations ; and he did no 
more than I expected from him in offer- 
ing to the Houses of Parliament and the 
Government his congratulations on the 


result of those negotiations, so far as they | 


have yet proceeded. Your Lordships 
will have observed that the cautious and 
moderate tone of the Speech, which I 


think I can claim for almost every para- | 


graph, is to be found in the paragraph 
relating to Venezuela. 


think that he was under the impression 
that these negotiations were still more 
completely concluded than they are 
actually. I think he used the expression 
that the negotiations had resulted in the 
settlement of all matters in dispute. 


*EARL SPENCER: I did not go quite 
so far as that. I said, with the exception 
of certain matters which were referred to 


the Court at The Hague. 
THE DuKE or DEVONSHIRE: That 


would certainly have been a statement | 


going beyond the facts of the case. 
There are matters which still have to be 
referred to arbitration; and it is impos- 
sible to say that, even with the assistance 
of a court of arbitration, questions of 
controversy may not yet arise between 
us and other Powers who have been 
concerned in these negotiations. All 
that the paragraph asserts—and that is, 
I think, quite sufficient ground for con- 
gratulation — is that the negotiations 
have proceeded to such a point as to 


The Duke of Devonshire. 
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I am bound to! 


The noble Earl | 
used some expressions which led me to | 
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enable us and the other Powers con- 


cerned to give orders to raise the 
blockade and bring all measures involv- 
ing the use of force to an immediate 
conclusion. Therefore, that eliminates, 
although it may not be an absolute 
settlement, all those elements which 
formerly contained possibilities of danger. 
It cannot be denied that these proceed- 
ings have involved certain elements of 
risk and danger. It could not well be 
otherwise when several great Powers 
have found it necessary to make claims, 
not only of a pecuniary character, but 
also of a moral character, affecting the 
honour and interests, and even the lives 
and safety, of their subjects, upon a 
small State which, for reasons with which 
we are all familiar, does not possess at 
the present moment a Government of a 
very responsible character. And all 
these elements of danger were not re- 
moved by the fact that the proceedings 
of these States were known, were 
watched with intense interest—I will 
not say jealousy—were rightly watched 
with the closest attention by the Govern- 
ment of another great State, the United 
States, who were properly jealous of any 
interference on the part of European 
|Powers with the affairs of any 
American State. That these negotiations 
should have been brought to the satis- 
factory point to which they have now 
been brought, without any serious con- 
sequences to the good relations of any of 
the Powers involved, says, I think, a 
great deal for the moderate temper of 
all parties concerned; and I think it 
says something also for the skill and 
prudence of those diplomatists who have 
conducted these negotiations. 

The noble Earl complained that this 
correspondence has not been presented at 
|an earlier period, and I think he said 
that the anxiety of the country would 
have been less if at an earlier period we 
had had a fuller knowledge of the com- 
| munications which had passed between 
| our Government and that of the United 
| States. It will be found that the Papers 
| which have been laid on the Table today 
‘contain much information, not only of 
‘what has taken place since Parliament 
| was prorogued, but also a considerable 
| amount of information as to the previous 
negotiations, which it was impossible to 
give at an earlier time. The noble Earl 
must remember that it is the invariable 
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practice of all Governments before making 
public any despatches relating to such 
negotiations to consult the Governments 
concerned as to whether they have any 
objection to the publication of those 
Papers in the form proposed ; and it was 
impossible before the prorogation of 
Parliament to obtain the consent of all 
the other Powers to the publication of 
the Papers which the noble Earl complains 
were not published at an earlier period. 
I think, considenng the short time which 
the noble Earl has had to study these 
Papers, he has displayed a most remark- 
able acquaintance with some of their 
contents. But I can hardly imagine that 
even he himself is satisfied that he has so 
thoroughly mastered their sense that it 
may not be necessary for him to refer to 
them at some future period ; and I think 
that any debate upon the manner in which 
this case has been conducted had much 
better be postponed until your Lord- 
ships have had the opportunity of fully 
digesting the contents of this Bfue-book, 
and until my noble friend the Foreign 
Secretary is in a positionto make a full 
statement upon the subject. 

It is extremely easy to say, as some 
have said, that this matter was never 
worth the trouble and risk which have 
been incurred, that it wou'd have been 
far better to leave the matter alone, and 
that we should have taken no steps to 
enforce the claims which we have so re- 
peatedly made, the greater part of which 
are for extremely small amounts, but 
which have been utterly ignored and dis- 
regarded by the Venezuelan Government. 
I think that in a matter of this sort such 
a policy would have been extremely short- 
sighted, and that such conduct on our 
part would have proved in the end most 


unsatisfactory, not only to ourselves, but | 


also to the Government of the United 
States. Accepting as we do fully and 
unreservedly the Monroe doctrine, to 
which the Government and the people of 
the United States attach so great import- 
ance, I cannot conceive that anything 
could have had a greater tendency to 
lessen the force and acceptance of the 
Monroe doctrine by the European Powers 
than any endeavour to import into that 
doctrine consequences and_ principles 
which have never been claimed for it by 
its authors. Rightly or not, wisely or 
unwisely, probably wisely and rightly, 
the Government of the United States has 
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never accepted any responsibility for the 
acts of the Republics established in South 
America ; and if, in deference to supposed, 
and I believe erroneously supposed, sus- 
ceptibilities on the part of the Government 
of the United States, we, or other 
Powers of Europe, were to abstain from 
enforcing claims which we believe to be 
just and essential to the maintenance 
of our own honour, and the protection 
of our own subjects, such a course would 
make the Monroe doctrine an object of 
dislike and opposition to every civilised 
Power in the world. I believe this view 
is taken, or at all events will be taken, 
by the great majority of the people of 
the United States themselves. The 
people of the United States are very far 
from being children ; they are men of a 
most practical character, fully aware of, 
and alive to, the consequences of their 
own acts; and I do not believe that 
there can be a better way of acquiring 
their confidence than that we should 
meet them in that spirit, and treat them 
as a people who are fully aware of the 
consequences of their own actions, who 
are prepared to assert their own rights, 
and not to be deterred from that asser- 
tion by any supposed fancies or suscepti- 
bilities which may be without the slightest 
particle of foundation. 

Then, although it might be right for 
us to assert our own claims, we are told 
it was a mistake to assert them in con- 
junction with other Powers, especially 
with Germany, in the way we have 
done. I was very glad to hear the noble 
Earl] dissociate himself entirely from the 
absurd and exaggerated language which 
has been used on the subject of the 
so-called alliance with Germany. It has 
been explained over and over again by 
various Membersof His Majesty’sGovern- 
ment that there has been in this matter 
nothing of the nature of an alliance. 
There has been co-operation for definite 
and mutual objects between ourselves 
and the German and Italian Govern- 
ments, but nothing in the nature 
of an alliance. 1 should be very 
glad, if we have a further op- 
portunity of discussing this matter, to 
have some further explanation of the 
views of those who think we ought to 
have acted independently. I should like 
very much to know what is their idea 
of the situation that would have been 
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created if we and Germany and Italy, 
and perhaps other Powers, had all 
separately made our claims, separately 
taken measures to enforce them, entered 
upon separate naval demonstrations, 
and perhaps land demonstrations, 
entered into separate negotiations with 
the Venezuelan Government, and_ in- 
dicated separate sources of satisfaction 
for our claims. I cannot conceive a 
state of things more likely to conduce 
to friction and ill-will amongst all the 
Powers if they, acting for a common 
object, for some unexplained reason of 
policy, were bound to act for that 
common object in entire isolation from 
each other. 

The noble Earl made a few observa- 
tions, to which I think I have no 
exception to take, onthe next paragraph 
of the King’s Speech, relating to the 
position of the European provinces of 
Turkey. I think he suggested that 
other Governments had afforded more 
information upon this subject than had 
been given by usto Parliament. Papers 
.on this subject will shortly be laid before 
Parliament, and it was thought better 
‘to delay them until they could be pre- 
sented in a somewhat complete form. 
The proposals to be made to the Powers 
who were parties to the Treaty of Berlin 
by Austria-Hungary and Russia have as 
yet only been confidentially communi- 
cated to those Powers, and have 
not yet been communicated to the 
Government of Turkey. Of course, 
until we receive authority from the 
Powers concerned to do so, it will be 
impossible to include them in the Papers 
to be presented to the House. The noble 
Earl said that for the past two or three 
years the condition of these provinces 
has been one that has caused much 
anxiety. I think I can go further than 
the noble Earl and say that I do not 
think I remember a time in which the 
condition of some part of the dominions 
of Turkey has not caused anxiety. This 
state of things is no doubt the concern 
of all the parties to the Berlin Treaty, 
ourselves not least among them. But 
the special conditions which at present 
prevail in the vilayets, of which there 
are five, in the province of Macedonia, 
are an immediate danger and concern, 
more especially to the States named in 
the paragraph in the King’s Speech— 
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Austria-Hungary and Russia—and it has 
naturally fallen to them, who are more 
immediately and directly concerned than 
others, and who are also in a position to 
put a certain amount of pressure on the 
Government of Bulgaria, to submit to 
the Powers of Europe proposals which 
they think adequate to restore order and 
to establish confidence in that region. 
[ can only join with the noble Earl 
opposite in trusting that the proposals 
may be found quite adequate for the 
purpose in view. 

The noble Earl referred to the opera- 
tions which are taking place in Somali- 
land. Your Lordships will observe that 
that, as well as the preceding paragraph 
of His Majesty’s Speech, has reference to 
proceedings which affect the security 
of our fortresses, naval _ stations, 
and coaling places on the route to 
India. I think the difficulties that 
have arisen with the Turkish Govern- 
ment, or’rather with certain tribes very 
imperfectly controlled by the Turkish 
Government, and also the difficulties 
referred to in Somaliland, are subjects 
about which very little is generally 
known in this country at present. We 
shall take early steps to place Parliament 
in full possession of all the information 
we have on these subjects; but I am 
afraid it will be quite impossible, with- 
out more copious reference to documents 


than would be permissible on this 
occasion, to give the noble Earl anything 


like a full account of the scope and 
character of the operations that are 
going on in Somaliland. I can only 
assure him that there is nothing in con- 
templation of the nature of an occupa- 
tion of any vast tract of desert, or, in 
fact, of an occupation by us of any place 
not now occupied by us. Tribes under 
our protectorate and that of Italy have 
been attacked by the Mullah Abdullah 
in a manner and with results which 
it is impossible for us to tolerate; 
after much consideration, it has been 
decided between ourselves and Italy that 
the operations that are now being con- 
ducted afford the best prospect of 
breaking the power, influence, and 
authority of that Mahomedan potentate, 
and the best prospect for the necessary 
protection and security of those under 
our protection. Although these opera- 
tions are very little known and under 
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stood at present by the public generally, 
they are matters with respect to our 
Imperial interests of the very highest 
importance. The security of our naval 
bases on the route not only to our Indian 
possessions, but also to Australia, and to 
the China seas, is of the very highest 
importance to the Empire ; and holding 
that opinion, as we do, it is impossible 
for us to permit the sources of supply 
to these garrisons, or to the very large 
populations which have grown up around 
them, to be threatened with danger in 
Asia or in Africa. 

The noble Earl alluded, in terms to 
which, I am sure, we can take no exception, 
to the great work being done by Mr. 
Chamberlain in South Africa. I entirely 
agree with the noble Earl that the cases 
in which it may be necessary or desirable 
for a Minister of the Crown to undertake 
such a labour must be of an exceptional 
kind. But I think that your Lordships 
will admit that the present circumstances 
in South Africa are of an exceptional 
nature. We have just terminated a 
great, difficult, and arduous conflict. 
Great questions, some of them of a very 
difficult character, remain to be settled ; 
and it has been thought—and Mr. 
Chamberlain himself was of the opinion 
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immediately, and I think it would be far 
more convenient that this and other 
matters as to which the general know- 
ledge is very imperfect should be 
discussed when the House is in a position 
to do so with fuller information. We 
are in this House in a rather different 
position from the other House. The 
time of the House of Commons is so 
completely occupied by the business that 
is laid before it that unless a matter of 
public importance finds an opportunity 
of being discussed in the Debate on the 
Address, it is quite possible that no other 
opportunity may occur for its discussion. 
That disability cannot be said to apply 
to this House, and it will be perfectly 
competent for noble Lords to discuss any 
of these matters when full and complete 


information has been laid before 
Parliament upon them. 
The noble Earl has made some 


reference to the paragraph in the Speech 
which deals with the Bill relating to 
the tenure of agricultural land in Ireland. 
The noble Earl said we have often had 
measures purporting to be a final settle- 
ment of this question. I trust that this 
measure may, at all events, approach a 


‘final settlement, although those words 


—that the decisions to be taken by His | 


Majesty’s advisers on these great 
questions would be facilitated if he 
were able by personal inquiry and com- 
munication with the High Commissioner, 
Lord Milner, and with the represen- 
tatives of many of the interests con- 
cerned, to offer advice on all those 
topics. I need not say that the 
idea of superseding, or of in the slightest 
degree diminishing, the authority of our 
trusted Commissioner, Lord Milner, 
never entered into the mind of His 
Majesty’s Government. I believe there 
is no man who has more cordially 
welcomed the idea of Mr. Chamberlain’s 
journey and personal investigation of 
these questions than Lord Milner himself. 

There is an observation I think I must 
make which applies to the many ques- 
tions asked by the noble Earl. He asked 
for further information on the subject of 
the expedition to Kano. I suppose | 
could give the House some information 
on that subject, but it would be neces- 
sarily of an extremely perfunctory 
character. Papers on the subject will 


_ sentatives 


are not to be found in the Speech from 
the Throne. I think it would be a 
sanguine view, however, to say that 
even this measure will prove to 
be a final settlement. A _ Bill was 
introduced last year in the other House 
of Parliament with this object, but time 
did not permit of its discussion. But it 
has been the subject of a great deal of 
attention and discussion in Ireland; 
and, with the fuller information which 
that discussion has placed in our hands, 
we hope we are in a better position in 
the present session than we were in the 
last to make substantial progress with a 
measure aiming at the complete settle- 
ment of this question. 

The conference which has recently 
taken place in Ireland between repre- 
of the landlords and the 
tenants was referred to by the noble 
Earl. Like him, | shall entirely refrain 
from expressing any opinion whatever 
as to whether the resolutions arrived at 
by that conference do or do not afford 
a practical basis for a settlement of this 
question. It would be entirely prema- 


be laid on the Table of the House almost ture for me to say anything on an 
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extremely difficult and complicated ques- 
tion, on which the responsible members 
of the Government in the other House 
will take the earliest opportunity of 
making a full statement and placing 
full information before the House. It 
would not be premature, however, I 
think, on my part to say that the spirit, 
at all events, which has animated the 
discussions at that conference seems to 
have been of a most satisfactory char- 
acter. I entirely dissent from the view 
of those who suggest that the only 
agreement between the representatives 
of the landlords and of the tenants was 
that as large as possible a sum should 
be extracted from the English Treasury. 
On the contrary, I think that conference 
was animated by a sincere and honest 
endeavour to find fair and equitable 
terms, on which all classes interested in 
land in Ireland might find the means of 


continuing to live and work in Ireland, | 


and to do their best for the prosperity of 
the country. In these circumstances, it 
is not too sanguine a hope that we may 


be approaching the further consideration | 
of this great question under conditions | 
hopeful, than | 
those which have existed on any previous | 


more favourable, more 


occasion. 


There was one other subject to which 
the noble Earl referred. That was the 


measure for extending the Education | 


Act of last year, with the necessary 
modifications, to the metropolitan area. 


The noble Earl made, I think, a kind of | 
protest against the hope expressed by the | 


Address 


noble Duke who moved the 


that we might be spared, in the discussion | 
of this measure, some of the controversies | 


which occupied so much of our time last 
session The noble Earl, as far as I 


understood him, expressed his intention | 


of taking this opportunity of fighting all 
our old battles over again. I do not 
think that is either a necessary or an 
entirely reasonable attitude to assume. 
I fully admit that the noble Earl and his 
friends are perfectly free to do everything 
in their power either to attack, modify, 
or reverse the principles of the Act which 
was passed last session ; but I do not think 
it would be unreasonable to ask them to 


postpone that attempt until the period | 


comes when they will be in a_ posi- 
tion to give effect to the principles 
they so strongly hold. I can scarcely 
imagine that anybody is of opinion 
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that, as regards the most controversial 
parts of the measure of last year, those 
which excited the greatest degree of 
controversy both in this House and the 
other House, London should be treated 
on different principles from those which 
have been applied to the rest of the 
country. Although its different condi- 
tions of local government make the 
separate treatment of London to a con- 
siderable degree necessary, it would not 
be reasonable to propose to treat London 
on a different basis and on different 
principles from those which we have 
applied to the rest of the country. 
Therefore, I cannot help expressing my 
own strong opinion that to fight the 
battle on these religious questions, of 
which we heard so much last year, over 
again on the question of the London Bill 
will be unnecessary waste of the time of 
Parliament. The noble Earl complained 
of the omission of one subject from His 
| Majesty’s Speech, which, he says, is 
exciting a great deal of attention in the 
country. 


*EARL SPENCER: The Brussels Con- 


vention. 


THE DuKE or DEVONSHIRE: I am 
afraid I have very little or no informa- 
tion to give your Lordships on the subject 
of the Brussels Convention, except to 
point out to the noble Earl that a measure 
is promised which will give him the 
epportunity for which he has long been 
pining of a discussion upon the convention 
for the abolition of the sugar bounties. 
The noble Earl made some complaint last 
session that a Resolution was not moved 
in this House similar to that moved in 
the other House on the subject ; but the 
Bill which will be founded on that Reso- 
lution will have to come before this 
House, and I cannot conceive that the 
noble Earl can require any better oppor- 
tunity than will be afforded him by that 
measure of entering into a discussion 
upon it. 

I need hardly say that the omission 
of the subject of Army _reorgani- 
sation from the Speech indicates that 
it is not the intention of his Majesty’s 
Government to propose anything in the 
nature of legislation on the subject of 
military reform in the present year. The 
| views of the Government upon Army 
administration and Army reorganisation 
must be expressed, and will be expressed, 
‘at a very early period on the introduc- 
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tion of the Army Estimates in the other 
House of Parliament, and I entirely fail 
to see how the subject could have been 
introduced into His Majesty’s Speech 
when there was no intention of Jegislat- 
ing on the subject. I am afraid I have 
detained your Lordships at considerable 
length. I do not think it necessary 
to detain you longer. 

In conclusion [ would only say 
that, although the topics referred to 
in the Speech are not generally of 
an extremely exciting, or perhaps 
even of an interesting character, I 
think, taken as a whole, the subjects 
referred to in that Speech are subjects 
not unworthy of the attention of an 
Imperial Parliament, and of the Parlia- 
ment of Great Britain and Ireland. The 
Speech contains references to many 
subjects of great importance to our 
Imperial interests in every quarter of 
the world—in Europe, in America, in 
Asia, and in Africa—and these references 
are well calculated to give to Parliament 
some idea of the extent, the magnitude, 
and the importance of the Imperial 
interests which have ‘een created in 
every part of the world. And though 
the references to domestic legislation are 
not of an ambitious character, the two 
principal subjects with which it is the 
intention of His Majesty’s Government 
to deal are subjects than which I do not 
think there are any that can be held to 
be of greater importance by the Parlia- 
ment of Great Britain and of Ireland. 
The one is anattempt—lI trust a success- 
ful attempt—to restore social content- 
ment in Ireland, and the other is to 
complete a scheme of educational reform 
for the great metropolis of this country, 
than which I can conceive no subject 
with which the future interests and 
welfare of this Empire are more closely 
concerned. 


On Question, agreed to, nemine dis- 
sutiente ; Address ordered to be presented 
to His Majesty by the Lords with White 
Staves. 

THE LIGHT LOAD-LINE COMMITTEE. 
f2EarL SPENCER: I should like to ask 
the noble Duke whether the Light Load- 
Line Committee, of which I had the 
honour of being a member, will be 
reconstituted. 
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Tue Duke or DEVONSHIRE: My 
noble friend Lord Wolverton, who has 
succeeded Lord Dudley as the repre- 
sentative of the Board of Trade in your 
Lordships’ House, will be proposed as a 
member of the Committee. There is, I 
believe, another vacancy, and as to that 
I will take an early opportunity of con- 
ferring with the noble Earl and the 
President of the Board of Trade. 


The Earl of Morley appointed, nemine 
dissentiente, to take the Chair in all Com- 
mittees of this House for this session. 

Committee for Privileges—Appointed. 

Commitee for the Journals —Ap- 
pointed. 

Stoppages in the Streets—Order to 
prevent, renewed. 

Appeal Committee—A ppointed. 


PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS 
(RECESS). 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR = ac- 
quainted the House that the following 
Papers, having been commanded to be 
presented to this House by His Majesty 
had been so presented on the following 
dates by delivery to the Clerk of the 
Parliaments, pursuant to Standing Order 
No. CXI., viz. :— 


INDIA (HYDERABAD). 


Agreement respecting the Hyderabad 
Assigned Districts. (December 19.) 


FORESTRY. 

Report of the Departmental Committee 
appointed by the Board of Agriculture 
to inquire into and report on British 
Forestry; with minute appointing the 
Committee. (December 19.) 


ANKYLOSTOMIASIS (OUTBREAK OF IN 
A CORNISH MINE.) 

Report to the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department by J. S. Haldane, 
Esq., M.D., F.R.S., on an outbreak of 
Ankylostomiasis in a Cornish mine. 
(December 19.) 


CENSUS (ENGLAND AND WALES) 1991. 


Area, houses, and population, also 
population classified by ages, condition as 


B 
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to marriage, occupations, birthplaces, and/ No. 2934. Shipping and Trade of 
infirmities for the counties of—Oxford; Denmark for 1901 (Supplementary). 
Cambridge ; oo Romy aed x ; | (February 10.) 
Buckingham; Bedford (January 14);) . 2935. Ital Ton? 
Cuteadrthen ; Denbigh; Carnarvon | (feteuary 11.) y (Trade of Venice). 
(January 17); Cardigan; Hereford | IL Miscell Seri 
(January 23); Salop; Westmoreland ; | | ITE? RTE 5 
Pembroke (January 29); Montgomery;| No. 587. Coal Industry of the United 
Merioneth ; Brecknock; Huntingdon ; | States. (January 16.) 
Flint (February 4) ; Anglesea; Rutland;/ No, 588. Africa (exotic plants of 
Radnor. (February 10.) | economic interest in the Botanic Gardens 
at Entebbe, Uganda). (January 23.) 
COLONIES (ANNUAL). | 
No. 376. Grenada (Report for 1901), | TREATY SERIES. 
(December 20); No. -377. Northern; |. 1902—No 17. Final Protocol 
Nigeria (Report for 1901) (January 5) ; | between the Foreign Powers and China 
No. 378. British Guiana (Report for | for the resumption of friendly relations ; 
1901-1902) (January 7); No. 379. | signed at Peking, 7th September 1901 
Mauritius (Report for 1901) (January | (with 19 Balsa. (December 29.) 
17); No. 380. Basutoland (Report for| I]. 1903—No. 1. Convention between 
1901-1902). (January 28.) the United Kingdom and Belgium 
|regulating telephonic communication 
_ AFRICA. ‘between the Pnited Kingdom and 
I. No. 6 (1902). Correspondence re-| Belgium; signed at Brussels, 21st 
specting slavery and the slave trade in November, 1902. (January 22. 
t Africa and the Islands of Zanzibar| No. 2. Convention between the 
and Pemba. (December 20.) . | United Kingdom and France for the 
II. No. 1 (1903). Correspondence re- | exchange of insured and _ uninsured 
specting the rising of the Mullah parcels between France and the British 
Muhammed Abdullah in Somaliland, and | Colony of Gibraltar; signed at Paris, 
consequent military operations. (Janu-| 22nd October 1902. (Ratifications ex- 
ary 27.) changed at Paris 10th December, 1902). 


TRADE REPORTS. | (January 22.) 


I. Annual Series : CROFTER COLONISATION. 


No. 2923, Germany (Trade of Wur-| Thirteenth Report of the Commissioners 
temberg for 1901 and part of 1902). | appointed to carry out a scheme of colon- 
(December 29.) isation in the Dominion of Canada of 

No. 2924. Spain (Trade of Bilbao for crofters and cottars from the Western 
1901). (January 2.) 'Highlands and Islands of Scotland; 


No. 2925. Trade of Mexico for 1901. | With appendices. (December 31.) 
(January 10.) GLANDERS. 


No. 2926. Turkey (Trade of Jeddah | TE i hk Ai tt 
‘da. J 16. eport of the Departmental Committee 
and Hodeida). (January 16.) |appointed by the Board of Agriculture 


No. 2927. Hay y- ee el for the purpose of conducting experi- 

No. 2928. Brazil (Rio de Janeiro). | pontal investigations with regard to the 
(January 17.) ; ‘communicability of the infection of 

No. 2929. Siam (Trade of the Chieng- | sjanders under certain conditions, and as 
mai District.) (January 23.) to the arresting and curative powers, if 

No. 2930. Finances of Italy for the! any, of mallein repeatedly administered. 
year 1902. (January 2.) 

No. 2931. Egypt (Trade of Alexandria | 
for 1901, and 1st January to 31st May, | AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS 
1902.) (IRELAND). 

No. 2932. (Trade of Crete for the, Tables showing the extent in statute 
year 1901.) (January 31.) | acres and the produce of the crops for the 


No. 2933. Foreign Trade of Italy for | year 1902. (January 5.) 
the year 1901. (February 6.) 
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MINES AND QUARRIES (EXPLOSIONS 
AT THE MacLAREN' COLLIERY, 
ABERTYSSW6G). 

Reports to His Majesty’s Secretary of 
State for the Home Department by S. J. 
Evans, Esq., K.C., and J. S. Martin, Esq., 
one of His Majesty’s Inspectors of Mines, 
on the circumstances attending an explo- 
sion which occurred at MacLaren Colliery 
(No. 1 Pit), Abertysswg, on the 3rd 
September, 1902. (January 8.) 


COUNTY COURTS (PLAINTS AND 
SITTINGS). 
Return for the year 1901. (January 
14.) 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION 
(PROCEEDINGS). 


I. Return for the month of November, 


-1902. (January 15.) 


II. Return for the month of Decem- 
ber, 1902. (February 12.) 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR 
REPORTS (COAL). 

Extracts from the Reports of His 
Majesty’s Diplomatic and Consular Officers 
Abroad relating to particular trades and 
industries received during the year 1902: 
Coal. (January 16.) 


MISCELLANEOUS No. 1 (1903) (NATION- 
ALITY AND NATURALISATION). 
Despatch from His Majesty’s Minister 
in Brazil, enclosing a translation of a 
decree regulating naturalisation of aliens. 
(January 17.) 


LAND LAW (IRELAND) ACT, 1887 (EVIC- 
: TION NOTICES). 


Return of the number of eviction 
notices filed during the quarter ended 
31st December, 1902. (January 22.) 


AGRARIAN OUTRAGES (IRELAND). 


Return -for the quarter ended 31st 
December, 1902. (January 26.) 


EVICTIONS (IRELAND). 
Return of evictions in Ireland for the 
quarter ended 31st December, 1902. 
(January 27.) 


CERTIFICATES OF ORIGIN. 
Memorandum showing the regulations 
existing in the principal European coun- 
tries, and in Canada, the United States, 
and Japan, in regard to certificates of 
origin. (February 5.) 
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WORKHOUSE ACCOUNTS. 


Report of the Departmental Com- 
mittee appointed by the President of 
the Local Government Board to inquire 
into workhouse accounts; with append- 
ices. (February 5.) 


JUDICIAL STATISTICS (ENGLAND AND 
WALES, 1901) (PART I. CRIMINAL 
STATISTICS). 


Statistics relating to criminal pro- 
ceedings, police, coroners, prisons, re- 
formatory and industrial schools, and 
criminal lunatics, for the year 1901. 
(February 6.) 


POISONS. 


I. Report—Supplementary Report and 
Minority Report of the Departmental 
Committee appointed by the Lord Pre- 
sident of the CGouncil to: consider 
Schedule A. to the Pharmacy Act, 1868, 
to report the alterations therein which 
they deem expedient, and whether a 
third part should be added thereto ; with 
the minutes appointing the Committee 
and list of witnesses examined. (Feb- 
ruary 6.) 

II. Minutes of evidence taken before 
the Departmental Committee appointed 
by the Lord President of the Council 
to consider Schedule A. to the Pharmacy 
Act, 1868, to report the alterations 
therein which they deem expedient, and 
whether a third part should be added 
thereto; with appendices and index to 
evidence. (February 6.) 


NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND). 


Appendix, Section II., to the Annual 
Report of the Commissioners, for the 
year 1901. (February 7.) 


INDIA (TRADE). 


Tables relating to the trade of British 
India, 1897-98 to 1901-1902. (Febru- 


ary 7.) 
VENEZUELA, No, 1 (1903). 
Correspondence respecting the affairs 
of Venezuela. (February 13.) 
NORTHERN NIGERIA. 
relating to Kano, 


Correspondence 
(February 14.) 
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UNITED STATES, No. 1 (1903). 
Convention, signed at Washington, 
24th January, 1903, for the adjustment 
of the boundary between the Dominion 


of Canada and the Territory of Alaska. 


(February 16.) 
The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


PETITIONS. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY. 


Petition against ; of the inhabitants of 


Basingstoke ; read, and ordered to lie on | 


the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 


General Report by the Chief Inspector 
of the Southern Division of Scotland, for 
the year 1902. 


GIBRALTAR. 


Report on proposed eastern harbour 
and dock (with drawings). 


COMMERCIAL, No. 1 (1903). 
Correspondence with the Russian 
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| 2. Return of all sums received by the 
visitors of lunatics for travelling expenses 
or upon any other account, from Ist 
January to 3lst December, 1902. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1888. 


| Rule under the Act, dated 15th 
| January, 1903. 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACT, 1899, 

Minutes sanctioning the subjects to be 
| taught under Clause 8 of the Act for the 
counties of— 


Cardigan (2nd minute). 
Devon (8th Minute). 
Rutland (5th Minute). 





| 


| GREEN WICHHOSPITAL AND TRAVERS’ 
FOUNDATION (CAPITAL AND IN- 
| COME ACCOUNTS 1901-1902). 


| Accounts of the receipt and ex- 
|penditure of the capital and of the 
income derived from the lands and other 


|property held for the benefit of Green- 


'wich Hospital, and the foundation of 
Samuel Travers, Esquire, for the year 
-ended 31st March, 1902; together with 
the Report of the Comptroller and 


| Auditor General thereon. 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE ACT, 1889. 


| Order in Council transferring to the 
Board of Agriculture all the powers and 


Government respecting the interpretation duties which were conferred on the 
of the most-favoured-nation clause in con- | Commissioners of His Majesty’s Works 
nection with countervailing duties on | and Public Buildings in respect of the 
bounty-fed sugar. | Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew, by or in 
pursuance of Section 22 of the Crown 
Lands Act, 1851, or the Parks Regula- 
tion Act, 1872. 


CREMATION. 


Report of the Departmental Committee 
appointed by the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department to prepare a draft 
of the regulation to be made under the 
Cremation Act, 1902. 


INEBRIATES ACTS 1879 to 1899 
(IRELAND). 

Rules for retreats licensed under the 
Inebriates Acts, 1879 to 1899, dated 3rd 
February, 1903, approved by the Lord 
Lieutenant. 


METEOROLOGICAL COUNCIL. 


Report of the Meteorological Council 
for the year ended 31st March, 1902. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
ACT (IRELAND) 1877. 

Pte Orders in Council, dated 17th 
ovember, 1902, givi ffect t ] 
tivitgore rye giving effect to Rules 

1. Return to the Lord Chancellor of 
visits made and patients seen by the 
several Commissioners in Lunacy during 
the six months ending 31st December, 
1902. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
(IRELAND). 


I. Additional rule made by the Inter- 
, mediate Education Board for Ireland 
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varying the Rules and Programme of 
Examinations for 1903. 

IJ. Time Table of Examinations for 
the year 1903. 


CRIMIN AL LAW AND'PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND) ACT 1887. 


Proclamation, dated 2nd February, 
1903, revoking the several proclamations 
mentioned in the schedule thereto. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP. 


I. (Sanitary Accommodation.) Order | 
made by the Secretary of State for the 


Home Department, dated 4th February 
1903, in pursuance of Section 9 of the 
Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, 
determining what is sufficient and suit- 
able accommodation in the way of 


sanitary conveniences, within the mean- | 


ing of that section. 


II. (Particulars of Piece Work Wages, 
Wholesale Tailoring.) Order made by 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, dated 5th January, 1903, 
applying, with modifications, the pro- 
visions of Section 116 of'the Factory and 
Workshop Act, 1901, to factories and 
workshops in which wholesale tailorin 
is carried on, and to outworkers employ 


in wholesale tailoring, and the occupiers | 


and contractors by whom they are 
employed. 


CHELSEA HOSPITAL (ARMY PRIZE 
MONEY AND LEGACY FUNDS, 1901-1902). 

Account of the receipts and expenditure 
of the Commissioners of Chelsea Hospital 
(for services other than those voted by 
Parliament) in the year ended 31st 
March, 1902; together with the Report 
of the Comptroller and Auditor General 
thereon. 


IMPERIAL OTTOMAN GUARANTEED 
LOAN. 


Account for the year 1902. 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES AND SHOP 
CLUBS. 

Regulation, dated 1st January, 1903, 
made by the Treasury under the Friendly 
Societies Act, 1896, with reference to 
friendly societies desirous of being 
certified under the Shop Clubs Act, 1902. 


DUCHY OF LANCASTER. 
Account of the receipts and disburse- 
ments of the Duchy of Lancaster in the 
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| year ended 20th December, 1902, also a 
| separate account of the capital of the said 
_ Duchy to same date. 


SUPERANNUATION. 


| I. Treasury Minute, dated 15th 
January, 1903, declaring that John Glod- 
| hill, Post Office, sub-office postman, was 
appointed without a civil service certifi- 
|cate through inadvertence on the part 
| of the head of his department. 


II. Treasury Minutes, dated 17th 
December, 1902, granting a retired 
allowance to Henry Bonn, assistant super- 
intendent, 2nd class, Newcastle-on-Tyne 
Post Office; dated 22nd January, 1903, 
granting a retired allowance to Thomas 
Riley, principal foreman in charge of the 
metal foundries, rolling mills and quick- 
firing case factory, Royal Laboratory, 
Woolwich. 


PATENTS, DESIGNS, AND TRADE 
MARKS ACTS, 1883-1902. 


| Patents Rules, 1903. 


MILITARY MANCEUVRES, 1903. 


Order in Council relative to military 
manceuvres, 1903. 

UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACT. 

I. The annual report on the state of 
the finances of the University of Edin- 
burgh, under the provisions of Section 
30 of the Universities (Scotland) Act, 
1889. 

II. Annual statistical report to the 
Secretary for Scotland, under the provi- 
sions of Section 30 of the Universities 
(Scotland) Act for the year 1901- 
1902, by the University Courts of 
the University of Glasgow; the Uni- 
| versity of Edinburgh ; the University of 
Aberdeen. 





LOCAL TAXATION RETURNS (SCOT- 
LAND) ACT, 1881. 


Annual Local Taxation (Scotland) 
Returns for the year 1900-1901. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 





House adjourned at twenty 
minutes before Seven o'clock, 
to Thursday next, a quarter 
| past Four o'clock. 





Elections. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Tuesday, 17th February, 1903. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


Message to attend His Majesty. 
The House went, and being returned— 


WRITS ISSUED DURING RECESS. 


Mr. SPEAKER informed the House, 
That he had issued Warrants for New 
Writs during the Recess, for Liverpool 
(West Derby Division), in the room of 
Samuel Wasse Higginbottom, esquire, 
deceased ; County of Antrim (South 
Division), The Right Hon. William Grey 
oe Macartney Deputy Master of the 

int. 


SENTENCE ON A MEMBER. 
Mr. SPEAKER informed the House that 
he had received the following letter re- 
lating to a sentence upon a Member. 


Royal Courts of Justice, 
London, 
23rd January, 1903. 
The Right Honourable 
The Speaker of the House of Commons. 


Sir, 

I have the honour to inform you that 
Arthur Alfred Lynch, Member for Galway, 
was ata Trial-at-Bar, before Mr. Justice Wills, 
Mr. Justice Channell, and myself, to-day con- 
victed of high treason and sentenced to death. 


I am, Sir, 
Your obedient servant, 
ALVERSTONE, 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.): I beg to give notice that when 
motion is made for the issue of a New 
Writ for the borough of Galway, I shall 
move that it be issued that day six 
months. 


NEW WRIT. 


New Writ for the County of Perth 
(Eastern Division), in the room of Sir 
John George Smyth Kinloch, Baronet 
(Manor of Northstead).—(Mr. Gladstone.) 


NEW MEMBERS SWORN. 


Charles Day Rose, esquire, for County 
of Cambridge (Eastern or Newmarket 
Division). 


{COMMONS} 
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William Watson Rutherford, esquire, 
Liverpool (West Derby Division). 


ELECTIONS. 


Ordered, That all Members who are 
returned for two or more places in any 
part of the United Kingdom do make 
their election for which of the places 
they will serve, within one week after it 
shall appear that there is no question 
upon the return for that place ; and if 
anything shall come in question touch- 
ing the return or election of any 
Member, he is to withdraw during the 
time the matter is in debate ; and that 
all Members returned upon double 
returns do withdraw till their returns 
are determined. 

Resolved, That no Peer of the Realm, 
except such Peers of Ireland as shall for 
the time being be actually elected, and 
shall not have declined to serve, for any 


| county, city, or borough of Great Britain, 


hath any right to give his Vote in the 
election of any Member to serve in 
Parliament. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


|“ That it is a high infringement of the 


liberties and privileges of the Commons 
of the United Kingdom for any Lord of 
Parliament, or other Peer or Prelate, not 
being a Peer of Ireland at the time 
elected, and not having declined to serve 
for any county, city, or borough of Great 
Britain, to concern himself in the election 
of Members to serve for the Commons in 
Parliament, except only any Peer of 
Ireland, at such elections in Great Britain 
respectively where such Peer shall appear 
as a candidate, or by himself, or any 
others, be ponpoees to be elected ; or for 
any Lord Lieutenant or Governor of any 
county to avail himself of any authority 
derived from his Commission, to influence 
the election of any Member to serve for 
the Commons in Parliament.” — (Mr. 
A. J. Balfour.) 


*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet) moved to omit all words after 
the word “ Kingdom ” in line 2, down to 
“for” in line 8, the effect of which, he 
explained, was to restrict the application 
of the Sessional Order to Lords Lieu- 
tenant, as distinct from Peers. 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, 8. W.) 
seconded. 
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Elections. 
Amendment proposed— 
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posed to be left out stand part of the 


: “ To leave out from the word ‘ Kingdom,’ in Question.” 
line 2, to the word ‘for’ in line 8.”—(Mr. 


James Lowther.) 


Question put, “That the words pro-| 68. 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Aird, Sir John 

Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Allsopp, Hon George 
Ambrose, 

Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A J. (Manr 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barlow, John Emmott 

a Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beckett, Ernest William 

Bell, Richard 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brodrick, Rt: Hon. St. John 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Right Hon. James 
Bull, William James 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, Rt Hn J A (Glasg.) 
Cam -Bannerman, Sir = 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir "Edw. H 
Causton, “y Knight 
Cav endish, F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V C Ww (Derbysh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J A (Wore 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplin, ay ot Hon.- Henry 
Chapman, Ed 

Charrington, =A 

Clive, are 


Colomb, Sir, John Cue Ready 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasg.) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox. Irwin Edwd. Bainbridge 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cullinan, J. 


Davies, ‘Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M.Vaughan- (Cardign 





. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 270 ; Noes, 


AYES. 


Delany, William 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Donelan, Captain A 
Doogan, P. C. 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Duffy; William J. 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Dunn, Sir William 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Edwards, Frank 
Emmott, Alfred 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Ed. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry Willidm 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gordon,Hn.J.E.(Higin & Nrn 
Gore, Hon. G. R. C. Ormsby- 
(Salop). 
Gore, Hn. S: F.Ormsby- (Zinc 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,Sir E.W.(Bury St. Ed. 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hain, Edward 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Sone F. 
Hambro, Charles Eri 
Hamilton, Rt Hn Ld. G.(Midz 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. Wm. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill. Rt. Hon. Chas. Hi. 
Hermon-Hodge. Sir Robert ‘I. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope John Deans (Fife, West 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Heary 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tot’ ham 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Hr’! 





(Division List No. 1.) 


Johnstone, Heywood 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Joyce, Michael 
Kemp, Geor, 
Kennaway Hon. Sir J. H. 
Ken on-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 
Kimber, Henry 
Knowles, Lees : 
Lambert, George 
Law, Andrew (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Sir Joseph (Monm’th 
Lawson, J 
Lo -Barratt, Francis 

A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 
omaha Sir Jos. F. san a 


oe soba Laces. -Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W.(Hvesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S. 
Lonsdale — Brownlee 
Lough, 
Lucas, Col. go (Lowestoft 
parr aa ¢- . (Portsmouth) 
Lundon 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Govern, T. 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Milvain, Thomas 
Mitchell, William 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) ° 
Morgan,DavidJ.( Walth’ mstow 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHn, AGraham( Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, William (Cork) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.) 
O’Kelly,J ames (Roscommon, N 
O'Malley, William 
O’Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer,SirCharlesM (Durham 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Percy, Earl 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
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Priee, Robert John | Sharpe, William EdwardiT. 
Purvis, Robert | Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew 
ilter, Sir Cuthbert Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
dy, M. | Smith, HC( North’mb. Tyneside 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford | Spear, John Ward 
Redmond, William (Clare) | Spencer, RtHnC. R. (Northants | 
Reid, James (Greenock) | Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Remnant, James Farquharson | Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Ridley,S. Forde(Bethnal Green | Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Rigg, Richard | Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Ritchie,Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson | Strachey, Sir Edward 
Roberts, John Bryn (Zifion) | Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffie/d) | Sullivan, Donal 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) | Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert | Tennant, Harold John 
Rose, Charles Day Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter | Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Royds, Clement Molyneux Thomas, F. Freeman- (Hastings 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool | Thornton, Percy M. 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander | Tomkinson, James 
Samuel, 8. (Limehouse) | Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland | Toulmin, George 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles | Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Seely,Maj.J.E.B.(JsleofWight | Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry ! Tufnell, Lieut-Col. Edward 











NOES. 


| rte Lieut.-General | 
| Llewe! , Evan He 

| Macnetsiile: Dr. Thotoas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | 
Maconochie, A. W. 


| MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


Allhusen, Aug. Henry Eden 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Boulnois, Edmund 
Campbell, John (Armejh, S.\ | M*Kean, John 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 


Elections. 


| Tuke, Sir John Batty 


Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William: Hall 
Wallace, Robert 

Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
Weir, James Gallowa 

White, Luke (York, BR) 
Whitley, J. H. a) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Williams, Colonel K, (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk, Mid 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J. W. ( Worcestersh. N. 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. ( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Kt Hn. E. R.(Bath) 
Woodhouse, SirJ T (Huddersf'd 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. (Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Reid, Sir K. Threshie (Dumfries 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hon. M. W.(Stalybridge 
Roche, Jo 

Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Runciman, Waltef 

Russell, T. W. 


Churchill, Winston Spencer | Maple, Sir John Blundell | Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Condon, Thomas Joseph | Markham, Arthur Basil | Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles | Mooney, John J. | Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Dillon, John | Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) | Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich). 
i Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart | Murnaghan, George | Stock, James Henry 

Ellis, John Edward Murphy, John | Tollemache, Henry James 
Gordon,Maj Evans-(7'r. Hmlts | Nolan,Col.John P.(Galway,N.) | Tully, Jasper 


Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 


| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


pe 
| Vineent,Col.SirC. EH (Sheffield 


Guthrie, Walter Murray 


O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 


| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


Hardie, J. Keir (Merthyr T'yd | O’Brien,Kendal(7 6 aad a | Welby,Lt.-ColA.C.E.( 7aunt’n 


Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristl, Z | O’Connor, T. P. 
Hope, J. F. (Shef., Btside) | O'Dowd, John 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jacoby, James Alfred 


Kearley, Hudson E. 


Main Question put and agreed to. 

Resolved, That it is a high infringe- 
ment of the liberties and privileges of 
the Commons of the United Kingdom 
for any Lord of Parliament or other Peer 
or Prelate, not being a Peer of Ireland at 
the time elected, and not having declined 
to serve for any county, city, or borough 
of Great Britain, to- concern himself in 
the election of Members to serve for the 
Commons in Parliament, except only any 
Peer of Ireland, at such Elections in Great 





ot: : Sone Mayo, N.) 
ease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n ies 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) | Pickard, Benjamin | TELLERS FOR THE Noxs 

| Power, Patrick Joseph 


| Welby, SirCharlesG. E. (Notts) 
| White, George (Norfolk) 
| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


(Liverpool) 


Mr. James Lowther and 
Mr. Galloway. 


Britain respectively where such Peer 
shall appear as a candidate, or by himself, 


or any others, be proposed to be elected ;, 


or for any Lord Lieutenant or Governor 
of any county to avail himself of any 
authority derived from his Commission, 
to influence the election of any Member 
to serve for the Commons in Parliament. 
Resolved, That if it shall appear that any 
rson hath been elected or returned a 
ember of this House, or endeavoured 
so to be by bribery, or any other corrupt 
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practices, this House will proceed with 
the utmost severity against all such 
persons as shall have been wilfully con- 
cerned in such bribery or other corrupt 


practices. 
WITNESSES. 


any person hath been tampering with 
any witness, in respect of his evidence to 
be given to this House, or any Committee 
thereof, or directly or indirectly hath 
endeavoured to deter or hinder any person 
from appearing or giving evidence, the 
same is declared to be a high crime or 
misdemeanour ; and this House will 
proceed with the utmost severity against 
such offender. 

Resolved, That if it shall appear that 
any person hath given false evidence in 
any case before this House, or any Com- 
mittee thereof, this House will proceed 
with the utmost severity against such 
offender. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE. 


Ordered, That the Commissioners of 
the Police of the Metropolis do take care 
that, during the Session of Parliament, 
the passages through the streets leading 
to this House be kept free and open, and 
that no obstruction be permitted to hinder 
the passage of Members to and from this 
House, and that no disorder be allowed 
in Westminster Hall, or in the passages 
leading to this House, during the Sitting 
of Parliament, and that there be no 
annoyance therein or thereabouts; and 
that the Serjeant at Arms attending this 
House do communicate this Order to the 
Commissioners aforesaid. 


VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS. 
_ Ordered, That the Votes and Proceed- 
ings of this House be printed, being 
first perused by Mr. Speaker ; and that 
he do appoint the printing thereof ; and 
that no person but such as he shall 
appoint do presume to print the same. 


PRIVILEGES. 


Ordered, That aCommittee of Privileges 
be appointed. 


OUTLAWRIES BILL. 


“For the more effectual preventing 
Clandestine Outlawries,” read the first 
time ; to be read a second time. 


{17 Feprvary 1903} 
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JOURNAL. 
Ordered, That the Journal of this 
House, from the end of the last session 
to the end of the present session, with 


an Index thereto, be printed. 
Ordered, That 500 Copies of the said 


| Journal and Index be printed by the 
Resolved, That if it shall appear that | 


appointment and under the direction of 
Sir Courtenay Peregrine Ilbert, K.C.S.1L 
C.I.E., the Clerk of this House. 

Ordered, That the said Journal and 
Index be printed by such person as shall 
be Soecaed by Mr. Speaker, and that no 
other person do presume to print the 
same. 


PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS 
(RECESS). 


The following Papers, presented by 
Royal Command during the Recess, were 
delivered to the Librarian of the House 
of Commons during the Recess, pursuant 
to the Standing Order of the 14th 
August, 1896 :--- 


1. Mines (Explosion at the MacLaren 
Colliery, Abertysswg).—Copy of Reports 
to the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department by S. T. Evans, Esquire, 
KC, M.P., and J. S. Martin, Esquire, 


‘one of His Majesty’s Inspectors of Mines, 


on the circumstances attending an ex- 
plosion which occurred at MacLaren 
Colliery (No. 1 Pit), Abertysswg, on the 
3rd September, 1902. 

2. Judicial Statistics (England and 
Wales). — Copy of Judicial Statistics, 
Part I., relating to Criminal Proceedings, 
Police, Coroners, Prisons, Reformatory 
and Industrial Schools, and Criminal 
Lunatics, for England and Wales for 
1901. 

3. County Courts (Plaints and Sit 
tings). Copy of Return of Plaints and 
Sittings in County Courts for the year 
1901. 

4, Census of England and Wales, 1901. 
—Copy of Census of England and Wales, 
1901 (Counties of Bedford, Buckingham, 
Carnarvon, Denbigh, Anglesey, Radnor, 
Rutland, Montgomery, Merioneth, Breck- 
nock, Huntingdon, Flint, Salop, Pem- 
broke, Westmoreland, Hereford, and 
Cardigan ; 

5. Workhouse Accounts (Depart- 
mental Committee).—Copy of Report of 
the i ony Committee appointed 
by the President of the Local Government 
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_ Board to inquire into Workhouse Ac 
counts, with Appendices ; 


6. Irish Land Commission (Proceed- 
ings).—Copy of Return of Proceedings 
during the months of November and 
December, 1902 ; 

7. Agrarian Outrages (Ireland).—Copy 
of Return for the quarte> ended 31st 
December, 1902 ; 


8. Evictions(Ireland).—Copy of Return 
of Evictions in Ireland for the quarter 
ended 31st December, 1902; 


9. Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1887 
(Eviction Notices).—Copy of Return of 
Eviction Notices filed during the quarter 
ended 31st December, 1902; 


10. Agricultural Statistics (Ireland). 
—Copy of Tables showing the extent in 
statute acres and the produce of the 
Crops for the year 1902, &c. ; 

11. National Education (Ireland).— 
Copy of Appendix to the Sixty-eighth 
Report of the Commissioners, being for 
the year 1901. Section IL ; 


12. East India (Trade). -— Copy of 
Tables relating to the Trade of British 


India with British Possessions and Foreign 
Countries for the five years 1897-8 to 
1901-2 ; 

13. Trade Reports (Extracts).—Copy 
of Extracts from the Reports of His 
Majesty's Diplomatic and Consular 
Officers Abroad, received during the 
year 1902, relating to particular Trades 
and Industries (Coal) ; 


14. Railway Accidents.—Copy of Re- 
turns of Accidents and Casualties as 
reported to the Board of Trade by the 
several Railway Companies in the 
United Kingdom during the nine 
months ending 30th September, 1902, 
together with Reports of the Inspecting 
Officers, Assistant Inspecting Officers, and 
Sub-Inspectors of the Railway Depart- 
ment to the Board of Trade upon certain 
Accidents which were inquired into ; 

15. Certificates of Origin. — Copy of 
Memorandum showing the Regulations 
existing in the principal European 
Countries and in Canada, the United 
States, and Japan, in regard to Certifi- 
cates of Origin ; 

16. Poisons (Departmental Com- 
mittee).— Copy of Report, Supplementary 
Report, and Minority Report of the 
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Departmental Committee appointed by 
the Lord President of the Council to 
consider Schedule A to The Pharmacy 
Act, 1868, to report the alterations 
therein which they deem expedient, and 
whether a third part should be added 
thereto, with Copy of the Minutes 
appointing the Committee, and a List of 
Witnesses examined. Part [.; 


17. Poisons (Departmental Com- 
mittee’.—Copy of Minutes of Evidence 
taken by the Departmental Committee 
appointed by the Lord President of The 
Council to consider Schedule A to the 
Pharmacy Act, 1868, to report the 
alterations therein which they deem 
expedient, and whether a third part 
should be added thereto, together with 
Appendices and Index to Evidence. 
Part IL.; 


18. Glanders (Departmental Com- 
mittee).—Copy of Report of the Depart- 
mental Committee appointed by the 
Board of Agriculture for the purpose of 
conducting experimental investigations 
with regard to the communicability of 
the infection of Glanders under certain 
conditions, and as to the arresting and 
curative powers, if any, of mallein 
repeatedly administered. 


19. Crofter and Cottar Colonisation 
Scheme.—Copy of Thirteenth Report of 
the Commissioners appointed to carry 
out a Scheme of Colonisation in the 
Dominion of Canada of Crofters and 
Cottars from the Western Highlands 
and Islands of Scotland, with Appendices. 

20. Northern Nigeria. — Copy of 
Correspondence relating to Kano. 


21. Colonial Reports (Annual).— 
Copies of Reports Nos. 376 (Grenada, 
Annual Report for 1901), 377 (Northern 
Nigeria, Annual Report for 1901), 378 
(British Guiana, Report for 1901-2), 
379 (Mauritius, Annual Report for 1901), 
380 (Basutoland Report for 1901-2). 

22. Africa (No. 6, 1902).—Copy of 
Correspondence respecting Slavery and 
the Slave Trade in East Africa and the 
Islands of Zanzibar and Pemba (in con- 
tinuation of Africa, No. 4, 1901) ; 

23. Treaty Series (No. 17, 1902).— 
Copy of Final Protocol between the 
Foreign Powers and China for the re- 
sumption of Friendly Relations. Signed 
at Peking, 7th September 1901 (with 19 
Annexes) ; 
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24. Treaty Series (No. 1, 1903).—Copy 
of Convention between the United King- 
dom and Belgium regulating Telephonic 
Communications between the nited 
Kingdom and Belgium. Signed at 
Brussels, 21st November, 1902 ; 


25. Treaty Series (No. 2, 1903).—Copy 
of Convention between the United King- 
dom and France for the Exchange of 
Insured and Uninsured Parcels between 
France and the British Colony of 
Gibraltar. Signed at Paris, 22nd October, 
1902. Ratifications exchanged at Paris, 
10th December, 1902. 


26. United States (No. 1, 1903).—Copy 
of Convention signed at Washington, 
94th January, 1903, for the Adjustment 
of the Boundary between the Dominion 
of Canada and the Territory of Alaska ; 


27. Africa (No. 1, 1903)—Copy of 
Correspondence respecting the Rising of 
the Mullah Muhammed Abdullah in 
Somaliland and consequent Military 
Operations, 1901-2 (in continuation of 
Africa, No. 3, 1902) ; 


28. Nationality and Naturalisation 
Miscellaneous, No. 1, 1903).—Copy of 

patch from His Majesty’s Minister in 
Brazil, enclosing a translation of a Decree 
regulating Naturalisation of Aliens (in 
continuation of Miscellaneous, No. 3, 
1893) ; 

29. Venezuela (No. 1, 1903).—Copy of 
Correspondence ‘respecting the affairs of 
Venezuela ; 

30. Trade Reports (Annual Series). 
—Copies of Diplomatic and Consular 
ae Annual Series, Nos. 2923 to 
2935 ; 


31. Trade Reports (Miscellaneous 
Series).—Copies of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, 
Nos. 587 and 588 ; 


Ordered, That the said Papers do lie 
upon the Table. 


(¢ETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SUGAR BOUNTIES (COUNTERVAILING 
DUTIES) (COMMERCIAL, No. 1, 1903.) 
Copy presented, of Correspondence 

with the Russian Government respect- 

Ing the Interpretation of the Most- 

Fayoured-Nation Clause in connection 

with Countervailing Duties on Bounty- 

fed Sugar [by Command]; to lie upon 


CREMATION (DEPARTMENTAL COM- 

MITTEE). j 
‘ Copy presented, of Report of the 
Departmental Committee appointed by 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department to prepare a Draft of the 
Regulations to be made under The 
Cremation Act, 1902 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 
(PARTICULARS OF PIECE WORK 
WAGES) (WHOLESALE TAILORING). 
Copy presented, of Order, dated 5th 

January, 1903, made by the Secretary 

of State for the Home Department, 

applying with modifications the pro- 
visions of Section 116 of The Factory 
and Workshop Act, 1901, to Factories 
and Workshops in which Wholesale 

Tailoring is carried on, and to Outworkers 

employed in Wholesale Tailoring, and 

the Occupiers and Contractors by whom 
they are employed [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 
(SANITARY ACCOMMODATION). 

Copy presented, of Order made by 
the Seeretary of State for the Home 
Department, dated 4th February, 1903, 
in pursuance of Section 9 of The Factory 
and Workshop Act, 1901, determining 
what is sufficient and suitable accommo- 
dation in the way of sanitary con- 
veniences within the meaning of that 
section [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


CASUALTIES TO STEAM BOILERS 
(MERCANTILE MARINE). 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 26th November 1902; Lord 
Charles Beresford]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 1.] 


CASUALTIES TO STEAM BOILERS 
(UNITED KINGDOM). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 26th November 1902; Lord 
Charles Beresford] ; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 2.] 


PATENTS, DESIGNS, AND TRADE 
MARKS ACTS. 
Copy presented, of Patents Rules, 
1903, under the Patents, Designs, and 
Trade Marks Acts, 1883 to 1902 [by 





the Table. 


Act]; to lie upon the Table 


s 
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, BOARD OF AGRICULTURE ACT, 1889. 


Copy presented, of Draft Order in 
Council transferring to the Board of 
Agriculture all the powers and duties 
which were conferred on the Com- 
missioners of His Majesty’s Works and 
Public Buildings in respect of the Royal 
Botanic Gardens, Kew, by or in pursu- 
ance of Section 22 of The Crown Lands 
Act, 1851, or The Parks Regulation 
Act, 1872 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


INEBRIATES ACTS, 1879 TO 1899 
' (RULES FOR RETREATS) (IRELAND). 
Copy presented of Rules for Retreats 
in Ireland licensed under the Inebriates 
Acts, 1879 to 1899, dated 3rd February, 
1903, approved by the Lord Lieutenant 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
ACT (IRELAND), 1877. 

Copies presented, of two Orders in 
Council, dated 17th November, 1902, 
giving effect to Rules of Court under 
The Supreme Court of Judicature Act 
(Ireland), 1877 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


CRIMINAL LAW AND PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND) ACT, 1887 (PROCLAMATION). 
| Copy presented, of a Proclamation, 
dated 2nd February, 1903, revoking the 
several Proclamations mentioned in the 
Schedule thereto [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
(IRELAND). 


Copy presented, of Time Table of 
Examinations for 1903 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
(IRELAND). 


Copy presented, of Additional Rule 
made by the Intermediate Education 
Board for Ireland varying the Rules and 

mme of Examinations for 1903 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY 
PENSIONS. 


Copy presented, of Return showing 
the names of all Constabulary Officers 
now in receipt of Pensions, of all Head 
Constables, Sergeants, and Constables, 
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and of all Widows and Children to 
whom Pensions have been granted since 
»the Constabulary Estimate for 1902-3 
was prepared, with the amount and 
date of Pension in each case [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


METEOROLOGY. 

Copy presented, of Report of the 
Meteorological Council to the Royal 
Society for the year ending 3lst March, 
1902 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


CHELSEA HOSPITAL. 


Account presented, for the year ended 
31st March, 1902, with the Report of 
the Comptroller and Auditor General 
thereon [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 3.] 


TREASURY CHEST. 


Account presented, for the year 1901-2, 
together with the Report of the Comp- 
troller and Auditor General thereon [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 4.] 


CONSOLIDATED FUND. 


' Abstract Account presented, showing 
the issues made from the Consolidated 
Fund of the United Kingdom in the 
financial year ended 3lst March, 1902, 
for the Interest and Management of the 
Debt, for the Civil List, and for all 
other Issues in the financial year for 
services charged directly on the said 
Fund; with the Report of the Comp 
‘troller and Auditor General thereon [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 5.] 


MILITARY WORKS ACTS, 1897, 1899, 
AND 1901. 

Account presented, for the period 
ended 31st’ March, 1902, together with 
the Report of the Comptroller and 
Auditor General thereon [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 6.] 


IMPERIAL OTTOMAN GUARANTEED 
LOAN OF 1855. 
Copy presented, of Account for the 
year 1902 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 
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ARMY (ORDNANCE FACTORIES) | SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1887. 


(APPROPRIATION ceeaiacadala Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
Appropriation Account, presented, of dated 22nd January, 1903, granting a 
the sums granted by Parliament for the | retired allowance to Mr. Thomas Riley, 
nse of the Ordnance Factories, the | Principal Foreman in Charge of the Metal 
cost of the productions of which have | Foundries, Rolling Mills, and Quick-firing 
been charged to the Army, Navy, and | Case Factory, Royal Laboratory, Wool- 
Indian and Colonial Governments, etc.,| wich, under the Act [by Act]; to lie 
and the Statement of the Surpluses and | ypon the Table. 
Deficits upon the Grants for the year | 
ended 31st March, 1902, together with | 
the Report of the Comptroller and_| 
Auditor General thereon [by Act] ; to lie | 
Ke the Table, and to be printed. | 





EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) (GENERAL 
REPORTS). 


Copy presented, of General Reports by 
- 'the Chief Inspector of the Southern 
0. 7.] | Division of Scotland for the year 1902 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES AND SHOP | [by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


| 
Copy presented, of Regulation, dated LOCAL TAXATION (SCOTLAND). 
Ist January, 1903, made by the Treasury | Copy presented, of Annual Local Taxa- 
ander The Friendly Societies Act, 1896, tion Returns for Scotland for the year 
with referenée to Friendly Societies | 1900-1901 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
desirous of being certified under The | Table, and to be printed. [No. 10.] 
Shop Clubs Act, 1902 [by Act]; to lie | 
upon the Table. UNIVERSITY OF ABERDEEN. 
Copy presented, of Annual Statistical 


| 


DUCHY OF LANCASTER. 


|Report by the University Court of the 
Accounts presented, for the year ended | University of Aberdeen for 1901-2 [by 
2th December, 1902 [by Act]; to lie | Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
a the Table, and to be printed. | printed. [No. 11.] 
| 


o. 8.] | 


BARRACKS ACT, 1890. UNIVERSITY OF EDINBURGH. 
Copy presented, of Report on the state 


Account presented, showing the money : aie 
raised and issued under the provisions of | “a the Finances of the University, made 


ae . | by the University Court, for the year 
fheeof and the amount expended forthe |‘© 31st Angust, 1902 [by Act]; to, lie 
;. of the Act to the 31st March, — the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
1902, with the Report of the Comptroller ‘] 
and Auditor General thereon [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. aca sony aes pene 
[No. 9. Copy presented, of Annual Statistical 
Report by the University Court of the 
SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. ior 3 [6 Aol; to bene ee 
t ; -2 [by Act] ; ie upon the Table 
eg fy emia “005 ag and to be printed. [No. 13.] 
John Gledhill, Post Office Sub-Office Post- 
Man, was appointed without a Civil UNIVERSITY OF GLASGOW. 
Service Certificate through inadvertence | Copy presented, of Annual Statistical 
on the part of the Head of his Depart- | Report by the University Court of the 
ment [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. University of Glasgow for 1901-2 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1887. printed. [No. 14.] 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 17th December, 1902, granting a GIBRALTAR. 
Tetired allowance to Mr. Henry Brown,| Copy presented, of Report on the pro 
Assistant Superintendent Second Class, | posed Eastern Harbour and Dock at 
Newcastle-on-T'yne Post Office, under the | Gibraltar (with drawings) [by Command] ; 
Act [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. to lie upon the Table. 








. 
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GREENWICH HOSPITAL AND 
TRAVERS’ FOUNDATION. 
Accounts presented, for the year ended 
31st March, 1902, with the Report of the 
Comptroller and Auditor General thereon 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 15.] 


MILITARY MANCEUVRES, 1903. 


Copy presented, of Draft Order in 
Council relative to Military Manceuvres, 
1903 |by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 


1. Lunacy. Copy of Return to the 
Lord Chancellor of the number of Visits 
made and the number of Patients seen by 
the several Commissioners in [Lunacy 
during the six months ending on the 
31st December, 1902 [by Act). 


2. Lunacy,—Copy of Return of all 
sums received by the Visitors of Lunatics 
for travelling expenses, or upon any other 
account, from 1st January to 31st Decem- 
ber, 1902 [by Act]. 


3. Local Government Act, 1888 
(Rule).—Copy of Rule under Section 89 
3) of the Government Act, 1888 
tt Act]. 


ADDRESS IN REPLY TO HIS MAJESTY’S 
MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 


Mr. GRETTON (Derbyshire, S.) (who 
was heard with much difficulty) said: In 
rising to perform the onerous task which 
has been allotted to me to-day, I will ask 
the House to extend to me the courtesy 
and toleration it always gives to one who 
addresses it for the first time on an occa- 
sion so important as the present. I pause 
merely for a moment in order to refer to 
the great sorrow which I know is felt on all 
sides at the loss which the House has sus- 
tained by the terribly sudden death of 
Colonel M‘Calmont, who last year so abl 
moved the Address in reply to the Speech 
from the Throne. 

The House, I believe, will learn with 
satisfaction and rejoicing that the block- 
ade of the coast of Venezuela has 
terminated in the accomplishment of the 
objects with which the Government had 
undertaken it without the loss of a single 


life, or the destruction of any personal | 


{COMMONS} 
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property during the operation. Durin 
the whole of these transactions I think { 
am right in saying that the most cordial 
relations have been maintained between 
His Majesty’s Ministers and the Govern- 
ment of the United States. It is g 
cardinal point in our policy that the 
friendly relations now happily long exist- 
ing between the ple of this country 


and the United States should be mina. 
tained, and this policy is founded on the 
broad basis of national detriment. 


tion and mutually sincere sentiment. 
The principle of the Monroe Doctrine has 
always received the unwavering support 
of successive Ministries in this country, 
and no temporary inconvenience will 
cause us to waver In our adhesion to the 
policy established by the American people. 


This time last year the war in South 
Africa was yet unterminated, and the 
Boer commandos were still maintaini 
their heroic but useless struggle inthe field 
I think the House will rejoice with me 
that at last the efforts of Lord Kitchener 
and Lord Milner secured the acceptance 
of terms which were honourable to both 

rties. Now that the war has ended, 

owever, our task is by no means ended, 
for out of the discordant elements and 
dying embers of strife we have to set our- 
selves to the task of raising up a united 
and loyal people. Great progress has 
already been made with the settlement 
after the war. The Boer leaders have 
been, almost without exception, loyal 
to their undertakings, and we are 
determined that, in the performance 
of our share of the bargain, we shall 
not fall behind. I am convinced that 
this House will support His Majesty's 
Ministers in carrying out those large 
financial operations in South Africa which 
are necessary to the establishment of 
peaceful industry in that country. 
railways, personal security, irrigation, and 
the impartial administration of justice in 
the Courts of law, will do much to con- 
vince the Boers that under the British fi 
there are benefits worth having 4 
cherishing. It is to be hoped that the 
progress of the settlement may be so 
rapid that popular representative institu- 
tions will be established at no remote 
date. The House and the country are 
rejoiced to see the effect of the tour 
through South Africa undertaken by the 


Colonial Secretary. 
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His brilliant success in South Africa 
has done much to hasten the settlement 
we all desire. He has met with the re- 

ntatives of the various schools of 
opinion in South Africa, has discussed 
with them their differences, shown sym- 
hy with their troubles, and at the 
game time explained in clear and firm 
terms the intentions of the Government. 
The progress that has been thus made 
will be welcomed by the people of this 
country, and the success of the right hon. 
Gentleman has justified his departure 
from all previous precedents. He has 
shown that we intend to show con- 
sideration and to act justly to our late 
opponents. The history of the past, I 
fear, shows examples where we have not 
taken such a course; the history of our 
dealings in South Africa has been a history 
of changing policy. We heave not in the 
past adhered to any particular line, but 
on this occasion we are determined not 
to abandon our principles. 

Turning to another question dealt with 
in His Majesty’s most gracious speech, 
the House will learn, I think with satis- 
faction, that the Government are taking 
action to forward reforms with regard to 
the Turkish possessions in Europe,and par- 
ticularly Macedonia. We remember what 
took place in Macedonia last year, and 
the calamities under which these people 
have suffered has reached such a stage as 
to hecome a question for the Governments 
of Europe. Russia and Austria are the 
two nations most interested in settling 
this question, but I think the other 
nations of Europe will support their action 
on humanitarian grounds if on no other. 

The great ceremony which has just 
passed in India, the recent Durbar, has 
offered another demonstration of the proof 
ofthe loyalty of the feudatory princes and 
the people of India to the Crown and 
Empire, and we heartily welcome the 
stupendous burst of loyalty which greeted 
His Royal Highness the Duke of Con- 
naught. Turning to another question, 
legislation is necessary to carry into 
eflect the agreement come to at the 
Brussels Conference with regard to the 
abolition of the sugar bounties. The 


bounty system has ruined the cane sugar 
industry in the West Indies and also all 
those industries which were connected 
with it, and it has checked the develop- 
ment of the cane sugar industry in other 
parts of our Empire: 

regard to another question 


With 
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near home: the problem of the Local 
Government of London has always 
demanded and received special atten- 
tion. The normal condition of the vast 
area and the enormous population of 
the metropolis render special legislation 
necessary to deal with it, and, therefore, a 
special measure is necessary to complete 
the great scheme of national education, 
and to carry out with regard to London 
the great principle discussed in the Educa- 
tion Act which was passed last session. 
A measure dealing with the licensing 
laws of Scotland is included in the most 
gracious Speech from the Throne, and 
we shall all,be agreed that some, at any 
rate, of the principles of the Act which 
we passed into law last year for England 
may be adopted in the Scotch Licensing 
Bill with advantage. The important 
subjects of the improvement of the law 
of valuation and assessments; the 
regulation of the employment of chil- 
dren; and the questions of the sale of 
adulterated dairy produce will receive. 
the attention of the House, and we shall 
all welcome gladly the measures it is 
proposed to introduce with regard to 
them. I cannot sit down without 
thanking the House for the kind and. 
patient attention it has given me. 


Captain GREVILLE (Bradford, 
East): Mr. Speaker, in rising to 
second the Address, so ably moved 
by my hon. friend the Member for 
South Derbyshire, I am_ profoundly 
conscious of my own inability to do 
justice to the task which lies before me 
without a large measure of that generous 
toleration that the House always accords 
to those in my position. I am also 
greatly encouraged in my attempt by 
the thought that the honour done me is 
really a compliment to the constituency 
that I am so proud to represent, the 
working class constituency of a great 
manufacturing city, distinguished alike 
for its municipal energy and intellectual 
activity. 

The exceedingly welcome news con- 
tained in the paragraph relating to the 
recent complications in Venezuela will be 
received with the utmost satisfaction by 
every shade of opinion in the country. 
Recent events have shown how patient 
and consideratethe action of His Majesty’s 
Government has been throughout thedeli- 
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eate and diffi:ult negotiations that have 
taken place between this country and 
Venezuela. And it isa source of satisfac- 
tion to knowthat in all the steps incidental 
to the exercise of the measures which were 
employed, His Majesty’s Government 
were most careful to advise and consult 
with the Government of the United 
States, and that in the conduct of the 
blockade throughout, no action was taken 
‘by this country in excess of what the 
circumstances of the case required, or 
considerations of humanity demanded. 
If the United States could see their way 
to the adoption of some effective course 
by which these almost periodical diffi- 
culties arising between the great Powers 
and some of the States of South America 
could be prevented, I think I may say it 
would meet with cordial concurrence in 
this country. 

The House will hear with pleasure the 
announcement of an Arbitral tribunal 
for the settlement of the long standing 
and troublesome dispute over the exact 
boundary that divides the United States 
territory of Alaska from His Majesty’s 
Dominion of Canada, which we all trust 
may have a successful issue. The whole 

int turns upon the interpretation of the 
oar expressed geographical terms used 
in the Treaty of 1825 between the British 
and Russian Governments, to the latter 
of which Alaska then belonged. For a 
long time this uncertainty caused no in- 
convenience, as the precise meaning was 
never put to the test owing to the dis- 
tance of the country from the general 
current of business life, and it is only since 
the influx of miners to the Yukon gold 
fields in the beginning of 1898 that the 
question has become acute. It is not 
necessary to trace where the chief 
obstacles to a settlement have occurred, 
but it will probably be agreed that any 
English Government would do all within 
its power to come to an amicable settle- 
ment of this long standing controversy, 
consistent with the material interests of 
Canada, and the Government deserves 
our congratulations at having arrived at 
such an arrangement with the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

With regard to Aden and the diffi- 
culties which have arisen in relation to 
the Hinterland of that important port, 
and in dealing with the tribes in the 
neighbourhood, it is much to be regretted 
that the efforts made by His Majesty’s 
Government to arrive at an agreement 


Captain Greville. 
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with the Turkish Government for a joint 
delimitation should not, so far, have been 
successful. I hope, however, that the 
rumour which obtains that the Porte 
has at last given orders for the evacua- 
tion of the disputed territory is correct, 
as such action on the part of the Porte 
would greatly facilitate a settlement, 
which in the interest of all concerned, 
and of the peaceful development of that 
portion of the country, is earnestly to be 
hoped for. In the meantime it is satis. 
factory to note negotiations are being 
urgently pressed forward, so that all 
danger of collision and friction may be 
permanently removed. : 

With reference to the larger expedi- 
tion to Somaliland, which has been 
rendered necessary by the conduct of the 
Mullah Abdullah, it is gratifying to note 
that a small body of mounted infantry 
recruited from the Boers of the Trans- 
vaal and Orange Colonies is forming part, 
and I trust it is significant of a time not 
far distant when the two races, having 
learned to respect each other in the field, 
may forget entirely their differences in 
the past, and co-operate in advancing the 
interests of the Empire to which they both 
belong. - The House will note with cordial 
appreciation the friendly co-operation of 
the Italian Government in forwarding 
the great object of the expedition. 

The same call for watchfulness and 
vigilance in the interests of the Empire 
occurs also in northern Nigeria, where 
the work in connection with the delimita- 
tion of the boundary between the British 
possessions and those of France has been 
seriously interfered with by the hostile 
action of the Emir of Kano, and we are 
all, I am sure, glad to hear of the com- 
plete success of the expedition which that 
action had rendered necessary, and which 
has been conducted in the most brilliant 
manner by its gallant commander, Colonel 
Morland. The result has been the fall 
of Kano and the flight of the Emir, at 
happily small loss to our forces. 

To turn to matters nearer home, 
amongst measures promised is one relat- 
ing to the tenure of agricultural land in 
Ireland. It will be the earnest desire of 
every one in this House that the Govern- 
ment should, if possible, find a solution of 
this difficult and distressing problem, 
which has for so long baffled the states- 
men of all parties, and which has thrown 
back the development of the country, and 
handicapped it in the race for prosperity. 
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If it becomes a question of compromise, 
let there be compromise, and if of “ give 
and take,” may there be “ give and take ” 
on both sides; I trust | may venture 
to impress this upon those responsible for 
the conduct of affairs in Ireland; may 


we all see the end of dissension, and a | 


larger portion of prosperity and happiness 
to the fair land of Ireland. 

In the paragraph dealing with the 
Port of London, the words are used of 
“National Concern,” and when the 


Report of the Commission, on the recom- | 


mendations of which, possibly, the Bill 
will be framed, is studied, it is at once 
apparent that the matter, though of vital 
consequence to the trade of London, yet 
is so stupendous in character, so far 
reaching in its effects, concerns so many 
interests and so many public bodies, and 
otherwise deals with so many financial 
questions, that no other words could fitly 
describe it. It is undeniable that the 
Port of London is possibly in danger of 
ceasing to be the chief distributor to the 
coasts of England, and even partially of 
the supplies of London itself. The 
reasons for this are not difficult to find. 
The existing authorities are many and 
various, and consequently over-lapping. 
In many cases they are not bodies endowed 
with sufficient elasticity or powers to 
grapple with the difficulties which have 
arisen, and to initiate the necessary 
reforms and alterations hecessitated by 
the larger tonnage of ships and the altered 
conditions of maritime commerce, such, 
for instance as the large outlay involved 
in deepening the river channel and in- 
creasing the dock accommodation, which 
the existing authorities are not in a position 
to meet. These reforms are of so urgent 
a character if the Port of London is to 
maintain its place amongst other com- 
petitors, both English and foreign, that 
the Commission have no hesitation in 
strongly recommending the formation of 
a single public authority for the Port of 
London. 
at this juncture to touch, even lightly, 
upon the mass of detail, financial and 
otherwise, that a measure of this magni- 


tude will of necessity involve, but perhaps | 


enough has been said to show the urgent 
necessity of legislation in connection with 
this subject, in the interests not only of 
London but of the country at large. 


Amongst the minor, but nevertheless | 


urgent measures mentioned in the latter 
part of His Majesty’s gracious Speech is 
. VOL. CXVIII. [FourtH SEr1zs. } 
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the reconstitution of the Royal Patriotic 
FundCommission. The necessity of such 
a reconstitution is admitted generally, 
and, thanks to the attitude taken up by 
H.R.H. the Duke of Cambridge and his 
colleagues in not allowing their Charter 
to stand in the way of reform, His 
Majesty’s Government should have no 
difficulty in placing the fund upon a 
popular and effective basis that will allow 
of the good work now being done for 
the widows and orphans of our soldiers 
and sailors being carried out in a manner 
more in accordance with the views of 
the public. 

In conclusion, I have only to thank 
hon. Members for the courteous and 
indulgent manner in which they have 
listened to one who today has had the 
honour of addressing them for the first 


time. 
Question put. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That an humble Address be presented 
to His Majesty, as followeth :— 


“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 


We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
leave to offer our humble thanks to 
Your Majesty for the Gracious Speech 
which Your Majesty has addressed to 
both Houses of Parliament.” — Jr. 
Gretton.) 


*Smr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): It would hardly 
be becoming, and certainly not in accord 
with the prevailing sentiment of this 
assembly, if in commencing the debate 
on this Address I failed to give some 
expression to, the satisfaction and joy 
with which we have observed that His 
Majesty in addressing his Parliament 
today did so with all his wonted vigour, 
and gave evidence that he had perfectly 


' recovered from his serious illness of last 


year, and from any more temporary 
indisposition which the familiar uncer- 
tainties of our climate may have induced. 


|The whole country will rejoice in this 
fact, and earnestly trust that the King 


and Queen may be long guarded from 
any such season of trial as that through 


which they passed last year. 


C 
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Now, Sir, we are so accustomed to the 
form of procedure at the opening of a 
session that ibly few Members have 
considered what a very singular procedure 
itis. We have all come here full of anxiety 
not only to be informed as to the legis- 
lative intentions of the Government, but 
to receive a full explanation—and, if neces- 
sary, a defence—of their conduct of affairs. 
We have indeed listened to the gracious 
Speech from the Throne. But a speech 
from the Throne is necessarily instinct with 
the spirit of reserve. If it lifts the curtain, 
it is only a very little. While it gives a 
recital of measures to be introduced and 
of accomplished facts in our relations 
with the world, it does not explain | 
or solve, it does not even touch, the 
great problems that underlie them. We | 
have here Ministers who can perfectly well | 
step beyond the guarded limits of a Speech | 
from the Throne and could give the in- | 
formation which the country poe We | 
have, forinstance, the President of the Local | 
Government Board and the Under Secre- | 


tary for Foreign Affairs, who would throw | 


intosome such explanation the most refresh- 
ing and unaffected candour. But above all, 
we have, I am glad to say, as things are 
now constituted, the presence of the man 
of all others who knows all about every- | 
thing—the Prime Minister himself—who | 


{COMMONS} 





the King’s Speech. 68 


of the House, there are Members just 
as capable of taking an effective part in 
debate as many of our more practised or 
—shall I say—more frequent speakers. 
But these two Members have not given, and 
could not give, the information we require, 
and now, forsooth, it is expected that the 
Leader of the Opposition should get up 
and, in the twilight in which we are 
groping, discuss, criticise, and even 
answer the Government case which we 
have not yet heard. This order of 
procedure has often seemed to me to 
give a certain formality and almost 
unreality to the early part of this debate, 
which is only dispelled when the Leader 
of the Government in this House rises, 
makes a clean breast of it, and enlightens 
our darkness. 

I have indulged in these prolegomena 
in order to account for the fact that my 
observations will be cast mostly in an 
interrogative mould. I have a great 
many questions to ask. I think there 
never was an occasion when we have had 
| greatersubjects occupyingthepublicmind 
| with regard to which Parliament, and 
especially the House of Commons, was 
|so partially furnished with the facts. 

here are several quarters of the globe 
in which our interests are closely and 
critically involved. I take that part of 





is no doubt burning with desire to tell | f ; 
us all that we wish to know. But none | the subject first, because the questions 
of these rise to address us. We have arising in connection therewith are 
instead two Gentlemen, whom I am glad | instant and urgent, whereas projects of 
to congratulate on the part they have legislation are always subject to condi- 
played, who have no responsibility and | tions afterwards. Even after a Bill has 
no knowledge beyond that which the | been announced in the Speech from the 
Minister has thought it discreet to confide Throne there may be changes in the 
to them. They give us a pale echo of | mind of the Government or the disposi- 
the speech from the Throne, which, as | tion of Parliament, and there may be 
I have said, is already pale enough. accidents of Parliamentary time, and 
They may indeed add to that plain and other disturbing influences. 

unadorned web some embroidery of The questions I will speak of first are 
their own invention, and the chief in- urgent, and we ought to be informed 
terest we have in their speeches arises| upon them. There is the question of 
from our endeavour 
between the part which represents the the small but important question of 
instructions of the Minister and the | Kano, there is the condition of affairs in 
part which may represent the indis-| Macedonia, and, above all, there is the 
cretions of the Member. I am sure I | great vital question of the settlement 
shall have the whole House with me when | ini South Africa. I propose, with the 
I say the hon. Members have discharged | leave of the House, to say a word or two 
their part well. They have shown that upon each of these questions in turn. 
among the silent, or almost silent, Members | As to Venezuela, the cloud has happil 
who, either from modesty, or discreetness, passed over, but it was a very Pack 
or that spirit of self-sacrifice which | cloud, and most of us think it was a 
we ought all to cultivate, do not often | cloud that might have been avoided. 
obtrude themselves upon the attention | It was a cloud fraught with the most 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 


to discriminate | Venezuela, there is Somaliland, there is . 





a of @ te oe a ah oo. ie om ot 4 ote ce we 1 


—_— 


BReBARPSES SE HSE AS ea BESSSRE BBE Sco eas st oee 


“69 Address in Reply to {17 Fesruary 1903} the King’s Speech. 70 


serious consequences. If we have now 
emerged from that difficulty, it is none 
the less our right and our duty to in- 
quire why it was, and how it was, that 
we were led into it. Minister after 
Minister has made some sort of apology 
for it, but I find it difficult to reconcile 
the one apology with the other. Today 
there has been furnished to us a great Blue- 
book, ful] of despatches and Papers 
which, I venture to say—except the most 
recent of them—ought to have been in 
the hands of hon. Members weeks ago. 
It is not enough on the very morning of 
the day when a question is to be dis- 
cussed to fling on the Table of the House, 
or the tables of hon. Members, documents 
such as these. I confess at once that I 
have only given this Blue-book the most 
cursory examination. I have not had 
time to do more. It was perfectly well 
known that the House would meet on the 
17thof February, and it ought to have been 
so arranged that the Papers up to date, or 
at least up to about ten days ago, should 
be placed in our hands in order that we 
might be able to come to a fair decision 
upon the questions inolved. 

There are two main points upon which, 
barring this new Blue-book, no real 
definite information has been given 
—the nature, quality and extent 
of our own claims, and the nature, 
quality and extent of the claims of Ger- 
many. I am not going to repeat what I 
said in the short debate we had in the 
month of December last. I then made 
the same demand that we should be in- 
formed, firstly, of our own claims in regard 
to Venezuela, and secondly, and I would 
say almost with more necessity, of the 
daims of another country—claims which 
we have undertaken to prosecute until the 
whole of them are settled. Now, Sir, we 
have heard of the fishermen of Trinidad. 
They have a certain kind of claim, and we 
now gather—this seems to appear from 
the protocol—that their claims are more 
than covered by the sum of £5,500. The 
fishermen of Trinidad certainly, if they 
were ill-treated, jdeserved to be compen- 
sated. All of us will agree that when a 
British subject in the ordinary and legiti- 


mate exercise of his calling suffers unjustifi- 


able damage on the part of the officers of a 
foreign Government reparation is due. But 
the noble Lord who represents the Foreign 
Office went down to Sheffield, and 
he assumed at once the grand air over 
these fishermen—what I may call the 





Civis Romanus sum air, the Don Pacifico 
air. He made this rather remarkable 
statement. He said— 
‘* Tt was said that Trinidad was a very small 
and out-of-the-way colony.” 
I do not know that anyone has ever said 
that. The noble Lord proceeded to say— 
“It might be said that the assaults upon 


British property and British liberty were small 
interests.” 


I am certain that nobody said that. And 
he went on— 

‘That might be so, but we are just as much 
bound to the poor fishermen of Trinidad and to 
maintain the interests of commerce in those 
seas as to protect South African millionaires.” 
South African millionaires! Who has 
been protecting South African million- 
aires? We have been almost at war over 
these Trinidad fishermen, but when were 
we at war over South African million- 
aires? I am quite aware that there 
were a number of people who, being 
of a suspicious temperament, imagined 
that there had been an overdue regard 
for South African millionaires in some of 
the proceedings and negotiations con- 
nected with the South African war, but 
those persons were immediately put down, 
and even shouted down, as “lewd fellows 
of the baser sort” andaltogether unworthy 
of account. But here is the noble Lord, 
the spokesman of the Government, who 
goes down to Sheffield to a solemn dinner 
of the Sheffield Chamber of Commerce, 
and not only admits that we have been 
going to war for the protection of South 
African millionaires, but he assumes it 
to be a matter of common knowledge, 
and institutes a contrast between their 
case and that of the fishermen of Trinidad. 

Well, Sir, onething is clear. I believe 
there are certain habits which are 
regarded as being in the blood, and 
one of these habits is evidently that 
of blazing indiscretions. But really in 
a case like this, where the steps 
taken involve, or may involve, war 
and involve also—remotely and impro- 
bably it may be, but still do involve— 
the possibility of setting not two nations 
only but two hemispheres in arms, 
I think we ought to have been told what 
the actual value of the claims we 
were going to fight about amounted to. 
We gather from the protocol that £5,500 
covers not only the claim of the fisher- 
men but any other claims un account of 
damage and outrage. There is great 
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difficulty in finding out the facts upon 
this matter, because of the settlement 


that has been come'to. A friend of mine | 
who has looked into the Papers tells me | 


that this is made even more doubtful by the 
Papers which were delivered this morning, 
but in the Pa 
despatch of 


says— 


immediate payment of a sum equal to that 
which may in the first instance be paid to the 
German Government.” 


The German Government have put in | 
a claim on the first line ground of some | 
£68,000, but they are to be paid £5,500 | 


in cash, in order, I presume, to meet 


this assumed equality. The rest is to| 


be paid practically immediately in bills 
spread over some months. The whole 
effect is now fully disclosed. Behind these 
poor fishermen, who were so convenient 
for the noble Lord and the Govern- 
ment, there lies the great body of financial 


claims culminating in the claims of the | 
I venture to say that 


bondholders. 


nothing could be more mischievous than 
that we should even seem to accept the 
doctrine, if it deserves to be called | 


a doctrine, that when our countrymen 
invest in risky enterprises in foreign 


countries and default follows, it is a 
Every | 


public duty to rescue them. 
man who invests money in a country 
like Venezuela knows what 
doing. It would, I suppose, not be 
quite accurate to say that great risks 
always mean high dividends, but it is 
more nearly accurate if you put it the 
other way about—that high dividends 
generally involve great risks; but if the 
whole power of the British Empire is to 
be put behind the investor, his risk 
vanishes, and the dividends ought to be 
reduced accordingly. So much as to our 
own claims. 

But here I notice an extraordinary 
printer’s error in the King’s Speech. In 
the Clause affecting Venezuela there is 
no mention whatever of Germany in this 
matter. That must have dropped out 
in printing the Speech, because we know 
that we are not alone in this venture, 

. for we have been closely and inseparably 
associated with Germany. Let me say 
at once, that if there are those in this 
country—and I fear there are—who are 
of opinion that we ought not in any cir- 
cumstances to be associated with Germany, 
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I regard that view with no sympath 
whatever. No one can be blind A a 
fact that in recent years in Germany. 
with regard to this country, there has 
been a strong and ever keener commercial 


‘rivalry ; there has been, to a limited 


extent, a certain feeling of antagonism, 
amounting in some quarters to antipathy ; 
and there have been in some sections of 


.._| the Press common abuse ¢ 
‘His Majesty’s Government will require the | and. slaaderags 


vilifications of our country. But are 
we to allow our temper to get the 
Are we to retort in 
like fashion—and I am sorry to see 
in some journals of which one might 
expect better things a tendency in that 
direction — are we to retaliate with 
similar weapons? No, Sir. What is the 
proper course for a great self-respecting 
country in these circumstances! The 
only effective course, the only course 
consistent with dignity, is to meet the 
rivalry with more active, more intelli- 
gent, and more instructed competition ; 


to beat down the antipathy by showing 


that while you always preserve your own 
interests you are anxious to show the 
utmost reasonableness and friendliness to- 
wards yourneighbours ; andas totheabuse, 
treat it with the contempt it deserves, 
I believe myself that on the part of the 
great mass of the people of this country 
there is nothing but friendly feeling 
towards the great Power Germany, and 
this friendly feeling is withstanding the 
mischievous efforts of some persons who 
I read with 
great pleasure some words used by the 


Prime Minister on Friday last, and I not 


only agree with what he said, but [ thank 
him for having said it. These are his 
words— 

“Let us remember that the old ideal of 
Christendom should still be our ideal ; and all 
those nations who are in the forefront of 
civilisation should learn to work together by 
practical means for the common good, and that 
nothing can militate against the realisation of 
that great ideal so conclusively as the en- 
couragement of these international bitternesses, 
these international jealousies, these inter- 
national dislikes.” 

But where I part company with the 
right hon. Gentleman and with the 
Government is in the nature of the 
arrangements they made, the adaman- 
tine bonds with which they bound us, 
in ingorance of the nature of the 
German claims. At least I assert that 
it was‘in ignorance, although we hear 
contradictory information gathered from 
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these different Papers and the statements | 
inthe House. But certainly the country 

has been and is in ignorance of the nature 

of the Germanclaims, and yet we promised 

never to desist except by common agree- 

ment. I say there is some inconsistency as | 
to the nature of the claims. On page 11 | 
of the Blue-book, Lord Lansdowne, 
writing to Mr. Buchanan, says “ that the 
German Governmentrecognised” that there | 
was a sharp distinction between the char- 
acter of the British and the German first- | 
line claims. Nevertheless, they ought to 

stand or fall together. But Count | 
Biilow, in the Reichstag, spoke of “the | 
perfectly identical injury to the interests | 
of both countries,” as being perfectly | 
identical to the interests of both countries. | 
The right hon. Gentleman, in the debate | 
we had in December, said that he could | 
not give:any precise information on the | 
subject. Iam therefore left unaware of | 
what is the nature of the information the 
Government has on the subject, but 
at all events, whether they knew or 
whether they did not know, it was a 
vash and unwise undertaking that 
they entered into when they said they 
would not desist until the last of these 
claims was settled. I would also venture 





to question the policy of any close 


co-operation with Germany in such a 
matter as this, and for two reasons— 
firstly, becauseit is known that the German 
hand while it is strong is sometimes 
rather rough, and these are very delicate 
situations with which we are dealing; 
and, secondly, because, as we know, there 
isan impression, I believe rightly founded, 
that Germany is not so favourable as 
this country is to that doctrine of 
immunity from interference which is so 
passionately held among the people of 
the United States. Our action was not 
so likely to’ be suspected in any way 
if we had not been so closely interwoven 
with the Germans. The right hon. 
Gentleman said, and again I am quite 
in agreement with him :— 


“We welcome any increase of the influence 
of the United States of America in the great 
Western Hemisphere. . . . We have not the 
slightest intention of interfering with the 
mode of government of any portion of that 
continent. The Monroe Doctrine, therefore, is 
really not in question at all.” 


I have: left out one sentence because, 
although I entirely agree with the senti- 
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its phrasing I think it rather requires 
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that it should be quoted separately. The 


right hon. Gentleman said :— 


““We desire no colonisation, we desire no 
alteration in the balance of power, we desire 
no acquisition of territory.” 

There is a familiar ring about this 
phraseology. To everyone who has been 
watching the history of the last year or 
two I think that these words are, 7 


|the nature of the sentiment expressed, 


but by the pbraseology, calculated to 
strike terror into his breast, or at any 
rate to create suspicion. But I recipro- 
cate, if he will allow me to say so, I 
homologate, the sentiments he expressed 
towards the United States, and I am 
sure that as.an instance of friendliness 
we are glad that the treaty on the 
Alaska boundary has been ratified, from 
which we hope good results may follow. 
Now as to the course of the negotia- 


| tions, with which I cannot deal fully 
| because I have not had time to examine 


the Papers, there is a further question 
I should like to address to the Prime 
Minister. When we discussed this ques- 
tion in December, we heard nothing of 
any other claims. Now the negotiations 
were largely protracted at Washington, 


| on account, apparently, of the discovery— 


it was at least a discovery to the people 
of this country—that there were other 
claims, nay, that one country, namely, 
France, had actually a treaty engage- 
ment with Venezuela for the early 
satisfaction of its claim. I wish to 
know from the right hon. Gentleman 
whether, when they entered into this 
business, his Majesty’s Government was 
aware of the existence of these claims, 
and especially of this arrangement with 
France? Was he aware of it at the 
time that we discussed the matter in 
the House of Commons, because I think 
we ought to have been informed of so 
material an element in the case? Apart 
from all these points, I have something 
to say that goes deeper. If ever there 
was a case, it seems to. me, for settle- 
ment by arbitration, this was one. 
There ought to be some proportion 
between the sum involved and the means 
employed. Why should not so easy a 
method for so small a case—the easy 
method of arbitration—have been used? 
But besides that it was we principally 
who set up this standing tribunal at 
The Hague. It was the proposal of 
Lord Pauncefote; it is one of the 
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many things that the world owes to 
that eminent man. He was them an 
who brought forward the proposal for a 
standing tribunal. The proposal was 
supported by this country and accepted 
by the other Powers. Why, therefore, 
should we not have used it, and there- 
by gained a double advantage? In the 
first place—I must use the word, al- 
though I have tried to avoid the use 
of it— we should have avoided the 
present “ mess ;” and, in the second place, 
we should have established a precedent 
and set an example, which would have 
been a great forward step towards the 
peaceable settlement of international 
questions. I will not say any more on 
the question of Venezuela. 


I now come to Somaliland. The 
Prime Minister told us last week that 
the public had not taken the smallest 
interest in it. Well, the public ought to 
take an interest, and the public would 
take an interest, in it if they had any 
knowledge of it. I am bound to say 
that it is rather a cruel argument for 
the Prime Minister to use, practically to 
say, “Why bother about the cost of 
Venezuela when Somaliland will cost so 


much more?’’ It is not only the cost of 
this Somaliland imbroglio, but also, he 
says, it will have more serious conse- 
quences far beyond the time when these 
military operations are brought to a 


conclusion. Will the right hon. 
Gentleman give us some idea of what 
the cost of the Somaliland business will 
be, and what these ulterior consequences 
will be, because there is not much in the 
Papers regarding Somaliland calculated 
to inspire confidence? The Papers, in 
fact, show what a hap-hazard business it 
is. The whole proceedings, according to 
the papers, are seriously based upon and 
fortified by the analogy of the Soudan. 
There was a Mahdi in the Soudan; 
there is a Mullah in Somaliland. We 
for many years in Egypt tried a defen- 
sive policy, which led to increase of the 
Mahdi’s power, and then came a series 
of campaigns by which he was finally 
crushed. The Mullah, they say, is 
following in the Mahdi’s footsteps— 
a curious phrase to use—and therefore, 
they say, ‘‘ Advance against him.” But 
surely there is a vital difference 
between the two cases. The Mahdi 
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Soudan, which was claimed b as 
belonging to her; she had Beco 
tion of it, but claimed to have original 
possession of it. And the greatest argu- 
ment in favour of pursuing the Mahdi 
was that it was necessary,—whether a 
good argument or a bad one, it was at 
all events a strong argument that it was 
necessary for the prosperity of Egypt to 
have control of the upper waters of the 
Nile. But wkat is there behind this 
Mullah ? According to the right hon. 
Gentleman himself, a waterless waste 
peopled by nomad fanatics. That is 
his description of the country. How are 
we going to pursue the campaign 
against the Mullah? May I ask t 
attention of the House to this? 

The Papers statethat “it seems clear 


|that, upon whatever scale operations 


against the Mullah are undertaken, 
we cannot predict with certainty that 
they will result in his capture. He 
may even deny us an opportunity of 
trying conclusions with him, and of in- 
flicting on him exemplary defeat. In 
these circumstances our object must be, 
if possible, to take some step which will, 
at any rate, strike a blow at the Mullah’s 
prestige, restore our own authority, and 
perhaps compel him to come to terms 
with us. 

“Tt is admitted that these objects are 
most likely to be obtained by the occupa- 
tion of the Mudug oasis, and that this 
can be most conveniently effected bya 
column using Obbia at its base. 

* * * cal 


‘*How soon it may be wise to leave 
Mudug must depend upon our success 
in getting touch with the enemy during 
our advance on that place, or upon our 
arrival there. In that case, we may be 
able at once to inflict the necessary 
punishment upon him. It would then 
be possible, if such a course recommend 
itself to the Italian Government, to 
restore Yusuf Ali to the control of the 
district under their authority before we 
move on to the north. Forthis purpose 
it would be necessary to provide him 








was in possession of the whole of the 
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with a fort, suitable armament, and 
sufficient supplies, so that he would be 
strong enough to hold his own, and 
to deny Mudug to the Mullah should the 
latter reappear on the scene. In this event, 
however, it would seem to be indispen- 
sable that, at any rate until it could be 
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geen whether an arrangement could be 
come to with the Mullah, Yusuf Ali 
should receive a certain amount of 
Pet , 

he House will observe how much 
depends upon Yusuf Ali, the chief man 
of Obbia. But already, before the ex- 
pedition has started, Yusuf Ali has been 
found to be an enemy, he has been 
deposed and placed on board a man of 


war, and is now at Aden under observa | 


tion, in a sort of open captivity. But 
the plan of campaign goes on :— 

“I have indicated the later conduct 
which we contemplate for theexpedition in 
theevent of our successfully punishing the 
Mullah in the course of our advance 
upon Mudug, It is, however, very 

sible that he will have removed_his 
cattle from the oasis and will retire in 
front of us, so that we cannot bring 
him to an engagement, or inflict serious 
damage upon his herds. In that case it 
may be necessary for the expedition to 
remain a longer time at Mudug, whilst 
small forces of mounted troops sweep 
the surrounding country. ven so, he 
may escape punishment at our hands, and 
we shall have to be content with an unopposed 
march through the heart of his country to our 
own Protectorate. Though a defeat of the 
enemy would be much more useful, we 
may hope that even this operation will 
have a salutary effect in destroying his 
prestige in the eyes of his followers and 
of raising our own.” 

I have read these extracts that the 
House may see what a haphazard business 
itallis. This amateurish way of carrying 
on war may lead us into serious difficulties, 
and I do certainly hope that the right 
hon. Gentleman will be able to give a 
little more information so as to reassure 
the public mind on the subject. 

And now, for a moment or two only, 
have a word_to say about Kano. I shall not 
go into the whole of the case. Kano is 
a most important commercial centre in 
the kingdom of Socoto between the 
Sahara and the Niger, and we have 
had an expedition there which has, 
fortunately, been sucessful. But the 
Emir has run away and is being pursued. 
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| that on the 9th December t Questions were 
| asked on the subject of Kano. 
hon. friend the Member for the Forest of 


My right 


| Dean, said to the Postmaster General, 
_who was in charge of the matter: “I 
understand there is no present inten- 
| tion of attacking Kano.” This was 
| following up some more formal Question 
on the y te by a personal appeal to 
_the right hon. Gentleman to say exactly 
how the matter stood. The answer given 
| was “ That is certainly my understanding. 
The military preparations that are 
| being made are only preparations for the 


| : “va 
| protection of the Commissioners ”—that 


13 of the Boundary Commissioners “and 
| their supplies.” That requires a little more 
| definite and immediate explanation, be- 
/cause it is perfectly evident that the 
right hon. Gentleman had been com- 
| pletely misinformed, for it is not possible 
'to reconcile his statement of that day 


with the facts as they have occurred. 


I have only a word or two to say on the 
subject of Macedonia. Both the hon. 
Gentlemen who spoke, I think, referred 
to that question in very proper terms. 
But the condition of Macedonia has been 
for a very long time a European scandal ; 
it is a scandal that it should be in such a 
state after all the efforts made to intré- 
duce good government, order, and reason- 
able conditions of life among the un- 
fortunate people of that province. 
At the same time it must be remem- 
bered that this Macedonian question 
contains the seeds of disturbances 
which will go far beyond the Balkan 
Peninsula. We are glad to know that 
the Government are addressing remon- 
strances, and I trust that they will make 
their remonstrances stiff and effective, 
| and that they will not be merely content 
| with words of course in dealing with it. 
In a curious paragraph in the King’s 
Speech, there is almost an implication 
|that the Government are not aware of 
| what the scheme of reforms of Austria 
‘and Russia is. It is a very fortunate 
thing that Austria and Russia, who are 
|so deeply concerned, have agreed on a 
'scheme of reforms; but the words of 


|the paragraph rather imply that we 





One of the effects of many of these pro- are not aware of the nature of that scheme. 
éeedings may be to drive both trade and |] trust that the right hon. Gentleman 
influence over the frontier of our sphere | wi]} see that the whole force and 
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in the direction of making the changes as 
thorough-going as possible. 


Lastly, Sir, before coming to domestic 
questions, I turn to the familiar question 
of South Africa. Sir, the war is over 
_ and past. We are making a new depar- 
ture in South Africa and we are laying, 
we are building, the foundations of 
a new life and a new history in that 
part of the world. I desire to say 
emphatically, and from the bottom of my 
heart, that I believe we have all but one 


wish and one hope, which is, that these | 


oundations should be solid and sure, and 
that that departure should advance from 
success to success. We may have had 
differences of opinion over the war; we 
may retain our opinions, but the grounds 
of differences are past and over. Let us 
work for our common purpose honestly 
and openly. While I say this I make 
the demand on the other side, which we 
are surely entitled to make, that we 
should all be free to speak out our minds 
frankly, and to discuss without taunt or 
reproach the policy which may be pur- 


sued, Sir, the Colonial Secretary has | 


been journeying through these colonies 
in the most laudable endeavour to see for 


himself, with his own eyes, what is going 


on. He has shown all the energy and 
ability that we expected in him when 
addressing many assemblies of our fellow- 
citizens, old and new. We all of us 
most cordially concur in the conciliatory 
sentiments he has expressed, and in the 
desire he has evinced for the fusion of 
the two white races in a common citizen- 
ship. But he knew before he left this 
country, as well as any man, how immense 
were the difficulties in the way; and I be- 
lieve that as the result of the conferences 
and meetings which have taken place 
in South Africa, the people of this 
country have begun to see these, too, 
more clearly than they did at first. We 
aredebarred from discussing the questions 
involved in what he has been saying and 
doing on behalf of this country, until we 
have an authoritative report of what was 
really said and done, because we have 
only the fragmentary and sometimes 
contradictory reports in newspapers, 
which are almost always of a partisan 
character on one side or the other. 
When we receive the authoritative 
reports of all that has occurred, then we 
shall be in a position to form a judgment 


_ upon it. But there are two points on | 
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which ‘I would make inquiry of the 
right hon. Gentleman. First, of course 
it was a novel situation, and I want to 
know what position exactly the Colonia] 
Secretary occupies, with what authority 
does he act and speak in South Africa? 
Is what he says subject to the review of 
his colleagues, or is he entitled, as it 
were, to act on his own account? [ 
think that is a most important matter, 
and a situation so novel surely requires 
defining. Arrangements are being 
made which imply the approval of the 
Government, and which imply the 
approval of Parliament—though we do 
not hear much of Parliament in them, 
But when these arrangements and 
promises are made and exchanged, a 
more important point still is this: What 
is the authority on the other side if a 
bargain is being made? I do not mean 
to be offensive when speaking of a 
bargain ;j we are not dealing with 
Bishops. Laymen and, above all, public 
politicians live in an atmosphere of 
bargain, so that I do not think the word 
implies anything unhandsome at all. 
But when a bargain is made which may 
be a permanent and binding arrange- 
ment, who is there that has the author- 
ity to make it? Who speaks for the 
community in making a bargain of that 
sort? I will give an instance. We 
read of the possibility of a loan of 
£30,000,000, chargeable not on the 
mines, not on the mine owners, not on 
the capital of the old mines, or the 
prospects of the new mines, but on the 
revenues of the Transvaal. Who is 
there just now that can pledge the 
revenues of the Transvaal? That is to 
me a mystery, and I think here we have 
a strong argument in favour of the 
possible application of _ self- 
government to these colonies, as against 
the prolongation of the irregular and 
irresponsible Government which im- 
mediately on peace being declared was 
for some time necessary. That Govern- 
ment has one weakness which, of itself, 
invalidates its authority. Itis a Govern- 
ment which enforces an arbitrary 
coercion law. Until we get rid of that 
state of things and ascertain what the 
wishes of the people, of our fellow- 
citizens in the colonies are, I do not 
understand quite how these bargains can 
be made. But one thing is abundantly 
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clear. The British people cannot rid 
themselves of responsibility and obliga- 
tions to the coloured races of the 
Empire ; and we can be no party to any 
compulsory labour, be the compulsion 
direct or indirect. It is satisfactory to 
read the most explicit assurance on this 

int by the Government of the Trans- 
yaal itself. There is a despatch by Lord 
Milner, dated 6th December, 1901, in 
which he says— 

‘T desire once for all formally to disclaim on 

behalf of this Administration any desire or 
intention to compel natives to enter into the 
service of white employers iby any means 
whatever.” 
Nothing could be more categorical than 
that. Then the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies, on 21st January, 1902, tele- 
graphed— 

“T concur generally in your statement of the 
principles which are to guide the native policy 
of your administration.” 

Therefore, I cannot understand the 
references which have been made to a 
possible policy of taxing the natives to 
compel them to labour, because such a 
policy would be directly contradictory 
of these declarations ; and I trust that on 
this, so vital a matter, the Government 
will take the opportunity of reassuring 
us 


Now, Sir, I wish to apologise to 
the House for occupying it so long, but 
before approaching home questions, I | formation that we did not fully obtain 


would just say one word of satisfaction at 
the success of the great pageant in India, 
the Durbar at Delhi. I hope it may have 
all the effects that are expected from it, 
but I do not think that even the Viceroy 
himself can think that the success of this 


State pageant can have a beneficial effect | 
Reading | subject, which is the principal indication 


on the weather and the crops. 
the Speech, one would think that the two 
things were post hoc, ergo propter hoc, but 
I do not think that even the Viceroy 
himself would hold that opinion. Now, 


I want a bridge by which to return from | 


those foreign parts of the earth to the 


and I find it in the Sugar Convention, 
which is partly foreign and partly domes- 
tic. I am not going to repeat the argu- 
ments advanced in the short debate 
on this subject last autumn. No doubt 
we shall hear more of the matter when 
the Bill in reference to it is brought 
before the House; but, really, all our 
arguments appear to be untouched, either 
in fact or in theory. The outstanding 
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facts are these —that this policy was 
adopted mainly to benefit our West 
Indian Islands, but it is very doubtful 
whether it will not do more harm than 
good ; in the first place, because it will 
prejudice their interests in their nearest 
and best market, the United States ; 
and, in the second place, because, accord- 
ing to the arrangements made, as I 
understand, in future if any subsidy 
or charitable relief is given to the sugar 
industry in the West fndies that will be 
part of a bounty, and we shall be obliged 
either to raise a tax against them, or 
to shut our ports against them. As to 
the effect at home, no one can tell what 
it will be on the price of sugar. We 
have already seen that the Cartel is in 
full operation in Austria-Hungary, and 
all the other subsidiary means of keepin 

down the price of exported sugar, pa 
keeping up the price of sugar consumed 
in those countries. Of course, if the 
price of sugar is raised, you punish the 
consumer and you check a most flourish- 
ing industry. That is a direct conse- 
quence. But the third effect is the most 
remarkable—you place the financial and 
fiscal arrangements of this country in 
the hands of a foreign Commission in 
which we have only one vote as against 
|ten. Now, there are two particular 
_ points on which I hope the right hon. 
| Gentleman will be able to give us in- 





| in December. 


| First, what is the effect 


of this Convention upon the treaties 
which have a Favoured-Nation Clause ? 
There were a great many questions asked 
and answered on this subject before we 
separated, and we were left in great doubt 
as to the attitude of Russia upon this 


of what will be the general view. 


Here we havethe reply ofthe Russian 
Government— 





| 


‘: The Russian Note repudiates the idea that 
another State may in its own interest press for 


| : Saag New 
. ‘ : , hange Russian internal legislation, and 
consideration of our domestic questions, | ths. “ios & e "| 


that that State connected with Russia by a 
commercial treaty has the right, in the event 
of Russia not agreeing to its proposals, to 
apply penal measures against Russian products 
imported into that country without violating 
commercial treaties.” 


That is an explicit expression of the 
views of the Russian Government. I 
should like to know how that matter 
now stands. I have quoted from the 





Daily Telegraph or some other newspaper; 


* 
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but it is most essential that we should 
have this despatch and all the Papers 
bearing on this subject. Then there is 
the question—How does the Convention 


affect our self-governing colonies, some | 


of which give bounties? Are we to 
be under an obligation to shut our 
ports against their products? And 
a very delicate question that is. We 
know the opinions of Germany, Holland 
Belgium, and Austria. They are all 


to the effect that we cannot exempt | 


from the operation of the stipulation 
our self-governing colonies. I have here 
a@ report of a remarkable speech by 
Baron von Richthofen, the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs in the Reichstag 
at Berlin a few cays ago. 

It would be too great a tax on the 
patience of the House to quote it in full ; 
and for that I am sorry, as it is par- 
ticularly picturesque and effective. He 
laughs to scorn the idea that we can do 
as we like with our self-governing 
colonies, and he describes all the manceu- 
vres by which they drove us into the 
position in which we are. He discusses 


the question of forcing the British dele- 
gates to recognise their obligations before 


concluding the treaty, and says— 


“‘ England, who holds nearly all the trum 
in this game, would not have consented, and the 
Convention would not have been signed. Or 
the non-English delegates had the alternative 
of avoiding a définite settlement of this — 
since no practical necessity existed for any 
such settlement. This was the course adopted 
by all the delegates of the European Powers, 
including the Germans. These Powers con- 
sidered this the right course all the more, 
because by leaving th 

enabled to bring it before the Commission 
which was about to be held in Brussels.” 


That is the Commission upon which 
all our rivals in trade have ten votes 
against our one. I am reading this for 
the sake of a phrase which will amuse 
and interest the House. Referring to the 
debates in various Parliaments on the 
subject of the Convention Baron von 
Richthofen said— 


‘The consequence of these debates un- 
doubtedly was that, if I may use a somewhat 
vulgar expression, the lion’s tail was trodden 


upon.” 

When I read that I thought it was 
rather singular, because when we speak 
of a lion we generally mean the British 
lion, and I thought, here is the Minister 
of a friendly Power congratulating him- 
self that he had managed to tread on the 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 
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| tail of the British lion. But the expres- 
| sion really means that by treading on the 
tail of a sleeping lion you engage his 
attention. He says— 

‘The lion stretched himself in consequence, 
and the question was thus discussed in greater 
detail in the British Parliament, and the 
British Government was thereby compelled to 
take up a more decided attitude than would 
otherwise have been the case. Nobody in 
England had displayed any special interest in 
the question ; it was only brought to the front 
after it had been discussed in various Parlia- 
ments, even in that of Holland,” and so on. 
Practically it amounts to this— they 
winked at it, and allowed it to stand as 
it is, because if they had pressed their 
view too strongly they would have 
frightened us out of the Convention. 
| Baron von Richthofen says :—“ It is all 
‘right ; we will go before the Convention 
| at Brussels, and you all know what that 
| means.” But here again when we want 
| the naked truth on anything we have 
| always to go to the Under Secretary for 
| Foreign Affairs. At the same sober and 
‘solemn meeting at Sheffield to which I 
/have referred he talks of the Sugar 
| Convention, and says the object of it 
| was to help ‘‘those wretched West Indian 
| colonies ”—not a very nice phrase—and 
‘the noble Lord went on to say that he 
“claimed that the Sugar Convention 
was conceived in an Imperialistic spirit.” 
Now we know what an Imperialistic spirit 
really is. It means that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, not to speak of the House 
of Commons, is to be the humble servant 
| of a tribunal in Brussels in which there 
are ten men against our One representa- 
‘tive; and it means that if Queensland or 

Canada sends sugar here we must either 
charge them a heavy duty or shut our 
ports against them. That is the Im- 
| perialistic spirit. One is inclined to 
‘exclaim :—‘‘ Oh, Empire, what strange 

things are donein thy name!” Is this the 
‘end and outcome of the Zollvereinic 
‘dream? These, at all events, are im- 
| portant matters on which I think the 

House and the country are entitled to 
| have a definite statementfrom the right 
| hon. Gentleman. 
| Now I will come nearer home. There 
‘is to be a London Education Bill, of 
‘course. The controversies of last year are 
| still fresh; they have not been crusted 
‘over by the desiccating effects of time. 
| These controversies will be renewed from 

time to time as occasion offers or requires. 
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They are not idle disputes on random | ment, but as that is grouped with the 
points, they are episodes in the great | Patriotic Fund Commission, and other 
perennial battle in favour of democratic | matters of that kind, I do not fancy it is 
government and intellectual and spiritual | intended to cover the great subject of 
freedom. They will be renewed as far as | local taxation. But the Government is 
the character of this Bill will admit and | pledged, and has been year after year, to 
with such variations as the circumstances | deal with this problem. We were told 


of London may contribute. One thing, 
no doubt, is pretty sure. It will be 
proposed that the School Board should 
go. You have massacred the others, and 
you can barely leave this one standing— 
one of the finest, the most easily working, 
most effective and most successful 
machines ever created by the popular 
voice—it is necessary todestroy in order to 
gratify the hostility of reactionary rivals, 


and the whims of one or two theorists. | 


What are you to put in its place? There 
is the rub. What is to come in its place? 
We wait to see; but I am not without 
hope that there may be some advantageous 
quarrelling among those who would divide 
the spoil, and that in the end the County 
Council, which is the only competent 
body to take up those duties, will be 
charged with them in addition to those 
which it so efficiently undertakes at pre- 
sent. The other great measure to be 
brought forward, of whose nature there is 
no indication, is the measure dealing with 
Irish land, a measure designed to bring a 
long and angry struggle to an end, and to 
give peace and contentment to the culti- 
vators of the soil in Ireland. The better 
acquainted any one of us is with the in- 
tricacies and difficulties of this question 


the more chary will he be of forming any 
judgment of the scheme in anticipation. 
We look with the most intense interest 
for the production of the Government pro- 


posal, and in one sentiment we all 
cordially agree—in congratulating the 
people of Ireland, and in lesser and more 
remote degree the people of England and 
Scotland as well, on the bringing together 
in friendly deliberation and co-operation 
of classes which have long been in 
disastrous antagonism. 

Now I must refer to one or two 
omissions at which I am astonished— 
one or two Bills conspicuous by their 
absence, to use the classic phrase, in the 
King’s Speech. The first of these omis- 
sions is that no attempt apparently is 
being made to deal with the great and 
urgent question of local taxation. There 
is a Bill mentioned in the omnibus 
clause in the Speech at the end, to 
improve the law of valuation and assess- 


| Seven years ago that one part of it was 
| so urgent that it must be dealt with, 
and that the rest might be put off; 
then we were told that the Royal 
Commission must report. The Com- 
mission has reported. Why, then, after 
promise after promise, do we not find this 
included in the Speech from the Throne ? 

There isa still more serious omission— 
a question of the very first importance— 
and that is some attempt to deal with the 
grave state of the law regarding trade 
combinations. We all know what has 
happened. There have been vary- 
ing decisions causing uneasiness in 
the labour world, both among em- 
ployers and those employed. It arises 
| from the fault of Parliament, and it is for 
| Parliament to remedy that fault and to 
| relieve the Judges from the difficulties in 
| which they have found themselves owing 
| to the fault of Parliament. The work- 
|men of this country, whatever may be 
| said of them, are, I believe, the best work- 
men in the world, and it has been their 
habit, in truly British fashion, to en- 
| deavour to win their way not by violent 
|means but by combination within reason- 
able limits. It has been the accepted 
policy of a generation to facilitate and to 
regulate such combinations for men and 
| employers greatly to the common advan- 
'tage of both. If they have the right 
| they have the responsibility, masters and 
|men alike, but let the law define what 
| the rights and responsibilities are. I had 
| hoped that the Law Officers of the Crown 
| would have urged on the Government the 
necessity, and I think the crying necessity, 
of dealing with this matter, but as this 
| is not to be, I regard it of vital importance 
that those interested should have an 
opportunity of putting forward their case 
in the shape of a Bill in order to have a 
public discussion in the House—~a Bill 
whereby they think such defects may 
be remedied. I trust if there is such a 
Bill introduced the Government will 
_ give all proper facilities for its discussion. 

As I am on this question of workmen 
'and employers let me say one word as 
to the degree of want of employment in the 
country. It may be partial, but in many 
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districts it is intense. But I am sure | Africa, whose civil government, outside 
there is universal sympathy in this House the loan, will probably cause a large ex- 
with those who are suffering, and a desire | penditure. Then there are the new 
that their sympathy should not take the | grants for education, and let me add the 
form of bringing more men under the | Scottish and Irish equivalents, and when 
influence, and as we think the degrading in- | we have a Scottish Prime Minister and a 
_ fluence, ofcharity. TheGovernmentknow | Scottish Chancellor of the Exchequer as 


better than we dowhat the exact position of | 
affairs is, but I remember in 1892, when | 
w right hon. friend the Member for | 

olverhampton was at the Local Govern- | 
ment Board, he issued a circular which | 
attracted general approval, pointing out | 
to the local authorities what they could | 
do in the matter. Have the Government | 
really considered whether the time has | 
net arrived for, at all events in some | 
districts, following the example of 1892? | 
It is infinitely more important to secure | 
the health and comfort and employment 
of men at home than to occupy all our) 
energies however well directed, in remote | 
quarters of the globe. 


Now, Sir, the last paragraph to which 
I shall refer is the ominous paragraph 
on Finance. I can quite understand that | 
it is true, as the paragraph says, that a large 
expnditure is inevitable ; the expenditure 
has advanced and bounded up beyond the 
dreams of extravagance. No one knows 
that better than the Chancellor of | 
the Exchequer himself. I believe myself 
it is more than the people of this country 
can reasonably and without damage bear, 
and we must find some means of relieving | 
it. I believe at present there are a great 


which has attracted 
‘tion, and which, I have no doubt, 


| tion. 


well, the people of Scotland are no doubt 
regarding that money as if it were already 
in their pocket, and they cannot give it to 
us without giving it to the Irish people, 
so that it is a benefit all round. I am not 
speaking of the financial situation gener- 
ally, but of the public expenditure, and the 
point in that expenditure on which, un- 
doubtedly, public opinion has been most 
fastened, is the expenditure on the 
Army. No one can say the position at 
present is satisfactory ; there is a good 


deal of the melting pot, and a good deal 


of indeterminate energy has been displayed 
without any great knowledge of what re- 
sult will ensue. I put aside the deplor- 
able incident in an individual regiment, 
so much atten- 


will come before the House, but which is. 
a thing entirely by itself and will be 
treated by itself. The general question 
is much more serious, and I hope it will 
not be prejudiced by loss of time in con- 
sequence of discussing the smaller ques- 
A year or two ago the Secretary 


of State brought in, in a hurry, a great 


scheme of panic reform—the Army Corps 


system. I really do not know whether 
the Government consider that to be the 


many sources of increasing expenditure. | backbone of their organisation, but I 
I have jotted down some that occur to | confess that I have gone about‘ through 
me. There are payments for compensa-| the country in ordinary life and I have 
tion in South Africa on a much heavier | not met a single man who believes in it 


scale than was anticipated. I do not 
know about the garrison in South Africa, 


whether that is reduced so much as can | 


be ultimately expected ; and there will pro- 
bably be more for repatriation. 


selves in Venezuela, Somaliland, and Kano, 
all in their several degrees. Ido not know 
whether there will be additional expendi- 
ture on the Army Corps system or the 
new recruiting plan of last year, of which, 
of course, India will bear her share, 
although the financial relations between 
this country and India have been much 
affected by what has happened in the last 
few years, and I doubt if we can go on 
charging India so much as in the past. 
There are the new colonies in South 


Sir H, Campbell-Bannerman. 


Again, | 
there is the costofallthose little enterprises | 
and luxuries which we have afforded our- | 


‘or who has a word to say in its favour. 
'I remember at the time I moved from 
this Bench a Resolution condemning it 
/as unsuitable, and though we had good 
support from the Unionist side, it was 
given rather by voice than by vote. Of 
/course we are always thankful for 
| what we can get; if the debate is 
good, though the lobby is poorly filled. 
The truth is that these things are not 
‘to be done, and ought not to be done, in 
'a hurry. The excuse then was that we 
should apply the lessons of the war; but 
at the time the final lessons of the war 
were not ascertained. We were in the 
middle of the war. There is a perspective 
in these things ; matters which then were 





very prominent would at the end of the 
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war fall back to their proper place ; and 
the officers whose opinion it would have 
been best to take as to the real lessons of 
the war were most of them in South 
Africa. I believe the Commander-in- 
Chief was intercepted by this scheme at 
Madeira on his way home; he gave his 
approval of it, and like many other 
things it has been ever since held up 
under the egis of that distinguished 
soldier. But this. is a thing which 
requires much more deliberation and 
serious consideration, and I invite 
Members to brush away all theories and 
fancies. What we have to do is first to 
ascertain what our requirements really 
are. I am not going to examine the 
Army question tonight, because, I 
believe, there is to be an Amendment 
moved on the subject; but I say, let us 
remember that it is no question of 
merely adding to or taking from this 
arm or that force; what we ought first 
to do is to ascertain the military re- 
quirements of the Empire. That is a 
business for politicians, acting with the 
help of professional advice. You must 
do that first. Then, when you know 
your requirements, call in your experts 
and be still more largely guided by their 
advice as to what the particular constitu- 
tion or organisation or framework of 
your Army isto be. But the first thing 
—and we have not got it yet—is to 
know what in future are the require- 
ments of the British Army, not in the 
vague way in which we speak after 
dinner of the protection of these islands, 
the garrisoning of our great dependencies, 
the protection of our coaling stations, 
and the provision of a well-equipped 
force to be despatched wherever it is 
required— you must be more definite, 
and until you are, the rest is all leather 
and prunella. A distinguished soldier 
whom I met in the street the other day 
put it to me in this way. I told him 
that I was going to say this to the House 
of Commons, and he said that he had 
been wanting to see this counsel acted on 
for many years. He said— 


‘*Take a business man. If he is setting up 
in business he calculates what the extent 
of his business will be, and what it will 
require. Then he takes his premises and 
engages his staff. We want to know what our 
business will require before we set to work to 
reorganise the Army.” 


The necessities of the country and the 
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public interest give this question the 
foremost place among public topics. We 
are all at one in our object. It is to 
make our country and its interests secure. 
It is to lay no unnecessary burden on our 
people ; and lastly, it is to make certain 
that if they sustain the burden which is 
imposed they will obtain what they 
require. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD oF THE TREASURY (Mr. 
A. J. Batrour, Manchester, E.): 
The right hon. Gentleman began 
his speech by uttering some criticisms 
upon the mode of procedure by which 
we begin the work of the session ; and I 
confess that I feel in considerable diffi- 
culty at the present moment. I cannot 
help feeling that the task which our 
customs impose on the Leader of the 
House on this occasion is rather a weighty 
one. He has put me through a catechism 
which, however else it may be described, 
cannot be called a Shorter Catechism ; and 
I feel it not only difficult, but absolutely 
impossible, in the time at my disposal 
before half-past seven [OPPOSITION cries 
of “Go on.”] to deal adequately with 
all the topics which the right hon. 
Gentleman has raised. I am quite aware 
that there are a large number of Gentle- 
men who would hasten down at nineo’clock 
to hear my peroration if I were to go on 
speaking over the dinner-hour, but I shall 
endeavour not to trouble them. The 
right hon. Gentleman’s criticisms of our 
methods of procedure were based on the 
fact that the debate was begun, according 
to our ancient habits, by the speeches of 
the mover and seconder. I think that is 
the one consolation which we have on 
these occasions, and I congratulate my 
hon. friends on the manner in which they 
have fulfilled a function which, in my 
opinion, is one of the most difficult and 
delicate to be performed by the Members 
of this House. They restrained their 
observations within the limits of the 
King’s Speech. The right hon. Gentle- 
man, though I make no complaint $f it, 
has not restrained his observations within 
the limits of the Speech, but has travelled 
over a vast number of topics, including 
Army reform, legislation for trade com- 
binations, local taxation, and local govern- 
ment administration, on which it is really 
impossible that I should follow him. The 
right hon. Gentleman thinks that we 
ought to have added to the list of meas- 
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ures in the King’s Speech. I notice that 
there are always two theories and two 
distinct modes of criticism applied to any 
Government in respect of its legislative 
programme. Through all the debate on 
the Address,and through all the earlier 
part of the session, the poverty and 
‘barrenness of the legislative a proposed 
to the House is the constant theme of 
hon. Gentlemen opposite. Towards the 
end of the session, the enormous burden 
thrown upon the House by the ambition 
of the Government, the congested state 
of the Government’s programme, and the 
difficulty of getting legislation through is 
the constant theme of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. It is quite impossible for 
human ingenuity to frame a King’s 
Speech which shall be rich and full 
enough to satisfy the Opposition’s 
appetite at the beginning of the session 
and make it sufficiently jejune and thin 
to meet their criticisms six months later. 
In these circumstances I make no apology 
for not having increased the number of 
Bills which we are asking the House to 
consider. If the right hon. Gentleman 
will project himself in imagination into 
the month of July, he will see, I think, 
that we have asked the House to do quite 
enough in the course of one session. * 

I hasten over these legislative criticisms, 
and the right hon. Gentleman’s observa- 
tions upon Army administration and local 

overnment administration, to what I 
think the House is more interested in— 
namely, the questions which he has asked 
on foreign and colonial affairs. In 
regard to the Sugar Convention, the 
right hon. Gentleman asked what view 
the Government take of the effect of 
that Convention on the Most-Favoured- 
Nation Clause. The view we take is that 
it does not interfere with that clause. 
The Russians take a different view, and 
we have offered in these circumstances to 
denounce our commercial treaties with 
them. The Russians, I believe, now state 


academic one for the present. Then the 
right hon. Gentleman asks me what is to 
happen in respect of the action we have 
taken to bounty-fed sugar from our own 
colonies. 
perfectly clear and definite. We havenever 
wavered in it from the beginning of the 
negotiations, and we made the statement 
of our view an emphatic condition before 
ratifying the treaty—that in no circum- 
stances will we consent to penalise sugar 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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from our own colonies. Then the right 
hon. Gentleman asks whether other 
nations agree with that view. Other 
nations have been told the only condi- 
tions on which we would ratify the Con- 
vention, and they have been asked to 
signify any dissent they may feel from 
the position which we have taken up. 
No intimation of dissent has been re- 
ceived ; and, therefore, our condition of 
ratification stands. But the right hon. 
Gentleman goes further and says: 
‘“When the time comes, and colonial 
bounty-fed sugar comes into the markets 
of Great Britain, will you not be taken 
before the Commission in Brussels, and 
overruled by a hostile majority.” There 
is no such possibility. We have informed 
foreign countries that we do not mean 
to have this matter tried before the Com- 
mission ; and if they, in despite of that 
observation, were to attempt so to try it, 
it is evident that they would be _ helpless 
and would have no means of coercing 
us to do that which we have given them 
fair warning we do not mean to do. Nor 
would they have any ground of complaint 
as to the clearness with which we made 
our views known. We waited until the 
very last moment before ratifying, in 
order that if any foreign country did 
desire to enter a protest at this stage they 
might do so. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis): Did not five of them enter a 
protest ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, my hon. 
friend is mistaken. The right hon. 
Gentleman asks about the position of the 
Colonial Secretary in South Africa and 
about the loan. As regards the loan, I 
really do not understand what the right 
hon. Gentleman’s difficulty is. It is true 
that there is a distinction to be drawn 


that they regard the question as an | between a Crown colony and a self- 


governing colony. But a Crown colony 
is perfectly in a position to borrow 
money ; and I do not understand that 
theright hon. Gentleman suggests either 
that the new colonies are incapable 
of borrowing money or that they 
could have done it for a better purpose 
than that of bearing some share of 
the cost of recent military operations. 
As to the Colonial Secretary, I hope 
that he will be back with us at no distant 
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date, and he will be able to give the 
House fuller information than I am in 
a position to do. But I may say that, 
of course, the Colonial Secretary has con- 
sulted his colleagues on all the important 
decisions which he has taken; and we 
entirely endorse and make ourselves 
responsible for the general policy which 
he has declared in South Africa. 


Then the right hon. Gentleman asks me 
about Macedonia. This question has given 
anxiety—sometimes acute and sometimes 
sub-acute—to all statesmen in Europe 
for many years. The condition of 
wretchedness and mis-government under 
which the population of these provinces 
suffer makes them a constant menace 
to the peace of Europe. The Govern- | 
ments most closely interested by proxi- | 


mity to the scene of difficulty are, of | 
course, Austria and Russia; and these | 
Powers are specially qualified to take | 
the lead in dealing with this problem, | 
because they have the greatest influence | 
over the other Balkan States whose action 
—or, I should say, the action of some of 
whose inhabitants—is no small element 
in the difficulties from which we are 
now suffering—from which the popula- 


tion primarily, and Europe in a secondar 





| 


sense, is now suffering. The right hon. | 


Gentleman said he hoped that the | 
reforms which Austria and Russia would 
suggest to the Powers would be of a 


thorough-going description. I do not 
echo that hope, if I rightly interpret 
the phrase. What Europe wants im- 
mediately in that region is not some 
elaborate constitution which would, if 
carried out, remedy all the evils and 
introduce a veriod of freedom and 
enlightenment throughout Macedonia, 
but some improvement in the actual 


and practical methods of government. | 


I do not believe the law is so utterly 
defective. It is the administration of 
the law by Turkish officials and the 
invasion of the country by Macedonian 
bands from the neighbouring territories 
of Bulgaria; these are the two scourges 
under which the Macedonian population 
are now suffering ; and what we want is 
a strong and effective and incorruptible 
Government, so far as such a thing can 
be obtained, which shall introduce the 
primary elements of government into 
those districts, where too often, I am 
afraid, even the primary elements of good 
government are absent. 
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Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Is the Government aware what the 
nature of the Russian and Austrian 
scheme is, and can the right hon. Gentle- 
man say anything about it to the House ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir, lamnot 
in a position to say anything about it at 
the present moment. I think it would 
be most inexpedient for me to say any- 
thing about it just now. ‘There will be 
no long delay before we are in a position 
to give full information to hon. Gentle- 
men. I do not think I need, or indeed 
| can, with advantage at the present stage 
| of affairs say anything more about Mace- 
| donia. The general principles which we 
desire to see carried out in all these 
reforms I have sufficiently indicated, and 
I hope in thus indicating them I carry 
the general sense and approval of the 
House with me. 


The right hon. Gentleman has asked 
me about events in West Africa. He 
|did not dwell at great length upon 
it, but he indicated one supposed danger 
|which I really think has no existence. 
| He seemed to suppose that the military 
‘operations being carried on there would 
| drive over the border of the British 
sphere of influence, into the limits of the 
| French sphere of influence, the trade and 
commerce which would properly belong 
to Upper Nigeria. I think that fear is 
illusory. One important result of the 
| recent military operations will indeed be 
to clear a great trade route and to make 
commerce more secure than it is at 
present. The right hon. Gentleman com- 
plained—and I am not surprised at his 
complaint—of an answer given by the 
Government about December 9,* in reply, 
I think, to a question put by the right 
hon. Baronet opposite. No doubt the 
| terms of that answer would have been 
different in their character had we then 
had the information which we received a 
very few days later. It was, as the right 
hon, Gentleman will remember, an answer 
given by my right hon. friend the Post 
master General in reply to a supple- 
mentary question, and was based on the 
imperfect information which we then had. 
As the House will see when the Papers 
are before them, we do not think that we 
had been kept quite sufficiently informed 
by the distinguished public servant who 
has done so much for that region, and 











* See (4) Debates, cxvi., 449. 
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it was not really until December 19 | absolutely necessary to organise another 
that we sent a telegram approving | expedition on a larger scale. We have 
under certain conditions of the expedi-| done it, with the help of the Italians, in 
tion to Kano. The House was up at} such a manner as, I hope, cannot end in 
the time, and it was impossible, of course, | military disaster, and will, I trust, per- 
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for us to take them into our confidence. 
_ The right hon. Gentleman passed from | 

West Africa to East Africa, and put | 
some ver rtinent questions about | 
Somaliland. Those questions were, how- | 
ever, largely based pon a misconception | 
of the meaning of something which fell | 
from me in a speech last week at) 
Liverpool. What I stated there is| 
absolutely the fact—namely, that the | 
military operations in Somaliland, taken | 
by themselves and without the collateral | 
issues he raises, were of much greater | 
importance, measured either by cost in | 
treasure or, I fear, possibly by cost in 
. life, and would have more permanent | 
consequences as regards the districts in 
which the operations occurred, or with | 
reference to which they were undertaken, 
than the military operations in con- | 
nection with Venezuela, and I hope my 
meaning was not obscure. As regards 


the cost of the expedition, I am afraid 
that experience shows us that it is 
perfectly impossible to carry on military 


operations in these waterless expanses | 
without cost in proportion, and without 
a force which, if it is to be adequate, 
cannot be otherwise than expensive ; | 
and though it is impossible for me at. 
this time to give any estimate of the | 
cost, undoubtedly that cost is a thing | 
which cannot be ignored, and which 1 
for one, in the present state of our) 
finances, cannot but deeply regret. Well, | 
then, the question arises, Was such an | 
expedition necessary? I fear it was_ 
necessary. I can assure the House that | 
no one was more reluctantly driven to| 
that conclusion than I was; but I think | 
it is a conclusion to which everybody | 
would be driven’ who examined the facts. | 
It was impossible to allow this fanatical 
Mullah to raid tribes in Somaliland who 
were under actual engagements of pro- 
tection from us, to 6 the whole of 
that district practically uninhabitable, to 
lose all prestige with the natives, and to 
abandon a country on which our fortress 
of Aden in a large measure depends 
We could not allow the unchecked raids 
of this fanatical Pretender, and since, as 
the House knows, our first operations 
against him were not crowned with the 
success we could. have desired, it was 
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| Parliament. 


/manently check any raids of the invader 
upon tribes that depend on our friend. 
ship, our protection, and our support, 
Well, I believe that, with a rapidity 
which I am sure the House will commend, 
I have answered all the questions of the 
right hon. Gentleman about foreign 
affairs, excepting the question he put to 
me with regard to Venezuela. In re. 
spect to Venezuela, he begged the Govern- 
ment to make a clean breast of it, and he 
bitterly complained that we had not laid 
Papers before Parliament six weeks, [ 
think he said, before the meeting of the 
House. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 


| Ten days. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Well, if the 
negotiations had concluded ten days 
before the meeting of the House, of 
course we should have laid Papers before 
But it was contrary to 
precedent. It would have been most in- 
convenient—I venture to say most im- 
proper—that in the very crisis of the 
negotiations, of the difficult and anxious 
negotiations which had not. been brought 
to a successful termination—we should 
throw on the Table of the House an un- 
concluded story of the labours of the 
Foreign Office in this anxious affair 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I am told that a large number of those 
Papers which are issued this morning 
are of dates antecedent to 19th December. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR :I have no doubt 
the right hon. Gentleman is _ perfectly 
correct, and if he thinks that that would 
havesatisfied him it could have been done; 
but would it really have illustrated any 
matter in which the House is interested ? 
What the House is interested in is not in 
the least what happened before Decem- 
ber 19. 


Sim H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Oh, yes it is. 


Sirk WILLIAMi HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W): There are some ™ost 
important despatches. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Well, of course 
it is not .or me to say what hon. Gentle- 
men wanted ; but if I had been in their 
place, what I should have wanted would 
have been the whole story, and not merely 
the first chapters of it. We followed 
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things as Venezuela did to our subjects 
—things never done by any great Power 
to any other great Power, and which, if 
they had per incuriam occurred, would 
have been the subject undoubtedly of 
friendly correspondence and arrangement 


| between them. No Power in the world, 
I venture to say, but Venezuela would 
have treated our representations with 
int. Hon. Gentlemen have their contempt, and have refused in the 
apers, and I am sure they will be able smallest degree to meet the just demands 
to master them before the debates onthe we made upon them. 
Address come to a conclusion. If and 
when the subject comes up againI may Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
perhaps deal with some of the points That is not what I meant when I quoted 
which the right hon. Gentleman started, the sum, which I think the world at 
but the questions that seemed to perturb large was astonished at. What I contend 
him most are the character of ourclaims | is that there ought to be some relation 
and the character of the German claims, between the sum demanded and the 
and the grounds and nature of the en-| steps taken to recover it. I explicitly 
ement between the two countries | said that where any British subject was 
with regard to enforcing those claims. | damaged in the exercise of his legitimate 
‘Tights by the improper conduct of an 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : officer of another nation, reparation was 
Of which we know nothing at the present | due and ought to be exacted. 


time. | 
: | Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid the 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Those are, I ‘right hon. Gentleman’s interruption still 
think. the main points on which he | leaves me a little at sea as to what his 
asked for information. As the right hon. | CTiticism was. I now understand him 
Gentleman is aware, the occasion of our | to say that we should have adjusted the 
entering into these operations was the | Magnitude of the steps we took for 
insults to the flag and the attacks, the | Teparation to the magnitude of the sum 
really brutal attacks, on British citizens |involved—that we ought to have a 
in the neighbourhood of Trinidad and small blockade if it were a small 
the seas adjoining thereto. The right sum, and a large blockade if a large sum. 
hon. Gentleman says these claims were That does not seem to me to be very 
very small in amount. So they were; practicable. If it be admitted that we 
but the right hon. Gentleman does not | have to exact reparation for this insult, 
argue, I suppose, that attacks upon | 4M insult of a particularly brutal sort on 
British seamen and upon the British flag | British seamen, I would put this ques- 


are never worth dealing with unless tion: Would you, having other claims, 
the sum involved is a __ large, have limited your claims to the very 


one. I have heard some criticisms of | Small sums which were, no doubt, the 
the Government for using their Fleet as | OTiginal occasion and justification of 
a debt-collecting machine, and those are Warlike operations ! 

criticisms inconsistent with the attitude c 
which I now understand the right hon.|_ Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Gentleman to take up, which is that the | I might answer the question if I_ knew 
very small character of these claims | the nature of the other claims. I have 
estimated in money is a sufficient reason | never seen what the nature of the other 
why we should have acquiesced in the | Claims is. 

absolute refusal of the Venezuelan 

Government, month after month, not| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Quite so. The 
only to give satisfaction, but even to other claims are not the claims of bond- 
answer or recognise or take the smallest holders who tried to get a large percent- 
account of our representations. Ido not age out of a more or less insolvent State 
think it was possible to tolerate. such | by the help of British Men-of-war and 
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accurately the ordinary practice on this 
occasion, and I do not think it is worth 
while spending any time in arguing the 
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ns. Not atall. What appear in the 
Favors as second-rank claims are due to 
the Venezuelan Government having 
seized British property, having inflicted, 
through their troops and by their 
officers, injury on individual resident 
’ persons of British nationality in Vene- 
zuela; and the right hon. Gentleman will 
be the first person to admit that that is 
a kind of claim which we were perfectly 
justified in making and perfectly justi- 
fied in pressing. That is a distinction 
which, | believe, is fairly accurate with 
regard to the whole of our second-rank 
claims. I admit, of course, that there 
may be claims of which it is difficult to 
say whether they should properly be 
placed in the first rank or the second 
rank. As regards the first-rank claims, 
you may say that they chiefly depend 
on brutal attacks on British seamen 
and insults to the British flag. As 
regards the second-rank claims of Great 
Britain, they are of the kind I have just 
described. They arise out of attacks by 
Venezuelan soldiérs and officers, forced 
requisitions, and matters of that kind, 
and constitute claims which I think 
we were right in making and right 
in enforcing. Venezuela has bound 
herself to make some kind of equit- 
able arrangement with the bondholders. 
I suppose nobody complains of that. 
The right hon. Gentleman asked me 
about Germany. He has quoted, and 
quoted accurately, from the Blue-book a 
statement made by the German 
Ambassador that they admitted that 
there was a difference between our first- 
rank claims and their first-rank 
claims. Again, I say, the difference is 
really one of degree. There are German 
claims, I believe—in fact, I know—which 
it would be extremely difficult to dis- 
tinguish from British first-rank claims, 
except that the outrages on persons 
occurred on land and not on water. On 
the other hand, I have no doubt there 
are a large number of German first-class 
claims which would come rather under 
the description I have given of British 
second-class claims. But there is this 
important distinction between the two, 
which I beg the House to keep in mind. 
We do not profess to have examined 
critically, case by case, the claims put 
forward by our countrymen in regard to 
damage inflicted upon them by Venezuelan 
troops. The German first-class claims, 
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which amount to over £60,000, have 
been most carefully examined by the 
German Foreign Office and by the 
German legal advisers, and, I think, 
certified. I do not believe that it is 
denied by the Venezuelans themselves 
that all these cases are genuine; that 
they are no bogus claims; no extravagant 
attempts to extract money from the 
Venezuelan Government. Very well, 
then, in what consists the criticism 
against us? The Germans had claims 
against Venezuela, and we had claims 
against Venezuela, and it was suggested 
that we should make common cause. 
The Germans had ample international 
justification for going against Venezuela 
alone, and it is alleged that we should 
have acted alone. Would separate 
action have been a benefit to Venezuela ? 
Could you imagine that two absolutely 
independent blockades could have gone 
on at the same time, and that that would 
have been advantageous to Venezuela ! 
I do not believe that it would have made 
the position of Venezuela any easier. 
What I say is that such a course 
would have been recommended by no 
one. If you are to work with 
Germany, as surely you must under the 
circumstances I have described, is it or 
is it not proper to say to Germany “ You 
must not abandon us, and we will not 
abandon you.” Otherwise, of course, 
the Venezuelans would have tried to 
make separate arrangements—to play off 
one Power against another, and to pro- 
duce as much international difficulty 
and friction as they could. But it may 
be said, “That may all be very true. 
The advantages of your policy may be 
very clear, but is it not an enormous 
disadvantage which more than out- 
weighs the advantages described, that it 
should be put in the power of Germany 
to drag you on and on in a quarrel 
which may have been righteous and 
just in its conception, but which they 
carry to an extraordinary and extrava- 
gant length, and to require you to em- 
ploy yourselves to enforce German 
claims which have no just foundation or 
basis?” I say there is no such demand. 
Recollect that the total amount of the 
first-rank claims of Germany and Eng- 
land put together, both of which were 
absolutely justifiable, amounted to 
£68,000 or £69,000 in all—an amount 





which I am sure a great many hon. Gentle- 
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men I am now addressing could write a | 
inflicted upon a weak belligerent than 


cheque for without feeling inconvenience. 
As regards the second-rank claims, both 
of Germany and Great Britain, be it re- 
membered that by our original arrange- 
ment with Germany it was impossible 
that we should be dragged on into in- 
definite hostilities 
always agreed that they should be sub- 
mitted to arbitration. 
arbitration was not the Hague arbitra- 


tion, but it was an arbitration perfectly 


fair to Venezuela, because what we 
suggested was that these second-rank 
claims should be taxed by a Commission, 
in which there should be, so far as the 
British claims were concerned, one re- 
presentative of Great Britain, one of 
Venezuela. and, in case of difference, an 
overs-man orarbiter. The same arrange- 
ment was to be adopted in regard to 
Germany, so that Venezuela would have | 
had a full say in discussing the character | 
ofthese claims. We, therefore, always con- 
templated as regards second-rank claims 
that we, Great Britain, or Germany, | 
should go to arbitration. And it was not | 
possible to go on fighting for second- 
rank claims, because Germany herself 
had assented to the broad principle of 
arbitration which we also hold. 


which the right hon. Gentleman has 


made upon it in an ignorance for which | 
I quite agree he has | 
not had time to study the Blue-book, but | 


he is not to blame. 


when he has had time to do:so, I think | 
he will see that the general line of policy 
which I have indicated is the right policy 
to pursue ; and I am convinced that he | 
will agree with us that, broadly speaking, 
this negotiation has been carried on by | 
us with a great regard to the feelings, | 
not only of the American Government 
and people, but with a great regard to | 
Venezuela itself. We have not proved | 
ourselyes hard or brutal; we have only 
intervened when intervention became | 
absolutely necessary in the cause of 
national honour And though we have | 


ference as little injurious as possible to | 
the country with whom we were formally | 
ina state of hostility; and probably | 
there never was a state of war lasting | 
through all these weeks in which there | 
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because we had’ 


The original | 


I hope | 
[have with lucidity and brevity ex- | 
plained the general policy. I do not! 
think it is open to any of the comments | 
‘in making themselves ridiculous. That 
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was less suffering, or less damage 
on this occasion. 

I really believe, though it may sound 
ambitious to say so, that I have answered 
all the comments except those relating 
to legislation and Army administration 
which the right hon. Gentleman has 
addressed tome. I have not the smallest 
complaint to makeas regards the spirit in 
which he has spoken. I recognise that it 
is his business to put questions. I hope 
the House will admit that I have not 
shirked my share of the responsibility, 
but have endeavoured to answer the 
right hon. Gentleman with as great 
clearness and directness as I have been 
able to command. I trust the House 
will be content with the defence I have 
made on behalf of the Government as a 
whole ; and, at all events, will wait for 
any further elaboration of the topics on 
which I have briefly and lightly touched 
this evening until the substantial 
Amendments are made to the Address of 
the Government. 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N) 
said that His Majesty's gracious Speech 
congratulated Parliament on the success- 
ful termination of the Venezuelan 
question. But there was no credit due 
for this to the Government. His 
Majesty’s Ministers had only succeeded 


had been the most conspicuous thing in 
connection with the whole affair. He 
remembered that in the month of 
December last, when this question was 
brought up before the House, a spirit of 
levity was shown by Members who sat 
on the Government Benches, who 
thought it was a very small affair. But 
he believed that in the meantime it had 
been found to bea very serious affair, 


‘and the Prime Minister had himself 


confessed that the Venezuelan “ mess ” 
had jbeen a most anxious time for the 
Government. This matter, which was 
supposed to be of such small considera- 
tion, had lasted over two months, and 
two of the greatest Naval Powers had 


engaged their fleets upon it. at consider- 


able expenses Great risks had been run, 
and this country had only escaped an 
imbroglio with the American Government 
and nation in regard ito the Monroe 
Doctrine, which was very dear to them. 
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He believed that it was the general 


opinion throughout England that they | 


had been using a Nasmyth steam 
hammer in order to crack a nut, when 
they considered that the first-rank claims 
only meant the payment of £5,500 to 
each of the Allies. 

As his right hon. friend the Leader of | 
the Opposition had stated, he thought that 
the questions which had been put in the 
first line by the Government were really | 
of small moment. 
some of them required inquiry, which 
however he was now afraid would not be 
given. He had looked into the Blue- 
book which had been laid on the Table 
of the House today, and he found, in 
spite of all the further explanations which 
had been given, that it was perfectly 
clear that out of the eight cases which 
were relied upon, three of them at least 
were connected with smuggling or with 
carrying contraband to the insurgents 
against President Castro’s Government. 
The Island of Trinidad was fixed like a 
crescent on the North-East Frontier of 
Venezuela, and the distance between the 
extreme points was only a few miles. 
Further, it was a matter of history and 
fact that the Islands of Trinidad and 
Patos had been used from time im- 
memorial as the basis for carrying on 
contraband trade with Venezuela. He 
had read some of the affidavits which 
were given in the Blue-book, and he 
found that many of the witnesses were 
themselves Venezuelans who had adopted 
English names, and in whose veracity he 
would not feel any very great confidence. 
He did not say that they told untruths, 
but he said that their evidence would not ; 
be taken in any court of law in England 
as being of the greatest weight. If they 
were to believe The Times newspaper the 
danger might still not be at an end, for 
on the 16th inst. The Times said : 

“We are not altogether clear of the 
Venezuela mess, for,'as our|Berlin correspondent 
points out, contingencies are at least conceiv- | 
able which might still confront us with new | 
phases of the question not very unlike the old | 
ones. 


j 
| 


He was afraid that the Government | 
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of their dismissal! from office, we hope that the 
House of Comimons will find a way to read 
them a sharp lesson.” 


It was quite evident that even Ministers 
themselves did not think very highly of 
their own conduct, because the noble 
Lord the Under Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs admitted that the Venezuelan 
mess was indeed a mess, and the President 
of the Local Government Board said: 
‘*As Lord Rosebery said, we muddled 
through somehow or other. So long as we got 
through, then, with the right side uppermost, 
it did not much matter whether we muddled 
through or got through in some other way. So 
long as we got through with the British 


Empire uppermost that was all Britishers cared 
about.” 


Now, with reference to the bondholders, 
the Prime Minister assured the House 
that this war was not conducted for the 
benefit of the bondholders. But the 
noble Lord in December 7 stated that it 
was the bounden duty of the Govern- 
ment to protect bondholders in all parts 
of the world. 


Tae UNDER SECRETARY or 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cran- 
BORNE, Rochester): I beg the hon. 
Gentleman’s pardon. I said specifically 
in answer to the hon. Gentleman that 
we would never have undertaken these 
operations for the bondholders, and that 
they were undertaken for what has since 
been known as the first-rank claims. 


Mr. SCHWANN said that the noble 
Lord stated that where the interests 
of bondholders were attacked England 
ought to go totheir rescue. He him- 
self pointed out then, and would now 
repeat, that there were a great number 
of bonds in default in many parts of the 
world, and he thought it was highly 
undesirable that the Government should 
use the forces of the country for the 
purpose of recovering bad debts for 
investors, who should take their own 
risks. It was very strange that the 
Chairman of the Government Stock 
Investment Company took a _ very 


would have the painful feeling of being | different view of what the Government 


attacked by an enemy in their own house. 
The St. James’s Gazette said : 


|had done. Hesaid that they ought tobe , 


| grateful to the Government for doing 


‘‘ From whatever source the evil inspiration | Something for the first time towards 
of the Venezuelan adventure came, the | taking up the interests of bondholders. 
Government of Mr. Balfour are responsible. | 
We should see their fall with regret, but, short | 


Mr. Schwann. 





+ See. (4) Debates, exvi, 1263. 
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As far as he himself knew, it was the 
first time that any British Government 
had declared war in the interests of the 
bondholders, and he hoped it would be 
the last. He would point out 
that the bondholdera who invested their 
funds inthe Venezuelan New Conversion 
Debt, 1881, would reap a rich harvest. 
They bought at £25, and the shares were 
yesterday quoted at £38. The initial 
mistake in the business appeared to him 
to be the alliance with Germany. If 
England had gone to work as she did in 
Nicaragua, and had given the United 
States notice that the Nicaraguan Govern- 
ment were in default, the United States 
would have been perfectly agreeable to 
England sending one or two vessels. In 
that instance, the Nicaraguan Govern- 
ment saw it would not do to have a long 
contest, and within a couple of days the 
blockade was raised and England 
obtained what she wanted without any 
long or dangerous alliance with any other 
country. The Germans themselves had 


a proverb about people who were not 
good to crack nuts with. Admiral Dewey 
said the Germans had no naval manners. 
He himself did not wish to speak evil of 
them, and only wished they would mend 


their manners and enter into real friendly 
telations with England. Even the 
Frankfurter Zeitung, after a scathing re- 
view of German methods, says: 


‘Consequently no one is our sincere friend ; 

we encounter mistrust in all quarters; and 
thirty years after Sedan we are still looked 
upon as a parvenu with the characteristics of 
an intruder. Wherever a sunbeam falls we 
(Germans) want to be there ‘in order to warm 
ourselves.’” ‘* Yet” (as the critic goes on to 
observe) “‘ Germany desires to build higher and 
higher the barricades of tariffs behind which she 
isintrenched. That combination excites mis- 
givings, umbrage is taken, and ‘friendships 
are sacrificed.’ ”’ 
He trusted that in future they would be 
able to maintain a real alliance with 
Germany, and would be able to work 
with her in enlarging the boundaries of 
civilisation. At the same time, he 
thought that in a matter in which 
German interests clashed with English 
interests, it would be far better to work 
singly, and that each country should 
paddle its own canoe, and steer clear of 
Its own difficulties. 


“It being half-past Seven, the debate 
stood adjourned till this evening. 
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EVENING SITTING. 


KING’S SPEECH (MOTION FOR AN 
ADDRESS). 


Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Question [17th February], 
‘*That an humble Address be presented 
to His Majesty, as followeth :— 

“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 

““We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
leave to offer our humble thanks to 
Your Majesty for the Gracious Speech 
which Your Majesty has addressed to 
both Houses of Parliament.” — (Mr. 
Gretton.) 

Debate 


Question again proposed. 


resumed. 


Mr. SCHWANN, continuing his 
speech, said that when interrupted by 
that one touch of Nature which makes 
the whole world kin, he was expressing 
the hope that in the future Germany 
would walk hand in hand with this 
country in the paths of civilisation, and 
he was suggesting that loyal co-operation 
would be quite as successful as high- 
handed sentiment, but that presents of 
statues to the United States of America, 
and presents to the Sultan, were not 
necessarily sentiments ofamity. He had 
noticed that in any negotiations we had 
with Germany we had always come worse 
off. He personally attributed that to the 
incompetence of our Foreign Office. 
That had been clearly shown in regard to 
the negotiations in connection with Vene- 
zuela. Thecountry had had aclear state- 
ment of what our demands on Venezuela 
were, and the publichad beenable to take a 
clear view of the situation, and it had 
not redounded to the credit of the 
Government. 

He was afraid that in other 
quarters of the globe the Govern- 
ment were preparing fresh disasters for 
themselves. The Prime Minister, at 
Liverpool, referred to Somaliland, and 
said :— 

“We are at this moment, for example, en- 
peed in military operations in Somaliland. 

do not think the public have taken the 
smallest interest in it; but the cost will be 
more than Venezuela both in men and money, 
and the effect of the operations will be far- 
reaching.” 
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He thought that the Prime Minister 
had made a great mistake ; the public 
was taking a great interest in all this 
expenditure of money in the wars in 
which we were engaged ; they saw how 
easily they were entered into, but they 
did not see how we were to get out of 
them. They had been told that the 
Venezuelan question was to be settled 
in a fortnight, and it had lasted two 
months; and that Somaliland was to 
cost only a quarter of a million, but if 
we were to pursue the Mullah all over 
the country, everybody knew that the 
cost of carrying supplies in Africa 
was enormous, and nobody could see 
what the extent of our liabilities 
would be. 

There was a prospect of another 
muddle in North Nigeria. Referring 
to the occupation of Kano by our 
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ing to put down one of the worst 
revolutions that the country had eyer 
seen, and that it was not easy for a man 
who had the greatest difficulty in paying 
his own army and obtaining his own 
supplies to meet all claims made against 
the State at once. On the question of 
Army Reform, he advocated the appoint- 
ment of a Commission, with full power to. 
make the radical changes necessary to 
secure for the country an adequate and 
efficient army. The disclosures in con- 
nection with the Grenadier Guards 
showed that no great improvement would 
be made in the Army system until all 
regiments were directed and officered by 
professional men. He recalled the fact 
that Sir Clinton Dawkins indulged in 
some reminiscences at a dinner at the 
Article Club at which he was a guest, 
and said that, as a young man, he had 


forces, he accused the Government of | been warned against a certain General 
ingratitude, asserting that it was largely | who was described to him as “a damned 
owing to the fact that the chiefs of | professional soldier, and ought to be cut 
Kano and Sokoto remained loyal to the| by everybody.” But the army would 
Niger Company that England was able | never be efficient until it was controlled 
to make pee 4 her claims to Nigeria by professional men. A casecame before 
against France and Germany when the/| his(Mr Schwann’s) own notice. A young 
delimitation of that part of Africa took | soldier, who had served in South Africa 
place. Sir F. Lugard’s action might and had returned, called upon him and 
have serious consequences. He was said stated that he wanted to enter the 
to have acted precipitately and without | Reserves; he had applied to the War Office, 
any command .from the Pertian Office, | and his claim was not admitted ; he had 
but the Foreign Office was responsible | been in the regiment in which his father 
all the same. Kano and Sokoto were | and his grandfather had both previously 
peopled by Mahomedans, and if the served; and for two consecutive years 
standard was raised against the “infidel he had secured the prize for being the 
Christian’ we might have a repetition smartest man. He had also a certificate 
of the Soudan trouble in West Africa, of education, and yet the War Office 
the area of North Nigeria was not | refused him permission to enter the 
to be counted by thousands, but by | Reserves. He (the hon. Member) had 
hundreds of thousands of square miles ; written to the War Office and pointed 
the population was counted by millions, | out that this was a man that ought not 
and the whole of the Chad Basin was ato be refused; that such a man not 
slumbering voleano which one spark of | only was a good Reservist, but also acted 
religious fanaticism might set ineruption.|as a recruiting sergeant, which was 
He was afraid that we might findthat in | quite contrary to what many young 
that case we had again put our hands|men who had returned from South 
into a hornets’ nest. He would not | Africa had done. 
labour the subject, as it was just possible He regretted 
that when Members had digested the| Speech contained no indication of 
Blue-book some Amendment would be|any measure to make provision 
moved to the Address with regard to/|for the greater safety of railway ser- 
this matter. vants. He pointed out that since the 

With regard to the Venezuelan} compulsory attachment of automatic 
question they must take into con- | couplings on some of the American 
sideration, when pressing their claims, | railways the percentage of deaths and 
that President Castro was attempt | injuries ‘to railway workers had de- 


Mr. Schwann. 


that the King’s 
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creased toa large extent, and he hoped 
that promises made in this direction 
had not been forgotten. The Govern- 
ment were to be congratulated on the 
success of the new Licensing Act, and 
he was glad to see it was proposed to 
extend the Act to Scotland, where it 
was certainly needed. He congratulated 
the Government that the almost im- 
mediate effect of the Licensing Act had 
been to lessen the practice of pawning 
among the }poorer P eawig More money 
now found its way home, and the 
necessity for the pawnbroker was not 
so great as before the passing of the 
Act. 

The Irish question was too large 
for him to deal with on that occasion, 
but on that side of the House the land 
proposal would be received with interest 
and a desire to carry through any 
Bill that promised to remove the state 
of agrarian warfare which had existed so 
long. He believed that the British 
public would be ready to pay any 
reasonable sum to bridge the division 
between the landlords’ demands and the 
amount tenants were willing and able to 
pay. He hoped that the visit of the 
Colonial Secretary to South Africa 
would be followed by the best results, 


expressing his strong opposition to the 
legalising of forced labour there. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said he 
rose only to call attention to two matters 
connected with the Metropolis in which, 
as a London Member, he had a special 
interest. The principal question on which 
he wished to say a word was that of 
education. His right hon. friend the 
Leader of the Opposition had said earlier 
in the evening that he hoped if any 
gy was made in the constitution of 
the London School Board, to which he 
referred in a most eloquent and friendly 
manner, it would be transferred to the 
London County Council, but he (Mr. 
Lough) hoped that it would not be too 
readily concluded that the view of the 
Liberal Party generally was that the new 
educational authority for London should 
be the London County Council. He was 
in favour of an ad hoc authority, which 
was justified by the great success of the 
London School Board. The most in- 
fluential opinion expressed among the 
teachers and managers of the London 
School Board was that at any rate a great 
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part of the controlling authority should 
be by a directly elected body. 

Coming to the appointment of a Royal 
Commission to consider the question of 
locomotion and traffic in London, he de- 
sired, in the first place, in the name of the 
London|Members, to enter a protest against 
such an important and delicate matter, 
affecting the health and development 
of the Metropolis, being suddenly referred 
to a Royal Commission without some 
communication being first made to the 
Members for London, or to those who 
had devoted many years to the study of 
the subject. The responsibility for that 
rested, of course, mainly with hon. Gentle- 
men opposite, because the very large 
majority of the representatives of tke 
Metropolis were supporters of the Govern- 
ment. But surely before the Royal Com- 
mission was announced, they ought to 
have had communicated to them, in some 
friendly way, thereasonsforthe action tobe 
taken and the proposed terms of refer- 
ence, and then opinions should have 
been invited in regard thereto. He was 
bound to say that the reference was''a 
most extraordinary one, viz., to ‘‘con- 
sider the organisation and regulation of 
pedestrian and vehicular traffic.” That 
reference might have been an excellent 
one, if they had had a clean slate to deal 
with, but in this matter they had not. 
Did it not seem somewhat of an inter- 
ference with the work of the Chief Com- 
missioner of Police? How could they 
regulate vehicular traffic, he would like 
to know? The second part of the refer- 
ence was just as extraordinary. It asked 
the Commission to suggest some 
authority or tribunal to which all 
schemes of railway and tramway con- 
struction of a local character should be 
referred. Why should these matters be 
taken out of the control of Parliament ? 
This work was going on steadily day by 
day ; there were all sorts of schemes being 
carried out in London, and many others 
were projected. What was to become of 
the ndon railway and tramway 
schemes which were to be brought before 
Parliament this session, and upon which 
a great deal of money had been or was 
to be spent? Were they to be hung up 
until the Commission had reported? It 
seemed to him that the Government had 
made a great mistake in thinking that 
these schemes could be brought before 
a Royal Commission which could 
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throw no special light on such matters. 
He thought that London Members on 
the Opposition side of the House had 
great reason to complain of the consti- 
tution of the Commission. No doubt, 
personally, the gentlemen selected would 
be most excellent members, but the fact 
remained that the whole body of pro- 
gressive opinion in London was practi- 
cally unrepresented. It would have been 
wiser for the Government to have 
selected for the Commission men closely 
connected with London, like the members 
of the County Council, and, therefore, 
with the necessary knowledge of the 
problems of its traffic. Why should Sir 
George Barbour, for instance, have been 
selected to act. as chairman? He was no 
doubt an eminent Indian official, but of 
what especial value would experience 
gained in India be in dealing with 
the problem of London traffic? And 
again, the only representative of that 
side of the House on the Commission 
was the late Attorney General, the hon. 
Member for Dumfries Burghs. He 
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was a Scotchman and a lawyer, but 
did those qualifications specially fit him 
to deal with this great London question ? 


Why had not someone more closely 
identified with London been chosen in 
his place? Again, why was there such a 
strong railway element introduced? Why 
had the’settlement of these delicate ques- 
tions been put in the hands of men who, 
by their action in the past, had proved 
that they thought more of the develop- 
ment of their own large interests than of 
serving the needs of the Metropolis? He 
could not understand why there was 
such a strong representation of the rail- 
way element. Further, he would ask 
why was not Labour represented on the 
Commission, seeing that it was so deeply 
interested in the question. He would ap- 
peal to the right hon. Gentleman to modify 
the composition of the Commission, and also 
to inform the House what was to become 
of the schemes which were to be brought 
before Parliament this session. Were 
they to be hung up until the Commission 
had reported 4 


*TuE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. GeraLp Ba.rour, 
Leeds, Central): The complaint of the 
hon. Member for West Islington is that 
the Royal Com mission has been appointed 
in too great haste and without consulta- 


Mr. Lough, 
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tion with the London representatives and 
local authorities. I think the hon. 
Gentleman will find that he stands alone 
in this opinion. Since the Commission 
has been appointed I have received many 
communications with respect to it, but 
not one on the lines of the hon. Gentle- 
man, who seems to think that, among 
other bodies, the London County Council 
will be unduly prejudiced by the appoint- 
ment of the Commission. He does not 
seem to be aware that the London 
County Council has been pressing for 
months for the appointment of such a 
Commission with some such reference. 
The hon. Member seems to hold that 
the London County Council is not satisfied 
either with the Commission or the refer- 
ence. My information is that they are 
not dissatisfied. On the contrary, they 
recognise that what the Government have 
done has gone a long way towards the 
carrying out of their own wishes. Then 
the hon. Member complains of the refer- 
ence. He gave it a most extraordinary 
interpretation. He seems to think the 
Commission has been appointed, not 
merely to inquire, but actually to ad- 
minister. It has no administrative power 
whatever. If it had it would, no doubt, 
constitute a precedent of a very remark- 
able character, but if the hon. Member will 
kindly take the trouble to read the terms 
of reference more carefully he will 
see that its duty is to advise on the 
methods that would be most effectual in 
developing tramway and railway com- 
munication in London. It will not be 
called upon to decide as to the merits of 
any particular scheme, but it will have 
to advise whether it is desirable in the 
case of railways and tramways to appoint 
a body constituted on lines similar to 
the Light Railways Commission or 
the Traffic Commissioners of New York. 
That is the very point on which the 
London County Council laid the greatest 
stress, I do not desire in any way to 
prejudge any conclusion at which the Com- 
mission may arrive, but in any case I think 
the hon. Member is almost alone in the 
attitude he has taken up. He asks what 
will happen to the schemes now before 
Parliament. In appointing this Commis- 
sion the Government were aware that one 
of the arguments against that course of 
action was the possibility that enterprise 
might be checked ; but they came to the 
conclusion that on the balance of con- 
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siderations it was desirable to appoint |the other to the Moderate Party, and 
one, even at the risk of delaying the | both gentlemen take a very great interest 
carrying out of schemes which might | in the question of railway and .tramway 
otherwise have been brought forward. | communication in London. I am not 
It is not possible to lay down any general | prepared to accede to the hon. Member's 
onal ped — re ep the a suggestion that a working man should 
may exten schemes that come before he put on the Commission. I am not 
it during the period of inquiry; but dulboes that any special interest should 
robably there will be some schemes | be represented. I would reduce rather 
which it will be desirable to stop on the than enlarge the number of Commis- 
second reading, others which may be signers, and I should be very reluctant 
sent to a Committee, and a third section | indeed to put on the representative of 
as typoagps Be ions must be pre- | any special interest who would serve on 
pared to take the responsibility of going it ‘with the deliberate object of dealing 
before a Committee, knowing, of course, | - . : : 
: : with the question in one particular 
that the Committee will be aware that That i + Maard EC 
the whole subject is being investigated | per r Stan ts og y pba —< 
by a Commission and that consequently piss tases tl — a ” “ 7 - 
it may not see fit to pass the preamble Cot ae ne poten 4. i 
of the Bill. It is not possible to be more ~O™™USSIONS are commatuted: On tne 
explicit onthatsubject. Anotherquestion principle of putting a number of partisans 
raised by the hon. Member was as to the | °” the one side, and _— ther set of 
constitution of the Commission. The hon. | P@Ttsans on the other. Bometimes. 
Gentleman has mistaken the principle on 18 almost impossible to avoid that par- 
which members of the Commission have ticular method of constituting a Royal 
been selected. It was felt that special Commission, but where it is possible I 
r think it is very desirable to avoid it, 


interests should not be strongly repre- ; 

sented—if represented at all on the Com- | because I do not believe that on the 
mission. But it was desired to have a| Whole you get the best results from 
very strong Commission, because this is |@ Commission constituted on that prin- 


a very important and difficult question. | ciple. 
Anybody who reads the names will | 
admit that the Commission isa very strong, * Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): I 
one. The hon. Member has made an desire to refer to certain aspects of 
attack on the Chairman, and has suggested | foreign politics to which the King’s 
that he is not a fit person to preside. Speech itself devotes rather more space 
But everybody who knows Sir David | than has usually been the case of recent 
rg ie 4 aware that a aman | years. Amongst those questions of 
ot chi "hee 4 agnent se gronc . For work | foreion politics there are two, one of 
onl of es hn ae rm hie Pen aoe which might have attained dimensions 
of Ate Bh Bes asad xc Ann a aig 4 of great gravity, whilst the other is 
evote Aimsel 60 Il. | becoming more and more serious every 

day, and may at any time attain the 
_Mr. LOUGH: I only complained of | position of an international question of 
his want of local knowledge. the first importance. I should not have 
| thought of coupling together two such 
*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: That entirely different questions as Venezuela 
local knowledge can be acquired in the|and Macedonia had not the Prime 
course of the inquiry, seeing that it is | Minister at Liverpool a few days ago 
the duty of a Commission to take | placed them in the same juxtaposition. 
evidence ; and I am sure that long before | The right hon. Gentleman used a very 
the Commission reports Sir David Barbour | singular argument. He said, in effect, 
will be thorough master of the subject. |‘ How can you object to co-operation 
As to the representation of the London , between two European Powers with 
County Council, I am not aware | regard to Venezuela when you advocate 
that that body have found any | international co-operation with regard to 
fault with the representation given|Macedonia?’’ The two positions are 
tothem. They have two Members, | diametrically opposite. In the case 
one belonging to the Progressive andj of Venezuela, what was objected to by 
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responsible critics, was not the fact that | they are not the ony, perhaps not the 
Great Britain intervened for the purpose | chief, sufferers. For years tribal feuds 
of redressing certain wrongs, but the |have been going on between the Al- 
hard and fast agreement between our- banians and the Servians, and if the 
selves and Germany, who, as was con- matter is looked into one will perhaps 
sidered on the other side of the Atlantic, | be driven to the conclusion that the 
had different aims and objects. The Servians have had more to suffer than 
chief objection was to the particular any other race in Macedonia. In the 
method and the terms of that co-opera- southern part oi Macedonia also Greeks 
tion. It was, moreover, of a temporary, and Kondzo-Vlacks have had their 
incidental, and accidental character. | grievances, and the whole matter has 

With regard to Macedonia, the case is} been fermented by the state of misrule 
absolutely different. There, in common | which prevails. The Turkish Govern. 
with other great Powers of Europe, we| ment, by sowing dissension, and often 
are under definite treaty obligations to| by the employment of provocative 
intervene. Under the Treaty of San | agents, have produced a condition 
Stefano Macedonia was taken irom |of affairs which they have proceeded 
Turkish rule, and placed temporarily | to repress in accordance with their 
under Bulgarian auspices. For various usual methods. That is obviously a 
reasons Europe, at the Berlin Congress, , state of things which Europe ought 
thought fit to place Macedonia once not to tolerate, and that it should have 
more under Turkish rule. [ do not | been tolerated for so many years con- 
desire to enter into the merits of the | stitutes a serious reflection on the in- 
question. I still think that the solution | difference of the great Powers. I would 
provided by the Treaty of San Stefano | urge the Government to do their utmost 
was not a satisfactory solution, because | to secure that the reforms now being 
it laid more store by the wishes and pressed upon the Sultan should be 
needs of the Bulgarian population than | manageable reforms. I agree with the 
by those of the other numerous races hope of the Prime Minister that they will 
which form part of Macedonia. But | be ofasimple character. What is chiefly 


this must be obvious; that the Euro-| needed at present is adequate guarantees 
pean Powers, of which we are one, having | for life and property. It would be im- 
taken upon themselves the responsi-| possible at the present stage, with the 
bility of restoring that great province to | divisions which exist between different. 
Turkish rule, are absolutely bound, | races and creeds in Macedonia, to secure 


an absolutely permanent settlement. But 
we can, and ought, to insist on a reasonable 
amount of law and order being restored, 


morally and by treaty, to see that the | 
inhabitants do not suffer by that action. | 
We have been promised in the course | 


of a few days some Papers as to the 
reforms which are being urged upon the 
Sultan of Turkey by Austria-Hungary 
and Russia, with the assent of this 
country and other Powers. Until those 
Papers are presented it is impossible to 
go into details. But this question is not 
anew one. There has been a chronic 
state of misgovernment in Macedonia 
for years, and it has recently become 
aggravated mainly by action instigated 
from Constantinople itself, but partly 
also by the fact that certain extremists 
in Bulgaria, being driven to desperation 
by the oppression of their kinsmen over 


‘and that those who at present are in 
| daily and hourly jeopardy should have 
| a reasonable amount of security. 
| _ How is that guarantee to be secured t 
| We do not know what this proposed 
| scheme of reform is to be, but, accordin 
| to reports, Macedonia is to be divid 

for administrative purposes, and a4 
Christian Governor appointed. I 
have considerable doubt whether a 
Christian Governor who is a Turkish 
| subject would be of much avail in the 
present state of Macedonia. Somethin 
of the kind was tried in Crete, wit 
the result that the condition of affairs 
A Christian 





| was worse than before. 


the border, have resorted to methods Governor does not command sufficient 
in themselves indefensible, but the out- } respect among the Mohammedans, who 
come of the abominable state of things! form the principal part both of the 
there prevailing. We have heard a great | army and of the official classes, and he 
deal about the Bulgarians, but, after all, | Wo d not be treated with sufficient 


Mr. Stevenson. 
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respect from Constantinople. In addition 
to that, the agencies which are constantly 
at work would be intriguing inst 
him, with the result that, although the 
Powers might be pacified ostensibly by 
such an appointment, the evi] of misrule 
would, as a matter of fact, continue. 
The only guarantee for sound administra- 
tion is that the Governor who is to carry 
out the work of administration under 
the scheme of reform should not be an 
Ottoman subject. Unless the Powers 
are able to devise a scheme under which 
such an arrangement is possible, I am 
afraid the position of affairs will become 
worse and worse, and that before lon 
we may be brought face to face wit 
one of the most serious European com- 
plications, and possibly conflagrations, of 
recent years. 


The Government have a serious re- 
sponsibility in this matter, partly in 
conjunction with other Powers, and 
partly on account of its action in 
connection with the Berlin Treaty. 
More important even than the points 
I have urged is the necessity of an 
adequate sanction for the carrying out 
of these reforms. It is not the practice 
for the Turkish Government to yield 
except to a certain show of coercion, 
nor is it lawful under the sacred law 
for the Sultan to yield unless there is 
some such show; therefore, unless 
Austria-Hungary and Russia can, with 
the assent of other Powers, use some such 
means, there is little hope for the future. 
Fortunately we haveinstances in the Balkan 
Peninsula of provinces which have been 
reclaimed under the influence of good 
administration, such as that of Baron de 
Kallay in Bosnia, and if in Macedonia 
some scheme of reform, however simple or 
modest, can be carried out under the 
auspices of a European administrator, 
simply preserving the suzerain rights 
of the Sultan, I think a greater 
step in the direction of reform will 
have been taken than is possible by 
any other method under present circum- 
stances. But no such arrangement can 
be of more than temporary advantage. 
The problem lies too deep to be solved so 
simply. Where you have various races 
whose historic course has been inter- 
rupted by invasion, it is only natural, 
when there is some hope of the rule of 
the invader coming to an end, that the 
old jealousies and ambitions should 
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revive. But even a temporary effect of a 
beneficial character may have the 
greatest possible influence in maintain- 
ing the peace of Europe, and in securin 
some elementary guarantee of life an 
property. I hope, therefore, the Govern- 
ment will leave no stone unturned to 
secure a practicable scheme of reforms, 
adequately thought out and adequately 
enforced. 


Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) : Before the noble 
Lord replies, I wish to put to the Govern- 
ment certain questions, one of which 
concerns Venezuela and the Foreign 
Office, and the other the Colonial Office, 
the latter arising out of a most extra- 
ordinary Parliamentary Paper which has 
been placed in the Vote Office since seven 
o’clock this evening. 


The question of Venezuela was well 
dealt with by my right hon. friend the 
Leader of the Opposition, but in language 
less strong than many of us would wish 
to employ. I wish to elucidate the 
real meaning of the defence of the 
Government as to our relations with 
Germany in this question. The Prime: 
Minister last Friday repudiated in the 
strongest possible terms the suggestion 
that the influence of the German 
Emperor himself, during his recent 
visit to this country, had been used for 
the purpose of tying up the relations of 
this country with Germany in a way 
that would appear to constitute a very 
dangerous alliance, and on a question in 
regard to which an alliance with 
Germany was specially dangerous to the 
interests of this country. The Prime 
Minister said that during that visit no 
arrangements were made and no business 
done. That denial is very strong, but 
so are the facts as laid before us by the 
Government themselves. The despatches 
which have just been circulated on this 
point are precisely the same as those we 
received on the last day of the sittings 
in December last. In the principal 
despatch, the one that ties up our 
interests with those of Germany in a 
way which is unprecedented in questions. 
of this kind, the opening words are, 
“Foreign Office, November 11. The 
German Ambassador’ informed me this. 
evening,” while the Memorandum 
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attached to this, and communicated by 
the German Ambassador, is dated 
‘London, November 13.” What has 
struck the country, and ought, I think, 
to be further explained, is the fact that 
neither Lord Lansdowne nor the German 
Ambassador were in London on the 


dates here given. As a matter of fact, 
German | 


Lord Lansdowne and _ the 
Ambassador were under the same roof 
at the time these transactions occurred— 
viz., from the 10th to the 15th Novem- 
ber. The Prime Minister has complained 
very bitterly of Lord Rosebery for in- 


troducing the analogy of Mexico. In that | 
case, in the first instance, we took joint | 


action with France and Spain in a 
matter of a similar description. But 
that action followed the ordinary pre- 
cedents, and was entirely different from 
the action taken on this occasion. In- 


stead of our claims being tied up with | 


those of the other Powers, as in the 
present instance, absolute liberty was 
left to other Governments to come in—- 
the United States were specifically asked 


to come in—and liberty was left to’ 


As a matter of 
A con- 


recede at any time. 
fact, we did afterwards recede. 


vention provided for the appointment, | 


by each of the three Powers, of a Civil 


Commissioner, with full 
determine for each Power all questions 
as to the money to be recovered ; each 
Power had control over its own action. 
In asking these questions specifically 
as to the authority, precedent, and 
origin of this proposal, I should like to 
put it to the House that it was most 
dangerous to tie us up in this way. 


gerous to tie u 
of Germany. In America, Germany has 
undoubtedly been suspected of having 
designs on the southern province of 


Brazil which are at variance with the | 


Monroe Doctrine. In this country there 
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In| 
the case of Venezuela the question is one | 
of peculiar delicacy, and it is most dan-| 
our interests with those | 
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| Colonies. This enormous trade gives 


‘this country an overwhelming interest 
in the maintenance of the Monroe 
Doctrine, in the maintenance of the 
‘virtual status quo on the American 
Continent. The German interest is not 
|the same, and to tie ourselves up in 
direct defiance of the precedent of 
Mexico seems to me to be a peculiarly 
dangerous and reckless act. Those on 
the Opposition side of the House who 
entertained doubts as to the policy of 
this action had ground to think that 
there was in the minds of some Members 
of the Government the idea of an 
alliance with Germany which had some- 
_ times led to action a little like blacking 
the boots of Germany. There has been 
a continual harking back to the idea 
of a German alliance, a continual 
hankering after it. Between the July 
proposal as to joint action with Germany 
-and November 11 and the tying up of 
our interests with those of Germany, 
occurred the most unfriendly action of 
Germany towards this country at 
Shanghai. I should like to know 
whether there is any truth in the very 
direct statements of The Times corres- 
pondent in China on this subject. The 
correspondent of Zhe Times has fre- 
oor informed the country, and 
there has been no contradiction of the 
statement, that Germany presented a 
'secret Memorandum to the Chinese 
Government as to the date on which 
they would leave Shanghai and with- 
draw the German troops. This was 
done behind the backs ot our Govern- 
ment, and at the moment when the 
Venezuelan operations were in con- 
templation. 


The other one of the two subjects 
| which I should like to ask certain ques- 
‘tions about is one which has been 
affected and changed since the Leader 
_of the Opposition put his question to the 
Government at the beginning of this 


is an overwhelming opinion in favour | gehate—I refer to the Kano expedition. 
of the Monroe Doctrine; we have an The position has been affected by the 
enormous customer in the Republics of | igsue of a most extraordinary Paper, 
South America. In 1900 we sent to which has not yet been circulated to 
the Continent of America £51,500,000 hon. Members, but to which, by the 
of the produce and manufactures of kindness of the Government, my atten- 
Great Britain. Of that amount tion was called before we separated this 
£23,000,000 went to the Latin Re-| afternoon. The Kano expedition has 
Publics, £20,000,000 to the United Jed to a most painful censure upon 4 
States, and £8,500,000 to the British | very distinguished officer, namely, the 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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Commissioner of Nigeria, in words which | The telegram states :— 
are very strong. What the House ought | « Referring to my telegrams of 19th Decem- 
to be quite clear about is that that ber and 22nd ember, His Majesty’s 


sure is deserved by the Commissioner | Government must have information asked for 
- y | before any expedition starts for Kano.” 


and not by the Government, and I will ; ; 
just ask my question in order to put The first telegram, which clearly replies 


hon. Members in possession of the special t© those five telegrams, is one of a most 
points of the case. Our suspicions as to | unsatisfactory kind. The High Com- 
the intention of an attack on Kano were | Missioner states that reports have been 
first aroused by the proceedings of some | spread nies the Protectorate con- 
distinguished clerics, who, in the course Ce™™™g the movement of troops, and he 
of an interview, stated that Kano “‘ must | 8¢e™s to think that that is a good reason 
be dealt with.” This statement was. for an expedition. He added :— 
telegraphed all over the world, and the| ‘‘I must dispose of Kano before withdrawing 
phrase even occurs in the Lugard | troops I cannot send nee sg eye 
despatches. In the belief of the Govern- | + ang sy a5 a eeaeatma aca we .« 
t the preparations for the expedition 
a ht an escort to Fre saeco On January 2nd the Government asked 
the Anglo-French Commission for the | * se which, in my opinion, it ought 
delimitation of the frontier. Before the pee eae It bey mg 
date at which the Government changed Houco that the difficulty with the Emir 
their minds on the subject and addressed | 
remonstrances to the "Cishassiadedii in| nos only of Kano, but of Sokoto, had 
Nigeria, it was known in France that | arisen through the suspension of the 
aa ee " t of 
the delimitation of the frontier would | Pech ied Ray oo by the Niger 
have to be postponed on account of the | Company. The Earl of Onslow, on 
British expedition to Kano. The arrange- | January 2nd, wrote to the High Tee. 
weal r poy ar raed a ae ‘missioner stating that he should be glad 
athe is dated 10th Rosader the | se ‘eralli 3 a on 4 sea sarees cigar | 
g ’ | genera e action he en wi 
day afterthe Question was putin the House, | ae = the subsidies formerly paid b 
to which the Leader of the Opposition | the Niger C F dona mane 
ppo the Niger Company, and detailing more 
has referred. That telegram begins :— | especially the circumstances in which he 
“Reuter states that it has been decided to | decided to suspend the subsidy to the 
undertake hostile operations against Kano, but | Sultan of Sokoto. There is no answer 
ean ye A get = — Praag _to the Earl of Onslow’s despatch, and we 
colebetene” are left, therefore, in unhappy doubt as 
That suggests that the Questions put | the a2 and the ge of this 
in this House were only put upon the | on a eal we come %& ae — 
basis of that Reuter telegram, but it is| ‘TS Of the censure on the Hig 
not the case at all. The information | Commissioner. The High Commissioner 
which was in my possession, and in the 'sent a long and somewhat indignant 
; Prune ye |despatch stating that on previous 
possession of my hon. friend the Member | CC Se RC eg hag AM ay aale 
for Oldham, the hon. Member for Man-' which clearly sandil’ thas he intended 
“et fp ga Btn or ie ae | that an expedition should be sent to 
OP tg os 1a dh 
information from commercial houses in | oi which he gpg ony P i 
erpool and Mancheer hn Eng onght to have oly undesiod 
, : view. e gives another reason, an 
who had been recalled to service for the | sayg :— & ; 
purposes of this expedition. It was| *, pa iy Gira on pe i. 
° . 1s how niversa. er amon, e 
aon that rama that Pa gag i nme as 
, “ ano 1s inten . 
five times before they got any answer to | 
their telegrams, and at last they sent a vig Sentnen apes eat 2+ as 
very emphatic telegram on December | , poe ee rorioen, Seas pennies 
24th, which will be found on page 3 of hoped that this crisis might have been post- 
the correspondence relating to Kano. | poned till late in January.” 
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censured by the Government. 


{COMMONS} 
Having stated his case, hé was afterwards | 
In a 
despatch dated January 28th, the Earl | 
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the Government for not having kept 
their eyes open to what was going on, 
and to what had been going on ever 


of Onslow, writing to the High Com- since that interview with Bishop Tugwell, 


missioner, says— 


‘*There was nothing to indicate that you | 


were then contemplating an expedition against | 
Kano, but it was understood, and I think | 
rightly, that your military preparations would | 
be confined to taking such measures as might | 
be necessary to ensure the safety of the | 


Boundary Commissioners, and to guard against | 
the possibility of hostile action on the part of 


the rulers of Sokoto or Kano. It was, however, 
evident that, in consequence of the extension 
of the area of effective occupation to the 
westward as far as Bornu, it was desirable to 
increase the military force in Northern Nigeria, 
and you were informed by telegram of 20th 
December that His Majesty’s Government 
were prepared to approve of your raising in 
1903-4 a third battalion, 1,000 strong, in 
addition to the 400 mounted infantry and 500 
civil police proposed by you in your despatch 
of the 28th August.” 


been said 
| think the speech which the right hon. 
| Baronet has just made ought to receive 


| and to the preparations with which many 


hon. Members were acquainted, which 
were known to every one in Liverpool 
and Manchester, and of which the 
Government alone seem to have been 
ignorant. 


THE POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN (Worcestershire, 
E.): I hope the House will excuse 
me if I reply what has 
upon this question, [ 


now to 


an answer at once with regard to the 


| question of Kano. I must frankly admit, 


| 


as my right hon. friend admitted upon 


It is an extraordinary fact, but that | an earlier occasion in the course of this 


battalion and the whole of that force is 
paid for out of the Civil Service Estimates, 


and is not under the War Office, and does | 


not come under the military expenditure 





of this-country. Now we come to the 
actual terms of the censure :— | 

“His Majesty's Government regret the 
necessity which has arisen for taking action | 
against Kano. They think that you should 
have kept them more fully informed of what 
was passing, and that you should have given 
them an earlier opportunity of considering, with 
the knowledge which they alone possess of the 
general situation in other parts of the Empire, 
whether it was necessary to send an expedition 
to Kano, and whether it was expedient to do 
so at this time and with the force which is 
available.” 


| 


That is the censure with which the 
despatch concludes. I remember that 
when General Lugard was attacked for 
his operations in Uganda, many of us 
sided with him, I am not quite 
sure, after reading the Papers, as to 
whether the censure upon Sir F. Lugard 
is thoroughly deserved, and I am doubt- 
ful whether we ought not to censure 
Sir Charles Ditke. 








debate, that when I answered the right 
hon. Baronet just at the close of the 
Autumn session of Parliament, I used 
language in reply to a ‘supplementary 
Question, of which I had no notice, which 
I would not have used if I had been in 
possession of the information which came 
into the hands of the Government a 
few days later. 

The right hon. Baronet has spoken of the 
reports and rumours which were current 
in different circles at that time, and which 
he thought ought to have been a warning 
to the Government as to what was pro- 
ceeding. But reports and rumours are 
very rife in Africa. They are often very 
untrustworthy, and I do not think it 
would be safe to answer questions basing 
one’s answer on such rumours as might 
be rife. The right hon. Baronet cited 
the declaration of Bishop Tugwell; but 
that was not binding either on the High 
Commissioner or on the Government. I 
have not risen to explain my previous 
answer or to expand the statement of the 
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Prime Minister, but because the right hon. 
Baronet has spoken several times of the 
eensure inflicted on Sir F. Lugard, the 
High Commissioner of Northern Nigeria, 
and the right hon. Baronet on the first 
occasion alluded to “the very grave and 
severe censure.” I think if hon. Mem- 
bers have not read the Papers they will 
be altogether misled by the adjective the 
right hon. Baronet has used in his 
description of the view taken of Sir F. 
Lugard’s conduct by the Government. 
That which the right hon. Gentleman 
describes as censure is an expression of 


{17 Fesruary 1903} 
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general lines of which were already 
settled. That Joint Commission ought to 
have started, and it was intended that it 
should start, at once ; but it was delayed, 
at our request, because the Government 
were not in a position to give the neces- 
sary protection to it during its work. 
The Government would have been glad 
not to have been obliged to have brought 
their relations with Kano to the present 
stage ; they would have been glad to have 
waited longer in hope of a friendly solu- 
tion of difficulties. But it is undesirable 
to have an indefinite frontier between the 


regret in Lord Onslow’s despatch of | possessions of two great European Powers 
January 28. The right hon. Baronet | in Africa, because that position is very 


quoted the words. 
regretted that Sir F. Lugard had not 
informed them earlier as to the circum- 


The Government | apt to lead to friction and unfortunate 


incidents, the results of which may be 
very serious and very much to be re- 


stances that were present to his mind, | gretted by both of the great countries 


which the Government could only know 
through him, and which led him to con- 
sider the expedition justifiable and 
necessary. 





concerned. It has been necessary for the 
French to pass through our territory to 
their own, and there are circumstances 


When the Government ob-| that make the delimitation of the boun- 


tained the information they asked for, | dary necessary. The Boundary Commis- 
they agreed in the view taken by Sir F. | sion had to pass behind the territory of 


Lugard. We have absolute confidence in 
his proved judgment and great experi- 
ence; and I am confident the right hon. 
Baronet will be the last man to accuse 
this distinguished African administrator 
of such wide experience, and who has 
rendered such great service to this 
country, of rashness—of any unnecessary 
provocative action in the protection of 
the interests committed to his care. 


What are the circumstances which led 
Sir Frederick Lugard to consider this 
Ever since the 


Anglo-French agreement for the settle- 
ment of the disputed boundary question 
on the West Coast, the Government have 
been under agreement with the French 
Government to send a Joint Commission 
for the delimitation of the frontier, the 





| the Emir of Kano and that of the Sultan 


of Sokoto, and it had to be protected 
during the time it passed, and had to be 
revictualled through Kano in the course 
of itsoperations. Sir Frederick Lugard had 
to make provision for these operations, and 
while considering these, the Emir of 
Kano, so far from showing any dispo- 
sition to become more friendly, was 
making preparation for an attack upon 
our post at Zaria, and, on 13th December, 
Sir F. Lugard telegraphed— 


“Information received that Kano prepara- 
tions completed for provoking war, demon- 
stration in favour of murderer of Moloney. 
Safety of garrison of Zaria, prestige of British 
Government, possibility of delimitation of 
frontier depend on energetic action.” 


The murderer of Moloney, a British 
officer, was protected by the Emir of 
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Kano. I think that telegram discloses of the representations sent to him by Sir 
very grave and sufficient reasons for the F. Lugard. The Emir of Kano has, un. 
action Sir F. Lugard thought it neces- fortunately, shown himself persistently 
sary to take, and which the Government | hostile to the British Administration ; 
have sanctioned. | but I am glad to say that the anticipations 
which Sir F. Lugard has formed, that 
the great mass of the people would regard 
us as deliverers rather than as conquerors, 
appear to have been justified by the 
results. The Haussa population and the 
merchants appear to have welcomed our 
occupation of the capital as bringing with 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: No, | it security and freedom of trade, and an 
Sir; they did not say that it was not | assurance that slave-raiding and the 
to take place, but they said it was not | tribute of slaves that has been paid by 
to take place until they sanctioned it. | Kano would no longer continue. 
The right hon. Baronet would have; The only subsidy agreement with which 
been the first to criticise us if we had | the Government were concerned was an 
not acted. The right hon. Baronet said | agreement to pay a subsidy to the Sultan 
it was stated in a French paper that the | of Sokoto. As to that, the Government 
Anglo-French Boundary Commission | are not in possession of full information, 
had been postponed on account of our | and we have asked Sir F. Lugard to 
military operations. It was not post-| supply the facts and give a full account 
poned on account of the military opera- | of the circumstances. The Sultan of 
tions, but it could not be undertaken | Sokoto did receive a subsidy from the 
until the military operations had been | Niger Company. There is reason to 
brought to asuccessful conclusion. The | | |think that the Niger Company had 
right hon. Baronet said he was in grave | already decided that they would not 
doubt even now as to the justice of our | CMtinue to pay that subsidy any longer 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: The Govern- 
ment did not say so, for on Ist January 
they said that the expedition was not to 
take piace. 











action, and suggested that all the 
trouble with the Emir of Kano arose | 
from the British Administration having | 
failed to pay a subsidy, or subsidies, | 
which had been paid, or were payable, | 
by the Niger Company when it was the 
governing and administrating authority | 


in that territory. There never was 
any such subsidy, either paid or pay- 
able, to the Emir of Kano; and, what- 
ever questions may arise about subsidies, 
they do not affect our relations with 
Kano, and cannot be an excuse for 
his 
British Administration, or his treatment | 
Mr. Austin Chamberlain. 





hostile preparations against the 


|to the Sultan of 


Sokoto when their 
administration ceased and passed to the 
British Government. We have reason to 
think that the Company had taken that 
decision on the ground of the very un- 
satisfactory nature of their relations with 
the Sultan of Sokoto. Sir F. Lugard, 
when the Niger Company’s administration 
was taken over, sent a messenger to the 
Sultan of Sokoto to inform him of the 
but the Sultan of Sokoto 
refused to recognise the transfer in any 
form, and has treated all the attempts of 
Sir F. Lugard to open friendly relations 
with contumely and contempt. I do not 
think ‘the right hon. Baronet would 


transfer ; 
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contend that in such Circumstances it 
would be desirable that we should pay 
the Sultan of Sokoto a subsidy, even if 
there had been good ground for such a 
payment. However that may be, as I 
have stated, the Government’s informa” 
tion on that subject is not complete’ 
but that cannot affect our operations 
at Kano or our relations with the 
Emir of Kano. The right hon. Baronet 
would make a great mistake if he 
supposed that the Government 
in any way lost confidence in Sir F. 
Lugard, or if he attached a graver 


meaning to the expression of regret that | 


the Government were not earlier in- 
formed of the facts that were within his 
knowledge, than the very simple words 
in which that expression of regret was 
couched would warrant. We retain 
full confidence in that most experienced 
administrator, and we are quite certain 
that he will act with all forbearance and 
with great discreticn in dealing with 
the circumstances which arise in the 
great area under his control. 


*Mr. TOMKINSON (Cheshire, Crewe) : 
I desire to say a word in regard to the 
Sugar Convention. The debate last 
session was confined to a single sitting, 
and that, I consider, was far too short a 
time for the discusson of so important 
a subject. It will be remembered that 
the Colonial Secretary spoke at con- 
siderable length, and had the last word 
on the subject. I remember that two of 
his chief arguments in favour of the 


Convention were, firstly, that the 


country was pledged to it in honour by 
reason of its agreement with foreign 
countries, and that to withdraw from it 
would be to incur the charge of mala 
fides; and secondly, that very great 
injury had been done to the sugar 
[FouRTH SE«IEs. ] 
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refining industry of this country, and that 
that industry might have been an ex- 
tremely large and flourishing one but 
the bounties paid by foreign 
countries. What is the real case of the 
sugar refiners? It is, forsooth, that the 
interests of 40,000,000 of consumers, and 
perhaps hundreds of thousands of hands 
engaged in vurious industries, are to be 
imperilled and set aside by the Conven- 
tion lately entered into, a Convention on 
which the country has not had a word 
to say, on which it had not « word of 
warning beforehand, and about which no 
word was said at the General Election. 
The people of the country are committed 
to it without having a word to say in the 
matter. Well, now, what is the case of 
the sugar-refining industry ? The fact 
is, that, so far from having been crushed 
out and destroyed by thesugar bounties, 
it is, I believe, well known that it had 
already begun to be a declining and 
diminishing industry before these 
bounties were paid at all. It is a fact 
that a very large diminution in the 
number of sugar refineries in the 
country had taken place before the 
into force. I 


for 


sugar bounties came 
think they had diminished 50 per cent. 
before the introduction of the bounties. 
The fact is that sugar refining is now 
very largely and more profitably carried 
on on the spot where the sugar is 
grown, and that the greater portion 
of the sugar imported into this country 
comes into it in a more or less refined 
condition. Therefore it is a mistake to 
say that the greatdecline in the sugar- 
refining industry is the direct consequence 
of the sugar bounties. 


We have become more or less accus- 
tomed to strange departures on the part of 
His Majesty’s Government. We have 

E 
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geen our system of absolutely free imports | said, we are placing our fiscal arrange 
of food broken down, and a tax placed | ments for the first time in the hands of 
upon the bread of this country, which, a foreign council. Last, not least, we 
however small it may be said to be, | may be incurring the greatest difficulties 
nevertheless does amount to a bonus! with our own colonies, for we may be 
of 4s. or 5s. per acre of wheat grown in brought by this very convention under 
this country. A tax on wheat of| obligation of closing our ports against 
1s. Id. per quarter means a 4s. or 5s. | the import of sugar from Queensland and 
bounty or bonus on every acre of wheat other colonies of the Empire. On all these 
in this country. If that tax had been | grounds I think that we on this side of 
proposed in that form instead of a duty 'the House ought to give the strongest 
of 3d. per cwt., I wonder what the people possible protest we can against the 
of this country would have said of it. | ratification of the treaty. 

In this case the proposal of the Govern- 

ment to do away with sugar bounties is) Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
one of the strangest and most inde- | then moved the adjournment of the 
fensible of the strange things which | debate. 
this Government have done. It is a/| 


fact, no doubt, that protective duties do | Mr. STEVENSON asked whether the 
injure our trade with foreign countries | Under-Secretary for Foreign Affairs had 
in manufactured articles, but, after all, |any statement to make regarding the 
the great rivals who impose these | Macedonian question. 

tariffs—France, Germany, and America— | 
are our best customers, and take more | 
of our manufactured goods than any | 


Lorp CRANBORNE: Ishould be 


other countries in the world. Then | sorry if the hon. Member thought I had 
take thé comparative values of the| been discourteous towards him in not 
Sidpérts ‘of sugar froun the: Weit Indies | rising to answer him, but as the debate 


and: those from other sugar-produeing | proceeded it diverged from the affairs of 
‘the office with which I am connected. 


countries. I believe that of every | hink the h u 
100 Ib. of sugar that come into this | . mae ys val ‘Gens ni LS i 
‘nise that this is not a particularly 


country only 24 Ibs. come from the | ; : 
appropriate moment to discuss the 


West Indies, and those colonies are | ; ; ; 

‘ ... . | Macedonian question ; but, if he wishes 
already in the most favoured position in | : oa 
regard to five-sixths of their ee FO ig nti “ ay. 
exports. They have in the United a = eS, 5 Se my ee 
States a country in which they have a| Peep nee. 
free market, and which already places a | Motion made, and Question, “ That 
countervailing duty on bounty -fed/the debate be now adjourned.” — (Dr. 
sugar. As my right hon. friend the! Macnamara). 

Leader of the Opposition has said, it is 
doubtful whether we shall not be doing 
the West Indies considerably more harm! Debate to be resumed Tomorrow. 
than good by putting an end to the Adjourned at ten minutes after 
bounties, And, worst of all, as has been Eleven o’clock. 

Mr. Tomkinson. 


Put, and agreed to. 
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133 Returns, 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 18th February, 1903. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 





THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND 
MEANS. 
The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means. 





PETITIONS. 


DETENTION OF POOR PERSONS 
(SCOTLAND). 
Petitions for legislation: from Banff ; 
Ordiquhill ; and, Rothiemay ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY. 
Petitions for prohibition : from Rugby ; 
and Basingstoke ; to lie upon the Table. 


Petition of Ry Vijaga Varathanwnthajee, 
Sahib, for redress of grievances ; to lie 
upon the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PARLIAMENTARY CONSTITUENCIES 
(ELECTORS, ETC.) (UNITED KINGDOM). 

Address for “Return showing, with 
* regard to each Parliamentary Constitu- 
ency in the United Kingdom, the total 
number and, as far as possible, the number 
in each class of electors on the register 
now in force, and also showing the 
population and inhabited houses in each 
constituency (in continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Paper, No. 70, of Session 1902).” 
—(Sir Charles Dilke.) ~ 


An ‘Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech iaulivates revision by the Member. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of a Light 
Railway in the urban district of Whitley 
and Monkseaton in the county of Nor- 
thumberland (North Shields, Tynemouth, 
and District Light Railways (Extension) 
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Order, 1902) [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


Reports, dc. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


Copy presented, of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of 
Light Railways in the county of Glou- 
cester, in the borough of Cheltenham, 
and in the urban district of Charlton 
Kings (Cheltenham and District Light 
Railway (Extensions No. 2) Order, 1903) 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


Copy presented, of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 





VARATHANWNTHAJEE, RY VIJAGA, | 
SAHIB. 


Trade, authorising the construction of 
'a Light Railway in the county of Wilts, 
|from Amesbury to Bulford (Amesbury 
| and Military Camp Light Railway (Bulford 
| Extension) Order, 1903) [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 
Copy presented, of Order made by 
‘the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of a 
Light Railway in the county of Cornwall, 
from Padstow to Tregurrian, in the parish 


(of St. Mawgan (Padstow, Bedruthan, 


and Mawgan Light Railway Order, 1903) 


| [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 
Copy presented, of Order made by 


‘the Light Railway Commissioners, and 


modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of a 
Light Railway in the municipal borough 
of Poole and the urban district of Brank- 
some, in the county of Dorset (Poole and 
| District Light Railway (Extension) Order, 
1903) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of 
Light Railways in the county of Essex, 
in the urban districts of Walthamstow, 
| Leyton, and Chingford (Walthamstow 
and District Light Railway Order, 1903) 
| [by Command]; to liejupon the Table. 

F 
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’ MILITIA ACT, 1882 (DEPUTY LIEU- 
TENANTS, IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Return of des- 
criptions of qualifications of Deputy 
Lieutenants lodged during 1902, as 
furnished to the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland [by Act] ; to.lie upon the Table. 


LOCOMOTIVES ON HIGHWAYS 
; (IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Amended General 
Regulations made by the Local Govern- 
ment Board for Ireland, dated 9th 
February, 1903 [by Act] ; to lie upon the 
Table. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD 
(IRELAND). 

Copies presented, of two General 
Orders of the Local Government Board 
for Ireland, dated 13th May, 1902, and 


Questions. 


17th December, 1902, respectively [by | 


Aét]; to lie upon the Table. 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 

Copy presented, of Report by the 
Chairman of Committees of the House 
of Lords and the Chairman of Ways and 
Means in the House of Commons, under 
The Private Legislation Procedure 
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| Office of His Majesty’s Principal 
Secretary of State for the War Depart- 
ment which are not considered of 
sufficient public value to justify their 
preservation in the Public Record Office 
‘(by Act]. 





NEW MEMBER SWORN. 
Charles Curtis Craig, esquire, for the 
County of Antrim (South Antrim 
| Division). 





QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
| CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES, 
| 





Postmen in the E. C. District—Delay in 
the Supply of Uniforms—Compensa- 
tion for wear and tear of private 
clothes. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch 
Hoxton): To ask the Postmaster General 
whether he will explain why a number of 
| postmen employed in the E. C. District 

Office have been only recently supplied 

| with their uniforms after a delay of from 

|one to six months, during which time 
| they served the Department wearing their 
| private clothes; and whether it is his 
| intention to compensate these men for 





(Scotland) Act, 1899, that they are of | the loss of an emolument recognised by 
opinion that the Fife Electric Power | the Department. 


Company Order, the Hamilton, Mother- 
well, and Wishaw Tramways Order, the 


| (Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


Life Association of Scotland Order, the | I am making inquiry into the matter to 
Scottish American Mortgage Company, which the hon. Member refers, and will 
Limited, Order, the Lanarkshire and | let him know the result. 


Dumbartonshire Railway Order, and the | 
Glasgow Corporation (Police) Order | 
ought to be dealt with by Private Bill | 
and not by Provisional Order [by Act]; | 
to ‘ie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 16.] 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 1894 
AND 1896. 


Copies presented, of Five Orders, 


Report of Forestry Committee 

tunity for Discussion. 
| Sirk CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
|shire, Forest of Dean): To ask the 
| President of the Board of Agriculture 
|if it is intended to take any steps to 
| carry out the Report of the Departmental 
| Committee on Forestry before the House 
}of Commons has the opportunity of ex- 


Oppor 


numbered respectively 6594, 6608, 6612, | : “lh “tabilit 
6615, and 6616, relating to the Landing | Lg tag onl ont Ss? — suitability 


of Foreign Animals in Great Britain | 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


| 
Paper laid upon the Table by the 
Clerk of the House :— 
PUBLIC RECORDS (WAR OFFICE). 


Copy of Seventh Schedule containing a | 
List and Particulars of Classes of 
Documents existing or accruing in the | 





(Answered by Mr. Hanbury.) The 
evidence has not yet been printed, and 
I am, therefore, not in a position to decide 
as to the urgency of any particular recom- 
mendation. But I will, of course, take 
care that the right hon. Baronet, or others 
interested, have a proper opportunity of 
expressing their views. 
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137 (Juestions. 
Processions of Unemployed—Obstruction | 
1“ to Shopkeepers. 


*CoLONEL LEGGE (St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): To ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
whether his attention has been called 
to the interference with business caused 
to shopkeepers in London by the recent 
daily processions of unemployed through 
the streets for the purpose of collecting 
money ; and whether it is proposed to 
take any steps in the matter. 
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(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) I 
am unable to say when the Royal Com- 
mission is likely to make its Report. The 
Board of Trade have no control over the 
proceedings of the Commission. 


Royal Engineers— Promotion of Officers. 
Masor EVANS-GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney) : Toask the Secretary 
of State for War whether his attention 
has been called to the rate of promotion 


for officers in the corps of Royal 


' Engineers ; whether he is aware that by 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) I have received representations 
to the effect indicated, and | have given 
anxious attention to these and all other 
considerations affecting the question. | 
] have been in constant consultation with 
the Commissioner of Police, who has 
been acting, with my approval, to the 
full extent, as I am advised, of his powers. 
One of his chief objects has been to 
minimise the hindrance to traffic caused 
by the processions ; and I believe that 
as much has been done to prevent undue 
inconvenience to the public as is possible 
in the existing state of the law. 
Whether the law should be altered and 
additional powers be given to the police 
is a matter for serious consideration ; 
and I hope that the Royal Commission 
on London Traffic may throw light upon 
the subject, which is one of considerable 
difficulty. 


Vivisection Return—Date of Publication. 

Dr. SHIPMAN (Northampton): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department if he can state when the 
Returns of Experiments on Living 
Animals for the year 1902 will be pro- 
duced. 


(Answered by Mr. 
Douglas.) 


Secretary Akers- 


date for its publication. 


Alien Immigration Commission—Report. 

Mr. FORDE RIDLEY (Bethnal Green, 
8.W.): To ask the President of the. 
Board of Trade if he can now inform | 
the House whether the Royal Commis- | 
sion on Pauper Alien Immigration is 
likely to report in time to allow of | 
legislation being introduced this <ession. | 


The Returns from licensed | 
persons are now being collected; and | 
every effort will be made to get them in, | 
and to produce the Paper without delay. | 


But I cannot at present give a definite | Fore ; or pl 
to Kaffirs for active service in the late 


the Gradation List of January last it 
appears that senior majors, captains and 
lieutenants, and second lieutenants in 
the Engineers are passed over respectively 
by 100, 120, 700, and 1,600 officers 
originally their juniors; and whether, 
seeing that in a mixed force of different 
armsa Royal Engineer officer who might 
be the best fitted to command would 
have to act under an officer of less 
service, it is proposed to take steps 
similar to those taken in the Indian 
Army to deal with this state of affairs. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick:.) 
The question of the promotion of 
the captains and lieutenants of Royal 
Engineers has already received my 
attention. Owing to the war and other 
causes- promotion has been greatly 
accelerated in other branches of the 
service, somewhat to the effect stated in 
the Question, but it must be borne in 
mind that these causes are abnormal, and 
reactionary effect may be expécted. The 
matter will, however. be again considered 


_when matters regarding promotion are 


in a more normal condition. 


South African War Medals—Reasons 

for awarding to Kaffirs. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War how many medals have been placed 
at the disposal of the Commander of the 
Forces in South Africa for presentation 


war ; and whether, having regard to the 
assurances of the War Office authorities 
that natives took no part in the war, 
what were the nature of the services 
rendered by the Kaffirs to whom war 
medals have been awarded. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
Non-enlisted men who drew pay from 
F2 
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military funds were, under the terms of 
Army Order 94 of 1901, allowed to 
receive bronze medals, and a supply of 
100,000 medals was despatched at Lord 
Kitchener’s request to South Africa. 
A large number of Kaffirs were employed 
with the administrative services. In- 
structions have been given to avoid a 
_ wholesale issue of such medals. 


BALLOT FOR BILLS AND MOTIONS. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or THe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLFour, Manchester, E.): In moving 
the Resolution which stands in my name 
on the Paper I do not think any words 
of explanation are required fromme. The 
new Rule provides two nights in the 
week on which private Members’ Bills 
may be taken, and I will only remind 
hon. Members that, in bringing in their 
Bills, it is not necessary for them now to 
advance from the bar of the House. A 
great deal of time may be saved if the 
new procedure is adopted. 


Motion made, and Question proposed — 


That no Bills, other than Government 
Bills, be-introduced in anticipation of the 
ballot, and that all Members who desire 
to ballot, whether for Bills or for Motions, 
for Tuesday, 24th February, and Tuesday, 
3rd March, and Wednesday, 25th February, 
and Wednesday 4th March, do hand in 
their names at the Table during the 
sitting of the House on the first or second 
day of the session, and that a eopy of such 
notices be handed in at the latest during 
the sitting of the House on the ‘third day 
of the session. 

That the ballot for the precedence of 
the said Bills and Motions be taken on 
the third day on which the House sits, at 
a convenient time and place to be 
appointed by Mr. Speaker, and that the 
presentation of Bills on the fourth sitting 
day be taken as soon after twelve o'clock 
as Mr. Speaker may deem convenient. 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe) said the House was taking a 
new departure. Threeor four years ago he 
made some remarks on a similar Motion, 
showing that though the arrangements 


for balloting, etc., at the beginning of 
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|the year were rather complicated, yet 
the result at the end of the session 
| was very poor, so far as the number 
_of private Members’ Bills receiving the 
‘Royal Assent was concerned. How far 
| the alterations would effect an improve- 
/ment in that respect remained to be 
seen. They had in the past too often 
seen the Leader of the House — who 
'should be the conservator and guardian 
of Standing Orders, moving the suspen- 
sion of them, and—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
hardly arises on this Motion, which only 
|deals with the method of taking the 
ballot. 


Mr. ELLIS said that on the 8th Febru- 
ary, 1899,7 he raised the question on a 
similar Motion, but, of course, after the 
intimation from the Chairman ‘he would 
not pursue the matter further. He would 


only express his hope that at the end of 
the session they would find that the new 
procedure had helped unofficial Members 
interested in Private Bills in securing 
fruition for their eagerness and anxiety 
to see a certain amount of legislation 
passed every year irrespective of that 


initiated by the Government. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet) referred to the inconvenience 
caused on the previous day by crowds of 
Members flocking to the Table in order 
to sign the Notice Paper. Last year Mr. 
Speaker expressed an opinion that some 
arrangements should be made to obviate 
such proceedings by having the work 
done in a Committee Room, and he would 
ask the Prime Minister if steps could not 
be taken to ensure that being done- He 
trusted that on future occasions their 
proceedings would not thus bein terrupted. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I may remind 
the right hon. Gentleman that these 
arrangements rest with the Speaker, who, 
I understand, has provided that in future 
such things as the right hon. Gentleman 
complains of shall be avoided. With 
regard to the dates mentioned in the 

| Motion, I have not the smallest hope 
that the debate on the Address will be 
concluded by the 24th inst., and it may, 
therefore, be necessary to bring forward 





+ See (4) Debates, Jrvi. 181. 
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a Motion giving the Government the 
whole of the time of the House until the 
debate is concluded. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


BALLOT FOR BILLS AND MOTIONS. 


Ordered, That no Bills, other than 
Government Bills, be introduced in antici- 
pation of the ballot, and that all Members 
who desire to ballot, whether for Bills or 
for Motions, for Tuesday, 24th February, 
and Tuesday, 3rd March, and Wednesday, 
25th February, and Wednesday, 4th 
March, do hand in their names at the 
Table during the sitting of the House on 
the first or second day of the session, and 
that a copy of such notices be handed in, 
at the latest, during the sitting of the 
House on the third day of the session. 
That the ballot for the precedence of the 
said Bills and Motions be taken on the 
third day on which the House sits, at a 
convenient time and place, to be appointed 
by Mr. Speaker, and that the presenta- 
tion of Bills on the fourth sitting day be 
taken as soon after twelve o’clock as Mr. 
Speaker may deem convenient.—(Mr. A. 
J. Balfour.) 


Mr. SPEAKER said that the ballot 
for the precedence of Bills and Motions 
would be taken in Committee Room 10, 
at twelve o’clock tomorrow, and that the 
presentation of the Bills in the House 
would take place immediately before the 
Orders of the Day on Friday next. 


KING’S SPEECH (MOTION FOR AN 
ADDRESS.) 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Question [17th February], 
“That an humble Address be presented 
to His Majesty, as followeth :— 


“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, in Prcticinnnt assembled, beg 
leave to offer our humble thanks to Your 
Majesty for the Gracious Speech which 
Your Majesty has addressed to both 
Houses of Parliament.” —(Mr. Gretton.) 


Question again proposed. — Debate 
Tesumed. 


{18 Fepruary 1903} 
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HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
It is with profound disappointment I view 
the fact that there is no promise made in 
the King’s Speech of any intention to 
attempt to deal this session with the 
appalling problem of the housing of the 
working classes. Ineverhavedealt, anddo 
not propose now to deal, with this ques- 
tion in a partisan spirit. I do not forget 
that twenty years ago the Prime Min- 
ister - then a private Member—moved a 
Resolution which led to the appointment 
of a Royal Commission in whose delibera- 
tions the King took part, neither do I 
forget that the late Prime Minister 
brought a similar motion before the 
House of Lords, which also helped in the 
setting up of the Royal Commission. 
But Ido want to say this, that in my 
opinion the present Administration has 
lost a golden opportunity of dealing with 
this pfoblem. It has been in office for 
seven years; it has had unparalleled 
power in both Houses of Parliament, and 
certainly it might, without proposing any 
great heroic measure, have, year by year 
and step by step, done something to miti- 
gate the evils arising from the lack of 
proper housing accommodation. I go 
back to the General Election of 1895. 
There was no war issue before the people 
at that time, and the present Administra- 
tion unquestionably secured office by their 
bold and comprehensive scheme of social 
reform. What has resulted from that 
programme? In 1899 the Colonial Secre- 
tary took over a private Member's Bill to 
enable local authorities to lend money to 
working people with which to buy their 
own houses. No doubt the Government 
expected a great deal from that measure, 
for on the Motion for the Third Reading on 
4th July, 1899+, the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Birmingham said— 


Working Classes. 


“I do not like to be optimistic so | will 
content myself by saying that here is a Bill 
which carries out one of the most important 
pledges the Unionist Party gave at the 
General Election. We believe that it will 
be successful and that it will be a great 
advantage to the working-class population.” 


But what has been the result? After 
four years administration we were told 
by the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board in the fall of last year that 
of all the millions of people in England 





+ See (4) Debates, xxiii, 1478. 
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and Wales there had been the microscopic 
number of forty-four individual loans 
under the Act. There had been one 
application in London from the Hammer- 
smith County Council, but it was of such 
a character that the authority did not 
think it would be legal to acquiesce in 
it, and the individual eventually got his 
loan through a private agency. Phat is 
the sole result of the measure from which 
such big things were expected. But 
that is not all. In 1900 the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Sleaford 
passed a Bill through the House enabling 
municipalities to purchase land outside 
their own areas for the purposes of 
housing. There has not been much 
result from that Act. The London 
County Council have undoubtedly taken 
up two great schemes by means of its 
agency, but I am very doubtful indeed 
whether the Government can show any 
substantial participation in the great 
privileges which were to spring from it, 
in any part of the country except 
London. I have made careful inquiry 
and I cannot find that that Act has 
been anything more than rather barren 
of results. It should have been accom- 
panied by provisions for the cheap and 
effective transit of the people from their 
places of occupation to the new muni- 
cipal dwellings which were to be set up 
five, ten, or even fifteen miles away. And 
that exhausts the record cf their harvest 
of five years of unparalleled power. 
Thencame theGeneral Election of 1900. 
That was obscured by the war issue. But 
it is remarkable, even under these circum- 
stances, the extent to which the housing 
of the working classes was mate a pro- 
minent question in the election speeches 
and addresses of Members of all parties 
at that time; and there are now forty 
Members on the other side of the House 
who not only made it a matter of 
speechifying, but put into their election 
addresses a specific promise that they 
would treat it as an urgent and pressing 
question. No doubt, when we come to 
a division, we shall find them giving 
effect to that pledge. In January, 1901, 
the then Home Secretary, now the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, received a 
deputation of temperance reformers 
asking him to bring forward temperance 
legislation. To that the right hon. 
Gentleman gave an extremely common- 
sense reply. He said that many things 


Dr. Macnamara. 
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might be done, apart from direct 
temperance legislation, which would do 
more for temperance than direct licens- 
ing reform. The right hon. Gentleman 
added— 

“They wanted more comfort for the people 

in their own houses; and those of them who 
knew something about the squalid character of 
the houses in which large masses of our people 
dwelt, could not wonder if the comfort which 
they could not get in their squalid dwellings, 
they endeavoured to find elsewhere in brighter 
surroundings. He believed the public conscience 
was pe to a degree never before reached 
by this question of the housing of our people, 
and, to his mind, it was of immensely more 
importance that this evil should be remedied 
than even that the number of public house 
licences should be reduced.” 
I remember the President of the Local 
Government Board received a deputation 
from the Workmen’s National Housing 
Council in February, 1901, urging 
housing reform, and at the very outset 
of his reply the right hon. Gentleman 
made this statement— 

‘*T admit that the question of the housin: 
of the working classes is more pressing an 
more important than most of the social 
problems with which we are confronted.” 

That was two years ago, and I should 
| like to know what has since been done 
| to carry out the pledges which that state- 
ment seems to imply. 

Certainly the whole of the sessionof 1901 
was absolutely barren, and nothing was 
done in that year with regard to this prob- 
lem. What about 1902? There was no 
promise in the King’s Speech of any 
endeavour to deal with the matter, and I 

therefore ventured to move an Amend- 
ment, with the result, in the first place, 
| that the Select Committee which had 
| been appointed the year before, but had not 
been called together, was immediately 
summoned ; and, in the second place, an 
independent Joint Committee of both 
Houses was appointed. I very well 
remember that the impression left on 
my mind at that time was that it was 
the sincere and honest purpose of the 











recommendations of those two Select 
Committees when they came into their 
hands. The first Select Committee dealt 
with the advisability of extending the 
period for the repayment of housing 


The present limit is sixty years, an 
there was a general agreement that it 


Member for South Islington, indeed. 








Government to deal promptly with the: 


loans contracted by municipal authorities. 


might be extended to eighty. The 
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moved in the Select Committee that it 
should be 100 years, and he was only 
beaten by eight votes to six. Still, as 
I said, there was a general agreement 
that the term might be made eighty years, 
as such an extension of the period of repay- 
ment would enable local authorities by a 
few pence per week to reduce the rents 
they are compelled to charge for these 
tenements. I desire to know why we 
cannot this session have legislation to 
carry out that recommendation. There 
were other matters in the Report of the 
Committee to which I am referring, but 
they were of an administrative character, 
and I am prepared to hear from the 
President of the Local Government Board 
that they are receiving the close attention 
of, and will be dealt with, by his Depart- 
ment. The Second Select Committee was 
a Joint Committee of both Houses, and of 
it I had the honour to be a member. It 
was called together to consider whether 
the Standing Orders of this House in- 
corporated in Model Clauses, in Railway 
Bills and Provisional Orders imposing 
rehousing obligations on companies and 
authorities, might not be stiffened and 
rendered less easy of evasion. The 
evidence showed that there had been 
evasions, and we therefore proposed a 
series of clauses making them less possible. 
Why cannot we this year have the Orders 
of this House stiffened, if necessary by 
legislation on the lines suggested by this 
Select Committee? These are two ex- 
tremely moderate requests, but even if 
granted they would barely touch the 
fringe of this question of the housing of 
the working classes. 

There are many more things which 
require to be done, and to be done 
promptly. We want a drastic reform 
of the Land Laws. I cannot ask the 
Government to undertake that this 
session. I wish it success in its endeavour 
to solve the Irish land problem, and I 
hope that, when it has done that, we may 
be able to apply certain precedents thus 
created to other parts of the United 
Kingdom. But this question of the land, 
and of urban land in particular, on 
account of the enormous cost of it, is 
the main obstacle in the way of muni- 
cipal housing in great cities. Take the 
familiar case of the Boundary Street area. 
It was an area described ‘as filthy and 
verminous. This was the official descrip- 


tion of it given by the London County 
Council :-— 
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“In a majority of instances the houses were 
so constructed that the ground floors were from 
twelve to eighteen inches below the street 
level. No house possessed such a thing as a 
front door, no repairs were ever done, what 
backyards there ever were had been covered 
in to make new tenements, and thus we have 
a bare idea of the state of things which caused 
the death rate in that particular neighbourhood 
to mount up to over forty per 1000 in 1889, 
although at the same time the death rate at 
Hampstead was only thirteen per 1000 and at 
St. George’s, Hanover Square, fifteen per 1000.” 
I remember the First Lord said on that 
occasion that if every slum owner was 
hung on his own door lintel he would 
not shed many tears over them. But 
nothing of that kind happened to these 
slum owners. Instead of that they got 
£333,000 from the London County 
Council, or £300 for every family that 
was about to be rehoused by the County 
Council, merely for clearing the property. 
I confess I have never been able to under- 
stand why the municipal authorfties 
should be compelled at onee to repay the 
loan for the land. The land is not likely 
to diminish in value, and why should not 
the payment for it be allowed to stand 
over until the cost of the building has 
been paid off. That, at any rate, would 
mitigate the rent which has at present to 
be fixed so high as to make the new 
tenements prohibitive for the very class 
of people for whom they are intended. 
I have another proposition not of a very 
drastic character. I do not know why 
local authorities should not be permitted 
to borrow cheap money for the pur- 
poses of this Act. Why cannot they 
borrow at 24 percent? The Treasury 
could make up the difference between 
that and the current rate of interest. 
Still, as that may be deemed to be a big 
order I will not press it on the Govern- 
ment. 

I think the Board of Trade does 
not do its duty in compelling the great 
railway compahies to carry out the 
obligations into which they entered 
under the Act of 1883. They then 
obtained a remission of the Passenger 
Duty, and I know that the companies 
having termini in London have received 
many millions of money in order that they 
should run a sufficient number of work- 
men’s trains. Now the greatest diversity 
is permitted by the Board of Trade in 
regard to that Cheap Trains Act. The 
Great Eastern Railway runs over 100 
workmen’s trains into its London_ter- 
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minus daily, whereas the Midland only 
runs five a day, and one result 
of the diversity of practice is that 
you create a new housing problem along 
the line which runs the greatest number 
of trains. Again, diversity obtains with 
regard to the cost of workmen’s tickets. 
The Great Eastern take a man ten miles 
each way daily for a charge of 1s. per 
week : for a like distance on the Great 
Western the charge is 4s. weekly, a big 
sum if you add it to the rent which a 
man has to pay out of his small wages. 
I think the right hon. Gentleman the 
President of the Board of Trade should 
brisk up the companies and make them 
carry out their obligations. I am con- 
vinced that we want a new Cheap Trains 
Act altogether. The present Act is 
twenty years old. Today hundreds 
of thousands of young people, especi- 
ally girls, come into London to work. 
They do not commence their duties till 
9 or 9.30, but if they desire to take 
advantage of the cheap train service 
they have to reach St. Pancras by twelve 
minutes past seven in the morning, or 
Liverpool Street before eight o'clock. 
That means early rising on their part, and 
then hanging about the railway stations 
until they can go to work. So grave is 
this scandal that a number of clergy- 
men in the neighbourhood of St. Pancras 
have opened their churches in order to 
provide these unhappy people with 
warm shelter during the time they are 
compelled to hangabout. We want, then, 
a Cheap Trains Act brought up-to-date. 
I daresay the answer will be that the 
_ railway companies cannot do more than 
they are doing now. My rejoinder to 
that is that they should be as enterpris- 
ing as they possibly can in meeting the 
needs of the working classes ; otherwise 
they will be left high and dry by the 
electrification of municipal tramways, 
and by the extension of all forms of 
locomotion by municipalities. It is to 
their own interest to give a more 
nerous interpretation to the pro- 
visions of the Cheap Trains Act. 
| I have not saida single word about the 
precise nature of this problem, and I do 
not know that I need do so. Hon. Mem- 
bers must have often seen: the census 
returns, which show the extent to which 
these unhappy people are compelled to live 
in overcrowded dwellings. They are of all 
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ages and of all sexes, and very fre- 
quently eight, ten, and even twelve, 
have to live in one room. Do hon. 
Gentlemen think that chastity of thought 
and of action are possible under such 
circumstances? The returns of the 
Medical Officers of Health show in a 
most relentless way how disease and 
death, with the fiendish accompaniment 
of crime, mark this overcrowding, and 
some of us must be aware, from ex- 
perience in our own constituencies, that 
drunkenness and immorality are equally 
concomitants of this deplorable evil 
of overcrowding. At a meeting at 
Bermondsey Town Hall recently the 
Rev. Henry Pitt, the Vicar of St. Mary’s, 
Southwark, gave some startling figures 
with regard to over crowding in that 
parish. He stated that there were 9,896 
tenements of only one room; while 
12,480 consisted of only two rooms. 
Then he went on to point out that in 
each of two of the one room tenements 
ten persons lived; in one, nine; in one, 
eizht ; in each of ten, seven ; in each of 
thirty-five, six; in each of 201, five; 
and in each of 727, four. In the parish 
of St. Mary’s, in the old Kent Road, in 
one particular area there lived under 
these circumstances at the time 1,200 
people, and it was pitiable to think of 
human beings thus herded together. 
Was it any wonder that with their 
starvation rate of wages, and with the 
exorbitant rents for miserable accommo- 
dation men and women were driven 
into the public-house? The rev. gentle- 
man on that occasion made a significant 
statement. He said that the patience 
of the poor often surprised him, and 
that the absence of serious crime and 
disorder was most honourable to those 
whose social life was nothing less than 
slavery. The rev. gentleman spoke of 
this state of things as being a menace 
to our Imperial greatness. [ say it is 
even more than that. It is a challenge 
to our claim to be considered a Christian 
community. 
the Colonial Secretary recently made 
a speech at Kimberley, in which he 
referred, in very expansive tones, to the 
glories and privileges of our Empire. He 
“ You are invited to share the privileges and 
glories of Empire. The Empire is a great and 


priceless possession which we cannot weigh in 
the balances. It is the greatest in extent that 
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the world has ever known before. What a 
heritage! You are co-heirs with us in its 
privileges and glories. ” 


Now there are within a four-mile radius | 
of this particular spot, in which we are | 


agsem bled, tens of thousands, of our fellow 


citizens to whom this talk of the privi- | 


leges, glories, and priceless possessions of 
Empire is a hideous mockery. 
this in no partisan spirit. 
never-lifting shadow of misery and dis- 


tress, and at the same time we sit in an | 
Imperial fool’s paradise, lulled into in- | 
difference by their stolid and uncom- | 
So long as these, 


plaining patience. 
things remain as they are our Imperial 


greatness cannot be stable, and it will | 
be the business of many of us, on this | 
been of the slightest benefit whatsoever. 


side of the House as well as on the other, 
to insist, unceasingly and unremittingly, 
on some effort being made to deal with 
this terrible problem, which is the 
canker of our Imperial well-being. It is 


on that ground that 1 move my Amend- | 


ment. 


*Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): [| 
think the House owes a debt of grati-| 


tude to my hon. friend for bringing 
this important question forward. We 
are sorry that it should be necessary to 


move this Amendment to the Address. | 
But it refers to a subject which, I think, | 
may be fairly described as the most | 


important social question of the day, 


and we are driven to take this step| 
because the Government, in spite of the | 
fact that they profess to have the subject | 
deeply at heart, give no sign of taking | 
any action to provide for some ameliora- | 


tion of thisevil ofover-crowding. Inorder 
tosolve the problem it is necessary that 


we should have legislation of a far- | 


reaching and, drastic kind. My _ hon. 
friend has thrown out some hope that 


some measure may be produced based | 
on the Reports of the two Committees | 


which sat last year. But while I agree 
with him that we should be thankful for 


anything we can get, I am bound to say | 
that if any political Party in this country | 
is desirous of curing the evil it will 


not be able to do it by piece-meal legis- 
lation. We have been passing Acts of 
Parliament in connection with the 
subject for the last fifty years, and if 
any evidence is wanted of the inefficiency 
of those Acts, we have only to-point to 
the present deplorable condition of the 


{18 Fepruary 1903} 


I say) 
They sit in a| 


Workang Classes, 150 
question. My hon. friend has given the 
House some figures, and it would be 
easy for anybody to produce the most 
harrowing accounts of the present 
state of affairs. Undoubtedly it is 
generally accepted by the country 
at large that this question is both urgent 
and pressing. Within the last two or 
three years we have-had instalments of 
legislation intended to deal with this 
matter. One has been referred to by my 
hon. friend. It was the Act of Parlia- 
ment passed purporting to give working 
men an opportunity of buying their 
dwellings. I know from the circum- 
stances of my own constituency, where 
there is a peculiar desire for residences of 
this description, that this Act has not 


There has not been one single application 
under it, because it is well known that it 
would be useless. Two years ago the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Sleaford, then President of the Local 
| Government Board, passed through this 
House an Act which gave a local authority 
power to acquire land outside its own 
area. At that time we urged the neces- 
sity of extending the Cheap Trains Act, so 
that proper facilities might be provided 
for people to get to and from their 
dwellings. But that extension was 
denied to us, and consequently the Act 
has proved to be a dead letter. 


I propose now in a few words to en- 
deavour to put before the House what are 


the problems to be faced. I think I may 
say there are three of them. In the first 
place there is the great question of over- 
crowded area sin urban centres. An over- 
| crowded area is necessarily an insanitary 
area, and I suppose that existing Acts of 
Parliament, if properly enforced, ought 
to be able to deal effectively with such 
areas. But they are not, and I will tell 
the House the reason for it. First there 
is the question of compensation to the 
owners of the insanitary areas. It should 
be a dangerous possession for a man to 
either hold or to be possessed of an insan- 
itary area, but, in reality, the more insan- 
itary itis the greater is the amount of com- 
| pensation which he obtains. This is the 
| first great block we have to deal with. We 
want to get rid ef the over-crowded 
_areas of this country, and I suggest that 
we must, by legislative means, impose 
| upon the owners some sort of penalty or 
| punishment so that they will be glad 
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enough to get rid of them. At the} 
present time, undoubtedly, an insanitary | 
area comprises a sort of gilt edged 
security to those who understand how to 
deal with that sort of investment. There- 
fore we must give local authorities power 
to acquire these sites on such terms as 
will enable them to re-erect healthy 
‘homes which can be let at reasonable 
rents, or else impose upon the owner 
the responsibility of clearing his own 
site, and of replacing upon it houses 
that can be utilised by the present class 
of tenants. The only way to do that is | 
to base the compensation on the value of | 
the site when re-occupied by buildings | 
suitable for the same class of people as | 
lived on it before the clearance. Of. 
course, this would involve legislation, and | 
I think that my hon. friend is entitled to | 
insist that it is the duty of the Govern- | 
ment to provide a remedy for the evils | 





to which he has called attention. | 
| 

The next problem is of a rather different | 
character. It is one involving the hoard- 
ing of land. Now, this is not merely a_ 
London question. It affects other great | 
urban centres, and it applies to districts | 
where there is land in abundance sur- | 
rounding a town. I will take the case 
of the constituency which I represent— 
Devonport. There we have a splendid 
country surrounding the town. We 
have thousands of acres available, but, | 
inasmuch as the land is in the posses- | 
sion, practically, of only one owner, he 
takes advantage of his monopoly to lease 
it out in retail quantities, and the result 
is that in that district you have the same 
hideous over-crowding as prevails.in other 
great centres. The suggestion I would 
make, in order to compel the landlord to 
loose his land, is to see that it is taxed at 
its proper value. At the present moment, | 
the land I am referring to is rated only 
on its agricultural value, yet the landlord 
has the power, when it comes into the 
market, to ask a capital price for it, repre- 
senting many thousands of pounds peracre. 
This very landlord, when the Rating Act 
was passed, received the full benefit of 
the Act because the land, though actually 
building land, and worth as such many 
thousand pounds per acre, was let as agri- 
cultural land. Therefore, I say, not only 
has the overcrowding in the big cities 
to be dealt with, but also the system 
whereby men are allowed to hoard land 


Mr. Kearley. 
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and re-lease it in such quantities that an 
altogether fictitious value is obtained. 


There is a third problem to which I 
refer, because of the Act passed two 
years ago giving local authorities power 
to acquire land outside their own borders. 
That power is no good at all unless 
facilities are placed in the hands of 
local authorities to secure cheap trans- 
port from the overcrowded areas to the 
rural districts. If the Government* 
would only apply themselves to the 
extension of the Cheap Transport Act, 
1883, that point might easily be dealt 


wi 


Consider for a moment the penalty we 
as a nation pay for the toleration of this 
hideous evil. Two-thirds and more of our 
population is in the towns, and the 
percentage is increasing, and the death- 
rate rises in almost exact proportion to 


| the amount of overcrowding, while infant 


mortality increases in an even greater 
ratio. Can it be beneficial to the interests 
of the country that every year we should 
be really killing off a large proportion 
of the population? Then there is the 
immorality, intemperance, disease, and 
lunacy—all largely due to overcrowding. 
If these things are not sufficient to 
awaken the Government on this question, 
goodness only knows what will stir them 
to action. Overcrowding is supposed by 
some to be the inevitable fate of the 
very poor and destitute. That really 
is not the case, as I know of hundreds 
of instances of honest, respectable, hard- 
working artisans who are compelled to live 
in these disgraceful surroundings and cir- 
cumstances because there is no other ac- 
commodation available for them. This is 
a question that cannot be hung up. The 
Party opposite, individually and collec 
tively, are pledged to dosomething. The 


| country will not allow them to burk their 
| responsibility, They may have plenty 


of legislation on hand, but this is one 
of the most pressing questions of the 
day, and it is amazing that no reference 
whatever should be made to it in the 
King’s Speech. The Government have 
an unrivalled opportunity, and one such 
as the Liberals will probably never have. 
They hold the House of Lords in the 
hollow of their hand. When they come 
to deal with this question they will 
have to make inroads on vested interests, 
and if we were to attempt that our 
measure would probably fail to pass 
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snother place. The Government have | 


not that impediment ; they have every- | 
thing in their favour, and if they sincerely | 


wish to remedy this evil they ought to | 
take advantage of their opportunity. If, 
they fail to deal with the question we 
should be justified in saying that it is | 
because they fear those vested interests, | 
and that rather than impinge upon them | 
they prefer to tolerate this awful loss of | 
life and health. The real object of the 
Amendment is to afford the Government 
the earliest opportunity of stating clearly 
and frankly where they stand on this 
most important question. I beg to 
second the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“At the end of the Question to add the words 
‘And we humbly represent to Your Majesty | 
that the greatest hardships are inflicted upon 
many of your working-class subjects by reason 
of the lack of proper housing accommodation, 
and that immediate Parliamentary attention 
to this evil is one of the most pressing of the 
necessities of domestic policy.’”—(Dr. Macna- 
mara. ) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there added.” 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton): I think we have reason to 


. complain of the Government in respect 


of this housing question, in regard not 
only to the lack of promise of legislation, 
but also to the administration of the 
existing law. The Local Government 
Board does not appear to act sympathetic- 
ally towards the local authorities or 
other parties concerned, nor is the ex- 
perience gained in one quarter utilised in 
another. Above all, the Government 
does not seem to realise that the first 
business in the matter of housing, especi- 


ally in London, is to ascertain the | 


deficiency of housing accommodation. To 
get that information no fresh legislation 
1s necessary ; it simply requires the exist- 
ing machinery to be put in motion, either 
from Whitehall or through the local 
authorities. 
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power to interfere with the local author- 
ities so long as they conform to certain 
rules. The Government, however, ap- 
pears to have realised in some measure 
that the building regulations have a very 
great bearing on the activities of private 
individuals, because recently a Depart- 
mental Committee has been examining 
into the question. But if the delibera- 
tions and decisions of the Joint Com- 
mittees to which reference has been made 
are any criterion, I fear we cannot hope 
for much practical result from these 


| Committees, so far as the Government 


is concerned, by legislation. I would 
remind hon. Members that as far as 
the Committee appointed to deal with 
the housing of the working classes is 
concerned, that body did make recom- 
mendations. I need not weary the House 
with details, but I will confine myself 


to one of its recommendations, namely, 


that the Committee came to the con- 
clusion that the regulations laid down 
under the Model Clauses should be estab- 
lished by a public Act of Parliament. 
I think if His Majesty's Ministers 
thought fit to announce their intention 
of putting into operation the recom- 
mendations of that Committee they 
would be taking a step in the direction 
of valuable, because effective, reform relat- 
ing to the housing problem. I wish to 
point out, however, that one of the most 
important questions to be dealt with in 
London is locomotion, a question which 
is being dealt with by the Royal Com- 
mission on Locomotion. If hon. Members 
will consider the composition of that body 


they will see that it is composed of gentle- 


men most of whom would be admirable 
witnesses but ought not to be judges 
because of their connection with vested 
interests. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! To 
discuss the composition of the Com- 
mission on London Traffic would be out 
of order on this Motion. 


what we can through private enterprise, *Mr. CLAUDE HAY: I was merely 
to meet this great deficiency of ac- | referring to the fact that locomotion was 
commodation find ourselves bound hand | intimately associated with this question, 
and foot by all sorts of regulations; if | and I wish to ask in reference to that 
we go to the local authority we get the | side of the subject whether my right hon. 
invariable reply that they are equally | friend the Home Secretary can give us 
bound by more or less obsolete regula- | any information as to how the difficulties 
tions ; while we are told by the Local between the North-Western Railway and 
Government Board that they have no | the Home Department stand in respect of » 
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the housing of the people in Jondon. 1, 


should like to join with my hon. friend 
in pressing upon the Government the 
necessity for some definite legislation 
upon these matters. 


institution of a central authority which 
should eo-ordinate all the working of the 
Housing Acts throughout London, and I 
agree that if His Majesty’s Government 
were inclined to entertain their request 
favourably it would be necessary to pass 
a Bill to authorise the appointment of 
two or three permanent commissioners. 
No doubt hon. Members are so familiar 
with all the ddvantages which would 
accrue from the appointment of permanent 
commissioners that it is not necessary 
for me to dilate upon them. At present 
the problem seems to be partially dealt 
with by the London County Council in 
the first place, in the second place by the 
Borough Councils, and in the third place 
by the Local Government Board, and in 
respect of private Bills by the Home 
Office. Surely in that state of the law 


and administration it is absolutely neces- 
sary that there should be some strong | 
body whieh should be permanently able 


to advise and co-ordinate the various 
schemes which ‘may be on foot for the 
treatment of this great national question. 

There is one other respect in which we 
all desire to see some improvement in the 
law, and that is as regards the Small 
Dwellings Act. Hon. Members have 
been reminded by the hon. Member for 
Camberwell that practically this Act has 
been a dead letter, and the reason for this 
is that the financial arrangements con- 
nected with it do not bring it within the 
range of practical business, or within 
reach of the persons whom it is intended 
should be benetited. If the Government 
were to facilitate the advance of public 
money upon what undoubtedly is good 
security on more favourable terms, a great 
many of those private semi-philanthropic 
companies would be largely brought into 
play instead of remaining more or less 
dormant. At present the sanitary laws 
are not properly enforced. You have in 
Lord Shaftesbury’s Acts very ample 
powers within the definition of the law to 
deal with what are known as common 
lodging houses, but if you desire to 
enforce any useful provision which 
applies to such dwellings, you are 
practically excluded from putting it into 

Mr. Claude Hay. 
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The Government | 
have no doubt had pressed upon them 
by various associations demands for the | 
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force in the houses of the poor who have 
separate occupation of one or more rooms 
in what are generally known as tenements, 
The hon. Member for Battersea is con- 
versant with this part of the subject, and 
no doubt he will be able to say something 
which will bring that side of the housing 
question very vividly to the mind of the 
House. I do most earnestly hope, as a 
supporter of the Government, that the 
omission from His Majesty’s Speech of 
any reference to the housing problem 
does not mean any lack of intention on 
the part of the Ministry of passing some 
of those sound practical measures to 
establish machinery which ought to be 
in full swing to remedy the terrible evils 
which are not only saddening to every one 
of us who cares for the welfare of our 
country, but which must inflict a lasting 
injury not only upon the physique, but 
upon the morals and the greatness of our 
country. 


*Mr.. HERBERT SAMUEL (York- 
shire, N.R., Cleveland): I wish more 
particularly to refer to the rural 
aspect of the housing problem. There 
is no doubt at all that there are many 
farm labourers’ cottages in Gloucester- 
shire or Wiltshire which are just as 
insanitary and over crowded as the 
houses in Camberwell or Devonport, 
and there are many picturesque 
villages in the Midlands which could 
show slums almostas badas any of those in 
our great cities. There is no doubt that 
in the rural districts there are thousands 
of cases where the cottages are defective 
in structural repair, and in regard to 
their sanitary condition, and which are 
most dangerous to the health of the 
occupiers. This unquestionably is due 
to the fact that taking the country as a 
whole, the number of cottages is insufli- 
cient for the population which desires 
to live in the villages, and the people are 
compelled to remain in unsuitable houses 
simply because there are no others. I 
know of one village with a population of 
about 430 where there are no fewer than 
thirty cottages with only one bedroom. 
In one instance there is a man and his 
wife and eight children sleeping in one 
room, and this cottage has never been 
visited or inspected either by the medical 
officer or, by the sanitary inspector. I 
have frequently been in cottages in 
Oxfordshire in which the conditions 
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under which the people live are 

vely injurious to health, and I 
ve heard the bitterest complaints 
from those who inhabit them against the 
conditions under which the people are 
compelled to live. There was a most 
careful inquiry made into the rural 
housing problem by the Royal Commis- 
sion on Labour. This inquiry covered 
a large number of districts in all parts of 
England and Wales, and the reports of 
the Assistant Commissioners give abun- 
dant evidence that the housing problem 
in the rural districts urgently demands | 
attention. 


A summary of those reports on rural 
districts was made by Mr. Little, one 
of the Assistant Commissioners of the 
Royal Commission, and his report states | 
that “there is abundant evidence to show 
that a large proportion of the cottages 
inhabited by labourers are of a lower 
standard than is required for decency and 
comfort,’ and he states that “the agri- 
cultural labourer too frequently lives 
under conditions which, both physically 
and morally, are unwholesome and offen- 
sive.” The Royal Commission itself, in 
its majority report, states that “the chief 
evil to which it appears possible adminis- 
trative remedies should be applied, is 
the defective structure and insanitary 
condition of the dwellings of agricultural 
labourers.”” The Royal Commission on 
Welsh Land reported with regard to Wales 
in very similar terms. I quote these to 
show that these are not imaginary griev- | 
ances, because after very careful inquiry 
these authorities have declared that the 
problem is one which requires the 
attention of the Government and of this 
House. The effects of these conditions 
to the health, happiness, comfort and 
morality of those who have to live under 
them cannot fail to be grave, and 
the defects in our housing system in the 
villages is in no small degree responsible 
for the rural depopulation, which we all 
deplore. It is because the people cannot 
get comfortable houses in which to live 
that many of them are tempted to come 
into the towns where they may be able 
to secure proper housing accommodation. 


The Chambers of Agriculture through- | 
out the country are now beginning to pass 
resolutions to the effect that the housing | 
question in country districts is closely | 
connected with the question of rural 
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depopulation, and the last meeting of the 
Central Chamber of Agriculture, of 


| which I have the honour to be a member; 
‘also passed a similar resolution. This 


House would surely be rendering a great 
service to the country as a whole if it 


dealt with this side of the rural depopu- 
lation question, and so helped to put a 


check on that migration from the country 
to the town which is one of the most 
sinister features of the social life of our 
country at the present moment. The 


city may breed active minds, but the 


country breeds healthy bodies, and if the 


| city breeds wealth, the country breeds men. 
|The nation would not be in a healthy 
| state if it became more and more a people 


of city dwellers, and if the country people 
gradually dwindled more and more in 
their numbers. This question of housing 
is one of the most important in connec- 
tion with the rural depopulation question, 
and if only for that reason it should have 


| the attention of the Government. The: 


question of course arises: What definite, 
practical remedies can be proposed for 
dealing with the state of things that exists 
in a large number of our villages? The 


‘remedies may be divided into those which 


require legislation and those which 
require administrative action. Legisla- 
tion is required to enable local authorities 
to build cottages in places where they 
are most needed. In Ireland, under the 
Irish Labourers Acts, there are no fewer 
than 17,000 authorised to be built by 


| Boards of Guardians, and 15,000 have 
_ already been built at thecost of £2,000,000. 


The present Government adopted the 
policy, and made it their own, to authorise 
the building of cottages in villages by 
local authorities. By the Acts of 1890 
and 1900 it gave powers to the District 
Councils to carry out work of this char- 
acter. The efforts of the Government 
have not yet been crowned with success, 
and so far only in two parishes in the 
whole of England—Ixworth in Suffolk, 


_and Penshurst in Kent—have cottages 
| been built under the Act. 


These 
figures come down to the end of 1901, 


‘but perhaps the President of the Local 


Government Board can tell me if any 
more have been built since then. Only 
fourteen cottages have been built since 
1890, throughout the whole length and 
breadth of England and Wales, under 
the Housing of the Working Classes Act 
in the villages—one cottage to every 
1,000 parishes in England and Wales. 
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The reason why this Act has been a 
dead letter is not only financial. It is 
not only the fact that it is difficult to 
make cottages pay. I myself built a 
couple of cottages in Oxfordshire, as an 
experiment to see whether they could 
be built on terms that would produce a 
remunerative return, and! found, as the 
result of this experiment, that if a cottage 
is built and has attached to it a quarter 
of an acre of land, at a cost of about 
£200, and if the rent is 3s. a week, the 
investment would pay 3 per cent. on the 
capital, and the money will be repaid by 
a sinking fund within eighty years, the 
rates will be paid out of the rents, and a 
small margin will be left for repairs. It 
may be that 3s. is a rent above what 
the majority of agricultural labourers 
are accustomed, or can afford, to pay. 
No doubt that is true. But on the 
contrary, every group of cottages built 
in a village raises the standard of the 
whole o! the cottages in the village. The 
sanitary authority can close the worst 
cottages, the artisans can take the new 
cottages, and the labourers can take the 
houses vacated by the artisans. That has 
been found to be the result in various vil- 
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name of a parish where a loan has been 
obtained for cottages ! 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: I can 
give you Ixworth, in Suffolk, where the 
whole loan was £1,800. It was 
granted by the Local Government 
Board, on condition that it would 
be repaid in the way I have ind- 
cated. That was, I think, in 1899, 
|The measures proposed by those who 
| have taken an interest in this question 
for a long time are these. In the first 
place, that the District Council should be 
permitted to build without needing the 
|assent of any authority except the Local 
Government Board. You should eliminate 
| altogether the County Council, except to 
| retain the concurrent powers they already 
| possess to build if the other Council refuses 
|to do so. That would reduce in a great 
/degree the costliness and cumbersome- 
| ness of the proceedings. In the second 
| place, the loans for building ought 
| to be permitted to be repaid during a 


period extending over eighty years. These 
| cottages have to be built substantially, 
_and they will produce a revenue long 
| after the expiration of that period. The 


'land should be treated as an asset, and 











lages where cottages have been built. The | the Joan for its purchase should not be 
reason why the Act of 1890 has not been | repayable. In the third place, County 
put into force more frequently, is the Councils should be allowed to obtain land 
extreme cumbersomeness and costliness | compulsorily, where that was necessary, 
of the Act. Before a single cottage can | by the same method as allotments are now 
be built ina village you have to set in obtainablecompulsorily. It is amethod far 
motion first, the District Council; | simpler and cheaper, and entailing less ex- 
second, the County Council; and third, | pense and less delay. In the fourth place, 
the Local Government Board, and all | the limit of half-an-acre of land, which may 
have to make their own inquiries; all) be attached to a cottage under the Acts 
have to decide in favour of the scheme, | of 1890 and 1900, should be extended to 
after careful inquiry, before a single} three acres. District Councils will not 
cottage can be built at the cost of, say, | embark on these schemes if they consider 
£200. It is like using a Nasmyth | that there is likely to be a loss, nor will 
hammer to crack an egg. The second | the Local Government Board sanction 
reason why the Act has proved a failure| them. If the amount of land were 
is that the method adopted for taking | extended from a half to three acres, they 
land compulsorily is the most costly and | would be far more likely to build cottages 
intricate known to the law. The third | on terms that would prove remunerative. 
reason is that loans are not granted| Then with regard to administrative 
by the Local Government Board except reforms, the defects in the sanitary condi- 
on the condition that they are to be} tions and the overcrowding of houses are 
repaid, both for land and buildings, with- largely due in very many districts to the 
in a period of forty years. unsuitability of the persons who are 
Sameer as sanitary inspectors. They 
ave frequently no knowledge, not even 

Tue PRESIDENT or THE LOCAL | the most ra, Bre naewietion of the 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WatTER | very principles of sanitary science, and 
Lona, Bristol, S.): Can you give me the/ a very vague knowledge of the require- 


Mr. Herbert Samuel. 
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ments and possibilities of the law. The 
Local Government Board might perhaps 
insist that all sanitary inspectors should 
be certificated persons, as is already 
done, I believe, in London and other 

rts of the country, and not permit the 
appointment of individuals as sanitary 
inspectors who do not possess a proper 
certificate of competence. Further 
there is the question of the building 
bye-laws on which a deputation went to 
the Secretary of the Local Government 
Board from the Royal Institute of British 
architects, I think last year or the year 
before. There was great complaint in 
many quarters that the bye-laws were 
too stringent, and made building un- 
necessarily expensive. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Is the hon. 
Member referring to the new bye-laws 
recently issued, because I have received 
no complaints in regard to these? They 
have been entirely remodelled in the last 
six months. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: Have 
the new bye-laws been generally adopted ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: That has 
nothing to do with me. They have been 
issued to the local authorities. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: I think 
the local authorities should have some 
pressure placed on them to adopt the new 
bye-laws, for there are many places where 
the old bye-laws are still in force, and put 
considerable difficulty in the way of 
building. The Government might use 
powers wherever possible to impress on 
sanitary authorities their responsibilties 
in regard to the housing of the people in 
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is deeply disappointing to find in the 
King’s Speech this session practically no 
reference made to measures of social re- 
form. Many of us hold that a prime and 
constant duty should be to press forward 
uninterruptedly measures for the im- 
provement of the physical, moral, and 
intellectual condition of the great masses 
of the population. This year we are to 
have apparently only one small measure, 
dealing with the employment of children 
out ofschoolhours. learnestly trustthat, 
although not mentioned in the King’s 
Speech, the Government deal will with the 
housing question both urban and rural, 
as well as take such administrative 
action as is in their power in order to, 
remove the grievances of which com- 
— is made. By so doing they will 
o much to improve the condition of 
large sections of the population whose 
interests are committed to our care. 


*Mr. TRITTON (Lambeth, Nor- 
wood): The hon. Member who has 
just spoken has referred to this subject 
as it affects the rural population. I will 
refer to it tor a few moments from the 
point of view of a London Member. I 
am spared the necessity of going into 
harrowing statistics as to the need 


| of legislation on this subject, because 





the speakers who have already addressed 
the House have given us ample food 
for thought in the statistics they read 
to us, but at the same time I believe 
myself as one who knows something of 
this topic that it is perfectly impossible 
for any speaker to rise in this House 
and exaggerate the condition of things 
now existing. If you were to go to any 
clergyman, any city missionary, any 
district visitor, any Bible woman, any 


the various districts. Where cases are | volunteer man or woman who is going 
brought to the notice of the Local | about seeking to relieve the spiritual 
Government Board more stringent and | and temporal necessities of the dwellers 
more stern action should be taken/ in the crowded cities, they will tell you 
against the District Councils in default. | that there is no greater difficulty which 


In the next place, the Local Government 
Board might at once, and without any 
need of legislation, extend the period of 
loans from forty to sixty years, which -is 
the statutory limit under the Act. These 
are measures which all seem practical, 
and would do much to remove the 





meets them at every turn than the 
ghastly way in which the people are 
herded together. It is almost impossible 
to convince people, living under these 
circumstances, of the doctrine of the love 
of God. It seems almost idle to speak 
to these people living in such wretched 


grievances of which complaint is made. | hovels of the many mansions promised 
To many on this ide of the House, and | in the better land beyond the grave. I 
I think to many also on the other side, it | believe that deep down in our inmost 
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hearts there is not any Member of this 
House but feels, at times, an almost 
overpowering sadness at the contrasts 
of existence in this great city, and as he 
thinks of the awful condition and cir- 
cumstances under which so many of the 
poor people live. As a loyal supporter 
of the Government I desire to express, 
as has already been expressed, my con- 
cern that there is no allusion to this sad 


subject in the gracious Speech from the | 


Throne. 

I believe myself, that the hon. Member 
for Camberwell was perfectly justified in 
his statement when, he said that it is the 


policy. As the House knows, I am inter- 
ested in other kindred subjects. -I have 
often thought whether the wretched 
housing has much to account for the drink, 
or whether the drink had much to account 
for the wretched housing. At anyrate, 
thev are kindred subjects which deserve 
the earnest attention of the House. I 
have been glad to see that the domestic 
policy of the Government I have the 
honour to support has taken an improv- 
ing turn of late. No better measure has 
been carried through the House lately 
than the Licensing Act of last session. 


We all hope, and I most earnestly be- 
lieve, that that good start is going to 
be followed up,iand we are looking today 
—all of us— for a sympathetic answer 
from my right hon. friend the President 


of the Local Government Board. It is 


not for me to point out to him, as has | 


already been pointed out at length and 
so ably by previous speakers, what 
measures he is to adopt. I know the 
difficulties of the problem, but it has a 
considerable attraction for a great States- 
man, and the Government which I sup- 
port can, I believe, well cope with that 
problem. I hope, therefore, that before 
long, they will give us no uncertain 
sound and make some statement that 
they, as an Executive, recognise that 
there are tens of thousands of men and 


women who live in this country in a, 


state which is a disgrace to our national | 
'some of us are determined shall be 


fame, and that they will dosomething to 
take away that reproach. 


Mr. JGHN BURNS (Battersea) : Not for 
the first time has the House of Commons 


listened to a kindly, non-political and | 


creditable speech from the hon. Member 


for Norwood. Apart from his innate | 


Mr. Tritton. 


{COMMONS} 


| blem in London. 


° | XM 
most pressing of all necessities in domestic | the hen. Member should by 


"country. 
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virtues as a politician, I can attribute 
much of the sympathy in his speech to 
the fact that he was born in the parish 


which I have the honour to represent, 


and that he possesses that instinctive 
goodness which characterises all people 
who come from my bailiwick. He has 


_ the deepest sympathy with the struggles 


of the poor in London, and jor many 
years the hon. Gentleman has earned 
the reputation which he so well deserves, 
He has told the House of Commons what 
his view—which is entirely different from 
mine—is in regard to this pressing pro- 
I am oy gy that 
is speech 
have put himself in direct opposition to 
those in his own Parliamentary district 
who tried yesterday to prevent the 
London County Council from erectin 
artisan dwellings in the area of Norweak 
I prefer to listen on this subject to the 
Member for Norwood than to genteel 
villadom in their petition to the Goa 
Council. The hon. Member has told us 
that some of the drink, much of the vice, 
and the wretched condition of the houses 
of the working classes in London are due 
to overcrowding. Well, from another 
point of view I wish to add to that 
testimony. As a County Councillor I 
have, during the past three weeks, visited 
eight of those lunatic asylums for which 
the London County Council is respon- 
sible. On eight consecutive days I have 
had the sad duty imposed upon me— 
pleasant in some respects, but wholly sad 
—of seeing 16,000 pauper lunatics, which 
this city is responsible for maintaining, 
and going through ward after ward 
with the sympathetic doctors and the 
kindly nurses; going from bed to bed, 
and from ground to ground, and from 
asylum to asylum. You say to the 
doctor in such a ward, ‘‘ What is this ?” 
and he replies, ‘‘ Drink.” And when 
you ask him if he wants to qualify that, 
he will add, “Drink, begun by slum 
life, low wages, and by poverty, which 
is preventable in the circumference of 
the Empire.” These are facts which 


brought home to those who care for the 
life and happiness of the people of this 
Drink, syphilis, and over- 
crowding—these are the rough causes 
given by the doctors for the enormous 
number of lunatics which London, and 
other cities as well, have to maintain. 
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out of the public funds. I venture to 
say that if the whole of London was 
housed, not even quite so well, but like 
the workmen of Messrs. Cadbury at 
Bourneville, or of Messrs. Lever at Port 
Sunlight, and of the employees of 
hon. Members of this House who make 
no pretence to benevolence or philan- 
thropy in doing it, the average reduction 
in the ratio of lunatics to the population 
which would follow would astonish 
every body interested in this question. 


But, passing from lunatic asylums, only 
last week, with two Members of the 
House of Lords who are Members of the 
London County Council, I gave three 
days to the inspection of London’s 
Common Lodging- Houses, where the 
wastrels and unemployables, who, 
unfortunately, compose those proces 
sions we have seen in the streets, in 
many cases find shelter. If these men 
are wastrels and loafers and unemploy- 
ables, it is because too many of them 
have been born in slums, and reared on 
gin or grog, with no one to encourage 
them to face towards the right. When 
I see wrecks of life-guardsmen and ex- 
militiamen; when I note that the 
physique of the poor is getting worse 
and worse—mainly through their low 
wages and monotonous toil—and, above 
all, their bad house accommodation, I 
am more sympathetic to the renewal of 
their dwellings than to Mr. Beit’s half- | 
million, or path ccantbnai of a million, | 
spent on his house in Park Lane. I say 
it is the primary duty of this House to | 
insist on this and every Government | 
taking this question of improving | 
the housing accommodation of the, 
poor seriously in hand. At this’ 
moment, within three hundred yards of 
the House of Commons, the King is | 
doing, what? Why, inaugurating a 
County Council housing scheme, accom | 
panied by his wife. 
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|in a healthy condition. 
| poor would be only too pleased to pay 


At this moment His | 
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‘he will accept the Amendment of the 


hon. Member for Camberwell there is at 
least one loyal personage who would be 
delighted to have the King’s Speech so 
supplemented. 


What is it that makes the Government 
timid? Public opinion on this question 
isripe—over-ripe; andthetime hasarrived 
when the fruitshould beigathered. Let 
the right hon. Gentleman the President of 
the Local Government Board take heart 
of grace from the speeches he has heard 
behind him. Public opinion will support 
any legislation on the subject. Incident- 
ally I may say that all the results of im- 
proved housing are profitable. If we 
were asking for a burden on the taxes, 
or an increase in the rates by what we 
are demanding, I can understand hon. 
Members objecting ; but within the last 
ten years the London County Council 
has either housed, is housing, or pro- 
jecting plans for housing nearly 100,000 
of the population of this city—a popula- 
tion of the size of a city like Chester. 
And if there had been easier facilities 
and less red-tape there would have been 
accommodation for 200,000 péople. I 
do not believe in charity rents. bn the 
contrary, I believe in the people paying 
fair rents. It does them good and 
stimulates them to keep their houses 
In fact, the 


for housing ameliorations. There are, o/ 
course, here and there bright patches in 
the gloom of this picture which has 
been painted not too darkly as a whole. 
In the last ten years, even with all the 
hampering and obstruction, there are 
81,000 fewer people living in one-roomed 
tenements in London than before. But 
we ought not to have one person with a 
wife and family living in a one-roomed 
tenement and the fact that we have 
still 304,000 living in one-roomed houses 
is the measure of our work, the standard 


Majesty and the Queen are driving round | of our duty, and the gauge of our 


what was once the site of one of the worst | responsibility. 
‘the Local Government Board to read 


prisons in the country, and on which 5000 
people are now housed. I venture to 
say that if there is one man in England 
who would have been better pleased 
than another to have seena paragraph 
on the improved housing of the poorer 
inhabitants of London, it is the King 
himself. I can assure the President 
of the Local Government Board that if 


VOL. CXVIII. [Fourtu SEri&s.] 


I ask the President of 


| the British Medical Journal, The Lancet, 
|and, indeed, all the medical journals, 
which always say the right thing on 
this matter, and he will find that 
124,000 people in London are sad.y 
overcrowded, and that nearly all the 
large towns in the United Kingdom are 
nearly as bad, whether we go to Belfast, 


G 
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Dublin, Glasgow, Birmingham, Liver- 
pool or Manchester. I have recently 
been in some of the Midland towns, and 
the thing which struck me most was 
how bad was the condition of many of 
the working-class areas in those towns ; 
and the villages are as bad as the towns. 
In the villages we expect something like 
Arcadia with clematis-covered cottages, 
but within them typhus and other 
diseases are lurking, and very frequently 
there is a shocking water supply. 

I walked ten miles in a country district 

. the other day to see a very fine country 
residence occasionally occupied by a 
Member of this House, and the sad thing 
to me about that walk was that I only 
counted seven people. The scarcity of 
cottages was simply shocking, and when 
I went into one or two of the villages 
I was surprised at the scarcity of the 
houses and at the overcrowding which, 
under apparently idyllic conditions, pre- 
vailed. The cities are as bad as the 
towns, the towns are as bad as some of 
the villages, and the rural areas are worse 
than they should be. Then I, an advocate 
of private enterprise, may say, “Oh, 
leave it to private enterprise.” I wish 

I could. 


*« For forms of Government let fools contest ; 
That which is best administered, is best.” 
When private enterprise does not do 
its duty, it is time that sympathetic public 
bodies came in. The public authorities 
have certainly done well under difficult 
circumstances, but they want to do more. 
I would appeal tothe President of the Local 
Government Board that, if he wants to 
stop the rush of men to the towns— 
which is the most serious problem this 
country is at present confronted -with— 
he ought to see that in future local 
authorities should be able to move in 
the matter of housing quicker, cheaper, 
and better than they can at present. 
_ Another advocate of private enterprise 
may say, ‘ We hope to do something by 
small measures.” Four years ago in this 
House I was told that I was knocking 
the bottom out of the Small Houses 
Acquisition Bill. In four years forty-four 
houses have been purchased in the United 
Kingdom by designing owners, under 
that Act, and it is simply ridiculous to 
talk about it, because the thrifty workman 
who buys a house, then adds another, 
and wants to live out of three or four is 
the very worst class of landlord. Spare 


Mr. John Burns. 


{COMMONS} 
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me from the thrifty teetotal deacon who 
wants to give up work by living on 
three or four tenants. We are a manu- 
facturing and industrial nation, and our 
workmen must follow their work. What 
is the use in giving a workman a brick 
and mortar anchorage when he cannot 
pay off the instalments before he dies, 
and has to leave the house heavily 
mortgaged. We have got to recognise 
that the workman must follow his work. 
Out of 220,000 members in the Hearts 
of Oak Friendly Society no less than 
156,000—thrifty, honest, and able work- 
men—moved in one year. It is no good 
telling such men that they can buy their 
houses, because their work will shift and 
they will have to follow their employment. 
Therefore, some public authority has got 
to step in where private enterprise fails. 
What we want is, not more house owners, 
but more houses, better houses, and 
cleaner houses with cheaper rents. | 
believe that in London, especially in the 
East End, we shall have to apply to the 
rent question some form of judicial 
rent such as is provided in Ireland in order 
to prevent 5s., 6s., 7s., and 8s., being paid 
in Mile End and Stepney, as rent, by men 
whose average wage is not more than 
from 16s. to 18s. a week. 


Major EVANS GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney) : Would the hon. Gen- 
tleman give us his view as to the reason 
for such an increase of rent ? 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I will leave it 
to the hon. Member who representsthe 
district. I will not repeat what has been 
already so ably said, but I believe there 
are a few practical remedies which might 
be applied. The period of repayment 
might be extended from thirty or forty 
years to sixty or seventy years; 
certainly with regard to, for instance, 
the Millbank site, eighty or a hundred 
years would be a proper period when 
substantial houses are built. Again, 
there is no reason why we should not 
have cheaper money for housing than 
we now have. The London Secaty 


Council, being a wealthy body, can get 


money as low as 2 per cent. {An Hon. 
MemBER: “No, no!”] Well, 1 know one 
occasion on which the County Council 
borrowed £1,000,000 at 1iths per cent., 
though probably that was because | 
myself was associated with the promotion 





169 Housing of the 


of the loan. I believe that the smaller 
struggling districts should be able to get | 
money cheaply from the Government, | 
just as private owners and corporations 
are able to get it under the Lands Loans 
Act. I think, moreover, that if a city | 
like Glasgow or Birmingham makes a 
large surplus out of its gas, water, and 
tramways, it ought not to be hampered 
by the Local Government Board as to 
how that surplus should be spent. In 
my opinion, tramway profits generally 
should be used to cheapen traction, and | 
gas profits to cheapen gas ; but the City 
should be allowed to spend its surplus in 
its own way, and certainly it ought to 
be able to spend at least a certain per- 
centage on slum clearances, and so forth. | 
Anothersuggestion is that empty houses, 
deliberately withheld from occupation 
with a view to enhancing the rental of 
another portion of the property, should be 
rated much more heavily than they are) 
at present. Further, I believe that with 
regard to housing we want the assistance | 
of the Allotments Act. I believe in equal 
rights for all white men, and I should be 
delighted to see English Parish Councils 
given the same power of building cottages 
that has been given to District Councils 
in Ireland. Again, if a railway wants to 


dishouse a lot of people it has compulsory 


power to do it. Why should not Parish 
and District Councils have the same) 
power in regard to housing? The 
President of the Local Government 
Board will say that they have that! 
power, but the law only applies where 
houses are insanitary. I know some 
houses which are apparently sanitary 
aecording to all the tests of the Local 
Government Board, but they are over- 
erowded to an extent that is disgraceful. 

My last practical suggestion is that local 
authorities, such as the authorities of 
Birmingham, Glasgow, and London, 
should have their traction areas extended 
jn the interests of the better housing of | 
the people, and that they should either 
give facilities to private companies for | 
traction, or, better still, own their own 
tramways. It is not much good for the | 
London County Council to take people | 
from Westminster to Tooting, and then 
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great city ought to have its transit 
iurisdiction considerably enlarged. An- 
other point is that the County Council 
ought to have power to buy houses that 
are not insanitary. They ought to be 
allowed to buy property with a rental of 
£40, £50, or £60 a year, and having 
three or four storeys, which could be 
converted into artisans’ dwellings almost 
at once, and at very little expenditure. 
If time permitted, T could give a few 
more practical suggestions, but I will 
only say that we have too much of the 
warehousing of the women and children, 
the public-housi-g of the men, and the 
workhousing of the aged, which is 
disastrous both to the men, women, and 
children, as well as to the nation, and 
demoralising to the community. 


Coming as I do from a Scottish family of 
a rather sturdy stock, nursed as | was 
upon porridge and mutton broth, never 
having tasted liquor, and doing my best 
to preserve my physique under great 
difficulties, I sympathise most intensely 
with the occupants of the slums, 
who are very frequently as they are 
through no fault of their own. 
They come to you to ask for a sym- 
pathetic hand to help them out of this 
pit of Tophet, and it is the duty of the 
President of the Local Government 
Board to act up to the best tra- 
ditions of his Department. My advice 
to him is to insert a paragraph in the 
King’s Speech with regard to this matter. 
It will meet with approval in high 
quarters, and will follow upthe excellent 
work done by the present Chancellor of 
the Exchequer in his admirable Licensing 
Act of last year. If our industrial 
efficiency is to be maintained, and our 
commercial supremacy is to be assured, 
it can only be done in the homes of the 
working classes. Let us see that strong 
healthy women produce strong and 
healthy children, and that when these 
children are produced they shall be 
reared not in palaces and surrounded 
with oriental luxury, but on _ the 
simple common fare out of which 
we were able to produce the men who 
stood the brunt of Cressy and Agincourt. 
Let the poor of our big cities have 
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be prevented from carrying them four | the opportunity for which they crave 
miles further, simply because the British | aad i ask it we give ae that 


Electric Traction Company have spun a | 


steel web of monopoly all round. Every | 


opportunity, the man to show them the 
way is the President of the Local 


G2 


. 
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Government Board, on whose shoulders | 
the responsibility rests, and I hope he | 
will rise to the level of his duties. 


Mason RASCH (Essex, S.E.) said | 


he thought his hon. friend, the 
Member for Camberwell, was well advised 
to submit this Amendment, and that the | 
hon. Member for Battersea was not far 
wrong in what he had said, because the 
position of the agricultural districts was 
little less than alarming. He was per- 
fectly certain that the want of houses 
for agricultural labourers was causing 
the depopulation of the country districts. 
It was on that account that there was 
such a derth of labour in the Eastern 
Counties ; and on that account that the 
villages were full of boys and old men. 
‘If such things went on, he was at a loss 
to see how we were going to man the 
Navy, to find men for the six Army 
Corps, or to find men to guard the 
frontiers of our Empire. The reason of 
the depopulation of the country districts 
was obvious. Theagricultural labourers 
of today would not put up with the 
pigsties which their forbears put up 
with, with rotten walls and thatches. 
The proof of the pudding is in the eating, 
and one ounce of practice was worth a 
pound of theory. He had been putting 
up a cottage or two himself, and he had 
found it impossible to put up a pair of 
cottages under £600. That was the 
cost, and he could not get more than £4 
a year rent. So that his return for an 
outlay of £600 was £8 a year, of which 
£2 must be knocked off for insurance, 
repairs, rates, taxes, etc., so that really 
all the return for this outlay was one per 
cent. He could not expect poor farmers 
to lay out their capital for such a return. 
No man unless he was a fool or a 
philanthropist who wanted a title would | 
lay out his money for a return of one 
per cent. interest. He wa; perfectly 
well aware that the Local Govern- 
ment Board had lately modified their 
conditions, and he only hoped they would 
carry out the modified regulations they 
had suggested. If the hon. Member for 
Camberwell was really in earnest, as he 
(Major Rasch) believed he was, this was 
the line he ought to adopt, and it was on 
this line, which was the line of least 
resistance, that they would derive some 
effect from this particular Motion. 


Mr. John Burns. 
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Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) thought one or two 
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|of the remarks of the hon. and gallant 


Gentleman who had just sat down were a 
little exaggerated. For instance, a rental 
of £4 was, so far as the neighbouring 
county of Suffolk was concerned, in- 
accurate. It was also inaccurate so far 
as the districts to which the remarks of 
the hon. Member for Cleveland applied, 
although the housing question in these 
places was just as bad. 


Major RASCH: I am sorry to 
interrupt the hon. Member. I get less 
than £3 a year rent in many cases. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said it 
was quite possible that in many cases the 
rents would not pay interest on the cost 
of the cottages, but there were other 
districts where the rent would pay some 
sort of interest, and where, if the sanction 
of the Government were obtained, it could 
be done. He had been doing the same 
thing in Suffolk, and there he could build 
a cottage for less than £200. It might 
not be a very large cottage, but it would 
contain two or three bedrooms and twe 
living rooms, and, when erected, would let 
at £5 a year to agricultural labourers 
earning 13s. or 14s. a week, although of 
course they did not pay the rent out of 
that. They depended on their harvest 
money, £8, which they earned during the 
harvest, to pay their rent and keep them 
So it was quite possible in 
many districts, if people were only en- 
couraged — if there was a law passed 
enabling district or parish councils to 
carry out the work as they are allowed 
to do in Ireland, without any of the 
difficulties or hindrances of the present 
law—a great deal might be done in the 
country districts. 

He had had great experience also in the 
London housing question, and he might 
say there were two great evils to contend 
against. Of course, in a city like Devon- 
port, where the land was all held by one 
man, that man could name his own price, 
but where there weremany owners theprice 
of the land was not the difficulty ; the difli- 
culty was that where land was cheap the 
communications were not sufficient and 


they could not get proper communications. 
The Government did not assist in any 
way in increasing the communications 
with the suburbs and less crowded 


country districts. Outside our great 
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towns there was any quantity of room | 


for housing many millions of people, but 
the communication was not sufficient. It 
was enough to watch the trains at some 
of our stations in the morning to see how 
overcrowded they were, and what a lack 
of facilities there was. There should be 
new lines of communication to country 
districts not built over, and the trains we 
have should extend and make fresh 
routes to bring the people up to their 
work. The reason this was not done was 
because they could not do so without 
coming to this House and spending 
thousands of pounds and fighting opposi- 
tion and competition on all sides, all of 
which hindrances should be swept away. 

In spite of the fact that there were fewer 
one room tenements to be found in 
London itself, he feared that one room 


tenements were beginning to grow up in| 
on 


laces which were not now called Lon 


n West Ham there were many one room | 
tenements, so that the evil that afflicted | 
London was only moving a little farther | 


out. There was one great remedy for 
that, which would have to be faced some 
day or other. However much they 


respected the old laws of property, and 


however sacred might be their regard for 


vested interests, the Government would | 
have to face the question in this way. | 


They would have to say that when a 


house was reduced to one room tene- 
ments the rent must be proportionately | 
reduced, and that it should not be in the | 
power of the landlords to get a greater | 
rent from such houses than they would | 
'I do not think the Assessment Com- 
It should be left to the local | 
authorities to make an order, not that | 
if that line is taken by public bodies, 
| we must remember that it will not be 
Until that was | 
done, these large spots of vice, misery, | 


obtain if the houses were inhabited by 
one family. 


the house should be pulled down, but that 
a house should pay no rent until it was 
put into proper order. 


poverty, and dirt, and these centres of 


disease, would remain in our great towns. | 
He hoped it would not be long before the 
Government did something in that re-| 


. H i . fri 
gard 7 oceans Be Den, Sines | Local Government. Board will assent to 


on having moved this Amendment, and 
he hoped the Government would so far 
give way as to promise to do something 
in regard to this great question. If not, 
and the debate was pressed to a division, 
he hoped that hon. Members opposite 
would stand by their consciences, even 
to the extent of voting in favour of 
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CoLONEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport): Like all other resident 
squires, I have had much personal ex- 
perience in this matter, and my last 
experience is, perhaps, worth putting 
before the House. From a great deal that 
has been said, one would imagine that 
if the local authorities had more power 
there would be the increase of accom- 
modation which, in some cases, is badly 
needed. I am as interested as any 
owner of land can be in the effort to 
provide good dwellings for the rural 
labourers, and I retain in my own hands 
all the cottages on my property. Re- 
cently I built one or two pairs of cottages 
which cost me between £450 and £500 
a pair. Last year, when the agricul- 
tural depression was very severe, I 
thought I might assist the farmers in 
my neighbourhood by reducing the rent 
of the cottages from £4 to £3 to any 
labourers who, for twelve consecutive 
months, had served any’one master. 
thought that would be an inducement 
to labourers to stay, but no sooner had 


Working Classes. 


'I done it than a Local Assessment Com- 


mittee met and raised the assessment of 
the cottages very considerably. I asked 
the reason, and was told that in-as-much 
as I had chosen to build cottages for 
labourers which were worth a great 


deal more than the rent charged, they 


would add to the assessment an amount 
which would show what they thought 
those cottages ought to be let at. Is 
that an inducement to the country 
landlord to try to carry out such work ? 


mittee were 


ing outside their powers, 
but I think f 


am right in saying that 


private owners who are failing in their 
duty, but public bodies who are really 
stifling the effort of the private owner. 


Sm JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 
versity): I hope the President of the 


the two very moderate demands for 
legislation made by the hon. Member 
for Camberwell. The first demand was 
that the Government should carry out 
the extremely definite recommendations 
of the Joint Committee last year, in 
order to prevent railway companies and 
similar bodies evading their obligations 


the Amendment against the Government. in regard to re-housing. The necessary 
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Bill would not be contentious, and I 
should think there could be no objection 
on the part of the Government to 
promise legislation on that point. The 
second demand was a proposal, not 
of the hon. Member for Camberwell 
himself, but of the Secretary of the 
Local Government Board. A _ Select 
Committee, of which my hon. friend 
was Chairman, last year considered the 
allegation of a number of local author- 
ities that the short period over which 
loans could be spread rendered it diffi- 
cult to exercise their powers under the 
Housing Acts. The Committee unani 
mously declared that allegation to be 
established, and a proposal was made by 
the Secretary of the Local Government 
Board that the period should be ex- 
tended to eighty years. I cannot believe 
the Government will fail to carry out 
that recommendation. It was with 
those two demands the debate began, 
and I thought it would be possible for 
the Government immediately to promise 
to promote the necessary legislation. 
But they desire to hear the views o 
the House on the general question. 
The Government must be convinced by 
what has already been said that in all 
quarters of the country, among al 
sections of the community, and among 
all political parties, there is a feeling 
that this question is one of great 
urgency, demanding prompt and 
efficient attention, which attention I 
have no doubt it will receive. 

The two measures referred to by the 
hon. Member for Camberwell have not 
been very effective, though doubtless 
they were promoted and carried out 
with the be t of motives. There must 
be experimental legislation in these 
matters, and, provided they proceed to 
try again, it is in no way derogatory to 
a Government to admit that they have 
made a trial which has not been a 
success. Although not mentioned in 
the King’s Speech, I hope we shall have 
an assurance that during the present 
session this matter shall be dealt with. 
Such a promise, so far from impeding the 
Government, would greatly strengthen 
their position, and a further attempt to 
deal with this difficult and most impor- 
tant question would be generously met 
and supported in every quarter of the 
House. It is clear that such a proposal 


Sir John Gorst. 
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must practically consist in conferring 
increased powers on local authorities, 
It has been shown in this debate that 
local authorities require additional 
powers, and that existing powers have 
not been fully exercised because of the 
existence of certain obstacles. A Bill 
conferring those additional powers and 
removing those obstacles would probably 
| be read a second time without opposi- 
tion ; it could be referred to a Grand 
Committee upstairs, where it would be 
discussed in a business-like spirit, and 
afterwards passed through the House 
with the expenditure of very little time. 
At the end of the session the Govern- 
ment would then have the credit, which 
friend and foe alike would gladly give 
them, of having placed on the Statute- 
book a measure which would do a great 
deal towards dealing with this most. 
important question. 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 
Burghs): The subject we are now 
discussing is one which affects not 
London, or the south of England alone, 
but the great mass of the urban popula- 
tion of the country. I should like to 
bring before the right hon. Gentieman 
the bearing which the incidence of local 
taxation has on the subject. Last year 
there was a discussion on a Bill embody- 
ing some of the recommendations of the 
separate Report on Urban Rating and 
Site Values, issued by Lord Balfour's 
Commission. In that separate Report 
we read that— 
“ Anything which aggravates the appelies 
evils of overcrowding does not need to con- 
| demned, and it seems clear to us that the 
| heavy rates on bnildings do tend to aggravate 

these evils, and that the rating of site values 
| would tend to mitigate them.” 


|The hon. Member for Thirsk, in that 
'discussion, rather threw over that 
|separate Report. and it would be 
‘interesting to know whether that sub- 
ject is likely to be dealt with in connec- 
tion with housing. The question of 
local taxation has been thoroughly 
threshed out, while the question of 
housing is still to a large extent a 
matter of experiment, and we have it 
here, on the highest authority, that the 
reform of local taxation in the way they 
advocate would tend to mitigate the 
burdens on buildings and to provide 
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more housing accommodation inthe larger 
towns. I hope the subject will not escape 
the attention of the right hon. Gentleman 
inhis reply. In the country districts the 
question is comparatively small as com- 
pared with the towns. 
is made plain in this Report, and whilst 
the inquiries were going on there was no 
want of speed in dealing with a measure 
for the relief of the rates on agricultural 
land. Now, however, there appears to be 
less celerity in applying some of the most 
moderate and admirable provisions to 
meet the evils which we are now discuss- 


ing. 


* Mr. BUTCHER (York): I would like 
to join with those hon. Members who 
have urged upon the Government the 
necessity of bringing forward some legis- 
lation upon these vital questions. I will 
assume that the Government are as keenly 
alive as any hon. Member to the neces- 
sity of making the Housing Acts practical 
and efficient for the purposes for which 
they were intended. I think anyone 
who has listened to this debate will agree 
that no heroic legislation is necessary in 
order to make the existing legislation 
effective. It is rather a question of deal- 
ing with defects which at present greatly 
hamper local authorities. There are no 
party controversies likely to be aroused 
by this question, and this debate shows 
sufficiently that both sides of the House 
are equally anxious to remedy these 
defects, and that, if the Government will 
bring in a Bill, they will receive sup- 
port from both sides of the House. 
There are two points I will mention upon 
which I think the Government ought to 
do something. The first is that there 
ought to be some extension in regard to 
the period allowed for the repayment of 
loans. Upon this point we have had the 
recommendation of a Royal Commission, 
and I hope the Government will give 
effect to the recommendation. My second 
point is that power ought to be given 
to the local authorities to meet the case 
of a house unfit for habitation, and 
which is incapable of being rendered fit 
for human habitation. here is with 
existing Acts a power for the Local 
Authority to call upon the owner to 
make an insanitary dwelling fit for 
habitation, but the provisions on the 
subject are difficult of application and 
cause immense delay. I would suggest 


that the President of the Local Govern- 
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ment Board should consider the necessity 


of bringing in legislation giving power to 


The town question | 


the Local Authority to obtain a summary 
order for the closing and demolition of 
the insanitary house. Those are two 
points upon which, I think, legislation is 
urgently needed. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- 
lets, Poplar) : I wish to say something with 
regard to the general principle of the ques- 
tion we are now discussing. I think both 
sides of the House will agree that we have 
had a most valuable debate, and I con- 
gratulate my hon. friend, not only upon 
bringing this question forward, but also 
upon having received so much support 
from both sides of the House. Hon. 
Members seem to have exhausted the 
subject from a practical point of view, 
and [ rise merely in consequence of the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman the 
MemberforCambridge University, which, 
I think, has had great effect on both sides 
of the House. The right hon. Gentle- 
man’sspeechshows that he would welcome 
such a proposal on the part of the Govern- 
ment if they introduced a measure to 
deal with this question during the present 
session of Parliament. The matter has 
not been dealt with in the King’s Speech ; 
but, nevertheless, this is one of the most 
pressing questions which require to be 
dealt with. 


There are two points upon which 
I do not believe there is much 
difference of opinion, and upon which 
two Committees have already reported. 
Firstly, there is the question of the ex- 
tension of the period for the repayment 
of loans, which would enable the local 
authorities to a certain extent to reduce 
the rents of the houses which they erect. 
My other point is in regard to an altera- 
tion of the Standing Orders of this 
House, which will place an obligation on 
railway companies and other public 
companies to properly house the work- 
ing classes when they are displaced by 
railway schemes. These are the two 
points upon which I do not think there 
would be any difficulty in carrying 
through a Bill. I am not speaking of 
any great radical reform such as the 
Land Question, because to ask now for 
such a measure would be hopeless, but I 
think we are all agreed that the local 
authorities ought to be given greater 
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wer to deal with the owners. Where 
it is thought now that rehousing is 
required there are often technical and 
administrative difficulties in the way, and 
while I do not wish to dispossess anyone 
of his rightful possessions, for which a 
fair price ought to be given, Ithink the 
Owners of insanitary areas and slum 
property ought not to receive a single 
sixpence above the proper value. That 
is the point upon which I think a reform 
could be effected by giving greater 


powers to the locality to deal with these | 


areas. In conclusion 1 wish to endorse 
the sentiment of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Cambridge Uni- 
versity, and to say that we on this side 
of the House shall welcome any attempt 
to deal with this question during the 
present session of Parliament. 


*Mr. WALTER LONG: No one can | 
deny that the debate we have listened to | 
this evening has, as the hon. Gentle- | 
man opposite just said, indicated | 
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and the failure of my Department 
to put pressure upon local authorities, 
and the indifferent performance of their 
duties by medical officers of health and 


‘sanitary inspectors, I desire to say that 


I only wish those sentiments prevailed 
in the breasts of those same hon. 
Members when the Local Government 
Board do take action in such matters, 
Almost invariably it happens that the 
moment pressure is put by my Depart- 
ment upon a medical officer, or upon 
an inspector of nuisances, the result 
is that the hon. Member in whose 
constituency this occurs will communi- 
cate with me telling me that grave 
injustice is being done. When | tell 
District Councils that they ought to 
employ properly qualified men; when 
I maintain this position and decline 
to sanction any other appointments, 
hon. Members generally bring pressure 
to bear upon me, either by cajolery 
or threats. These hon. Members are 
generally those who are the first to tell 


practically unanimity of opinion in all the Local Government Board that they 

uarters of the House in respect of what | 40 not do their work properly. I hope 
‘i may call small reforms as opposed to | that, in future, the hon. Members 
drastic or great measures. But the) who ask me to put pressure upon local 
hon. Gentleman for Camberwell, | authorities and ask me to take action, 
in the interesting speech he made, did will preserve the same demeanour when 
not confine himself to small suggestions. | they address their constituents, and 
The hon. Member suggested some reforms | decline to be induced by them to put 
of a heroic character, but he also said | pressure upon us, and thereby make 
that he felt satisfied that these suggestions | 1t more difficult for my Department to 


would not beadopted by the Government, | 
and he only threw them out to indicate 
what his own policy would be. Putting 
aside those drastic proposals which have 
been made by hon. Members rather as 
an expression of their own views than 
asa forecast of anything they hope to see 
carried out, we reach, as the outcome 
of this debate, some minor suggestions, 
in reference to which | hope I shall be 
able to give the House assurances which 
will not be altogether unsatisfactory. 
The debate has been of a very wide 
character, because almost of necessity 
hon. G ntlemen have addressed them- 
selves to questions not only connected 
with the Acts of Parliament relating to 
the housing of the working classes, but 
also to the administration of the sani- 
tary laws. After listening to the debate, 
and after hearing hon. Gentlemen on 
both sides wax eloquent about the 








apathy of the Local Government Board 
Mr. Sydney Buxton, 


carry out their suggestions. 


There is no doubt that, without any re- 
sort to heroic legislation, a great deal can 
be done in connection with sanitary ad- 
ministration. There is a great deal that 
can easily be improved, and at very little 
cost. One proposal which is made re- 
peatedly to the Local Government Board 
is that an individual, holding a public 
health appointment of prime importance, 
might be allowed to hold other posts at 
the sametime. I have so far refused, and 
so long as I am responsible for the 
Department I shall continue to refuse, 
to accede to that proposal. I shall insist 
that there shall be no merging in one 
individual of two or three appointments, 
to all of which it is impossible that he 
can do justice, even if he could do it to 
one. In a recent case I have suggested 
that a separate appointment should be 
made to the post of inspector of nuisances. 
I have called the attention of the local 





BS oem © M&S 8 So ta & 


oP eS 2 ae @ TS 


—_—woum Oo 


—_—_ eS we 


SS OD OT OSES OS lS 


181 Housing of the 


authority to the fact that, at the current 
rate of inspection, it will take twelve or 
fourteen years before all the houses in their 
district will have been inspected. When 
| make these comments the reply that is 
made to me is that I am interfering with 
the discretion of the local authority, and 
interfering with gentlemen who are doing 
work. Then the next step is for 
the Member for the Division to come to 
me to try to convince me. When he 
fails he falls back upon the old story of 
red-tape, and he threatens to raise the 
question on the Vote for my salary when 
the Estimates come before the House of 
Commons. Under these circumstances, 
can you wonder that Ministers are neces- 
sarily exposed to the criticisms we have 
heard today ? If hon. Gentlemen will give 
us their support in the districts which 
they themselves represent, they will, I 
venture to say, be doing more practical 
work in connection with these problems 
than by making speeches, however effect- 
ive and eloquent these speeches may be. 


I recognise entirely the non-Party 
character of the debate that has taken 
place today, and I rejoice at it. I am 
bound to say, at the same time, that 
I do not think the hon. Member for 
Camberwell and hon. Members on the 
other side of the House today have 
been altogether fair to His Majesty’s 
Government in reference to what has 
been done in connection with this ques- 
tion. We had a debate on the Address 
last year on the same subject initiated 
by the hon. Member for Camberwell, and 
then there were four points to which he 
made special allusion, and they are the 
four points around which the debate today 
has mainly centred. I need not refer 
further, to the proposals for what is called 
a drastic reform of the land question, 
because they are not regarded by those 
who make them as within the domain 
of practical politics at present. Then 
there are the question of the extension of 
the time of loans, the question of transit, 
and the question of administration. 
Now I do not think the hon. Gentleman 
has been quite fair to the Government, 
nor has he done himself justice, because 
he was responsible for the Amendment 
last year, and he might have taken some 
credit to himself for the result of the 
promfses which were then made on behalf 
of the Government. On the contrary, he 
and those who supported him have almost 
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continuously condemned the Government. 
We have heard of the gross indifference, 
inaction, and neglect of the Government 
on this great question, and simiiar state- 
ments had been made this afternoon for 
every one of whichI venture to say there 
is not a shadow of foundation. 


In regard to the question of loans, 
the Report of the Committee appointed 
to inquire into the matter was in my 
hands in the middle of last year, and 
if we had not had an autumn session, 
which threw agreat deal of additional work 
on my Department, I should have been 
able to give fuller time to the considera- 
tion of the Report. It was my duty to 
secure not only that the recommendations 
of the Report should be considered by 
my Department, the Treasury, and the 
other Departments concerned, but that, 
in arriving ata decision, we should adopt 
some practice with regard to the loans 
which would put the whole question on 
a permanent and satisfactory basis. I do 
not want to make any improper excuses 
for my Department, but I doubt whether 
the House realises how heavy were the 
demands made upon it and other 
Departments during the whole of the 
last autumn session, and how very little 
in the way of holidays some of those in 
the Departments have had. Therefore it 
was impossible to hasten the final con- 
sideration of these recommendations, and 
the final solution of the question, but I 
am now, I hope, within measureable 
distance of the end. | think it will 
be my duty during the session to ask 
Parliament to pass a Measure dealing 
with the loan question, and some other 
difficulties which have arisen. But when 
I am asked why it is not referred to in 
the King’s Speech, I venture to say that 
there has been no session in which Mea- 
sures have not been passed which were 
not included in the King’s Speech. I 
confess it did not occur to me that in con- 
nection with the smaller Bills pertaining 
to my Department, it was either necessary 
or desirable to enumerate them in the 
long list of Measures already to be found 
in the King’s Speech. Some of them 
may be found on the Statute-book before 
the end of the session, and though 
they may be unpretentious in character, 
they will probably be quite as useful to 
the local authorities as some larger 
Measures. 
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It is no use talking of this question | to the local authorities to state that in all 
of the housing of the working classes | our great municipalities, enormous strides 
as if it could be remedied by one or two of | have been made in the last ten or fifteen 
the suggestions made today. It is not | years in dealing with the housing ques- 
by facilitating the powers of demolition | tion. A great deal of most excellent 
and rebuilding, or by the building of | work has been done, and mayors and 
new houses altogether, that it can be members of corporations will admit that 
done. It is a much larger question than | the Acts already in existence -had 
that, and it includes that very important | Provided machinery sufficient for the 
subject to which greater reference was | Purpose they had in view. I think it is 
made last year than this year, namely the only fair when so much criticism is 
question of transit. We are told thatwe do | forthcoming that there should, at all 
not make the railway companies do their | events, be some few points advanced on 
duty inregardto theCheapTrains Act. The | behalf of the local authorities, and also 
hon. Gentleman who moved this Amend- | on behalf of the legislation which, from 
ment told us that there had been a con-| time to time, we have carried in dealing 
siderable increase in the provision of | with this question. There is difficulty 
these-trains in recent years. There are | in dealing sometimes with what, for the 
many more workmen’s trains now than | sake of brevity, are called “condemned 
five or six years ago, and everybody who | buildings.” Most certainly in no 
has studied the problem knows perfectly | quarter of the House will you find any 
well that it is not merely a question of sympathy for the owners of property 
profit and loss to the railway companies. | who jail to recognise that property 
Whether they want, or do not want, to | carries with it responsibilities, and who 
put on workmen’s trains, it is a question | allow their property to become a positive 
of the possibilities of the case, having | cyrse to the community. Provision was 
regard to the traffic they have to carry. | made to meet these cases in the Act of 
Chat is the most important part of the | 1980, passed by my right hon. friend the 
problem in London itself. My right hon. | present Chancellor of the Exchequer. 





friend the President of the Board of |] wil] not trespass on the time of the 
Trade has obtained sanction to the ap-| House by reading the whole of Section 
pointment of a Royal Commission which | 9} of that Act. but if any one will read 
will inquire into the whole question of | it carefully he will find that it is cleadll 
transit within the metropolis. Therefore, | impossible to conceive language better 
two of the most important points raised | calnulated to give effect to the views 


in this Amendment last year have been | 
attended to between the debate of last | 
year and the present time. 


which my right hon. friend enunciated 
then, and which I endorse now. There is 
a financial difficulty arising under Section 

Now I| come to administration. I have | 21 which hashitherto metlocal authorities 
certainly no desire to claim any undue! in their attempt to bring the Act into 


Lins 


credit for the Department with which I 
am connected, but I venture to say that, 
during the whole of the past year and 
the preceding year, as the local autho- 
rities themselves would, I am sure, testify, 
we have been unremitting in our endea- 
vours to ascertain at first hand in the 
localities what are the difficulties in the 
way that ought to be removed. I do not 
think enough justice has been done to the 
legislation already passed through the 
House dealing with the housing question. 
It has been said, with perfect truth, in 
many eloquent speeches which have been 
delivered on both sides of the House, 
that there are festering sores in the shape 
of slums to be found in all our large com- 
munities, and that they are a disgrace to 
our civilisation. At the same time it is due 


Mr, Walter Long. 





force. The suggestion has been made to- 
day that we ought to enable them to 
obtain these sites and buildings easily 
and cheaply. Well, I venture to say that 
that section is as strong and full as it is 
possible for. anything to be. Only one 
practical suggestion has been made to me 
on the subject. That was by a Corpora- 
tion which has had great experience in 
connection with this matter. They told 
me that there is nothing wrong in the 
section ; its provisions should make it 
impossible for property to be sold beyond 
its fair value, regard being had to its 
condition. They said that that was all 
satisfactory and sufficient ; but it is the 
practice of submitting the price to 
arbitration which has, for some unex- 
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ined reason, led to the financial { 
Seclty to which I have referred. It. 
has been suggested to me by that! 
Corporation that the law should be | 
altered to make it the same as that | 
which obtains in the City of London, | 
where it is possible to refer a case of | 
the kind to a jury. The power to refer | 
such cases to a jury is so effective that 

ractically it is not exercised. The very | 
fact that it is there is sufficient to hold | 
the owners of such property in check. | 
That is a suggestion which I am con- 
sidering ; it is one of the smaller pro- 

Is to which I have referred, such 
as the hon. Member for Cambridge had in | 
his mind when he spoke of small Amend- | 
ments which we might make in the | 
general law. 

Then there is the question raised by | 
the hon. Member for York—the difficulty | 
of getting possession of the condemned 
buildings. There is no doubt that that is 
a practical difficulty. The powers are 
quite sufficient for the condemnation of 
the building if it is overcrowded or in an 
insanitary condition. The local authority 
can either clos the building or call upon, 
the owner to put it in a sanitary condition, 
but no power seems to exist enabling the 
local authority to deal with the property 
between the time of its condemnation and 
their getting possession of it. And here, 
I think, the law might with advantage 
be altered. This again is only a 
small proposal, but one which might be 
oi use. All I have said applies to 
these difficulties as they exist in urban 
districts. I have listened with the 
greatest interest to the speech made 
by the hon. Member for Lichfield in 
which he gave us a most interesting 
account of his experience in the rural | 
districts. When he came to tell us 
about the rents he was getting for his’ 
cottages, and the cost of building them, 
I felt my mouth water as a landlord who 
has had considerable experience for 
twenty-five years in building and letting 
cottages in a rural district. I do not 
think we could get 3s., or even 2s. d., 
a week as rent for such cottages in my 
district. The hon. Member talked of 
building a cottage for £200, but he 
will pardon me for saying that these 
figures are illusory, because £200 in| 
one district means £250, or even £300, | 
in another district. And it must be re- 
membered that 3s. a week, taken as a return 


for the monev spent would be prohibitive | 
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as applied to the majority of rural districts. 
The hon. Gentleman gave an instance of 
a village where he saw twenty-one cottages 
unfit for human habitation, and we were 
told that the legislature ought to deal 
with such cases, and that the local 
authority ought to be compelled to act 
more promptly in shutting up old 
houses. But what are the difficulties we 
have to deal with? Let us say that 
there are twenty cottages in that con- 
dition. The owners are, in nine cases 
out of ten, non-resident ; they have bought 
the cottages as a speculation, and have 
probably never seen them. Are you to 
build new cottages out of the rates ! 
In such a case any one who had made 
a suitable provision of cottages on his 
own estate would have to bear an 
additional burden on his rates because 
his neighbours had not done their duty. 
Is it any wonder that local authorities 
hesitate to act in dealing with this 
problem, which is altogether different 
from that to be dealt with in urban 
districts? It is not because they do not 
appreciate the evil effects which arise 
from overcrowding. There is not a 
monopoly of desire for reform in any one 
set of individuals. Everybody realises that 
if we could dealas effectually as we could 
wish with this matter, we should do 
much to promote sobriety in the classes 
who meet with the terrible temptations 
engendered by squalid surroundings, and 
should also add to the muscle of the 
nation. It is idle to ignore the fact 
that, apart from the small questions to 
which I have referred, there are, in the 
opinion of many, other and larger diffi- 
culties which ci only be approached 
in the drastic manner suggested by 
some hon. Members for dealing with 
the land problem ; but I venture to say 


that, whatever advantage there may be 


thought to be in that suggestion, it will 
be many a long day before proposals 
of such a kind will be given effect to by 
any Government. Small amendments of 
the law are possible and desirable; and 
I hope it will be my fortune, after 
this debate and the assurances made to 
us, to find every desire in all quarters 
of the House to welcome small non- 
controversial proposals which will have 
the effect of altering the law in the 
directions I have indicated. If we shall 
not have any heroic legislation, at any 
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rate proposals of that kind will be 
welcomed in all quarters and will be 
regarded as helpful. I hope, therefore, 
that it will be possible for me to make 
some such small alterations in the law 
as ‘I have suggested. I hope it will also 
be possible to deal with the question of 
loans, and put that matter ona satis- 
factory basis, not only in regard to 
sums required for buildings, but other 
expenditure, so that there shall not be 
the variety that at present exists and 
results in the imposition on the rate- 
payers of different burdens for the same 
class of work. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: What about 


the period of payment ? 


*Mr. WALTER LONG: That is, of 
course, included in the statement I have 
made. I take the Report of the Com- 
mittee as it stands. Naturally, I do not 
commit myself to adherence to every 
part of the Report, but in regard to 
rehousing, the proposal is that the 
period should be extended to eighty 
years, with certain provisions in 
regard to the mode of repayment. My 
object is to secure cooperation in the 
different Departments, so that we may 
have a common policy and get rid of un- 
certainty and variation. I am not pos- 
sessed of the eloquence of some hon. 
Members, and I, therefore, cannot put 
my views in the same attractive shape, 
but I hope I have said enough to show 
that the Government are not behind the 
House and the country in their desire 
to deal in a practical and efficient manner 
with the housing problem. We certainly 
-are not wanting in sympathy with those 
who are condemned to such conditions 
of life as we know to exist in too many 
towns, and in some even of the country 
villages, and I hope that if the House 
remains in its present frame of mind we 
shall avail ourselves of the opportunity 
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‘direction which my hon. friend the 

Member for Camberwell has indicated. 
'The right hon. Gentleman seems to 
consider that he has been ill-used by 
Members of constituencies who always 
come forward to attack the Local 
Government Board for their action to 
{these constituencies. Well, I would ask 
the right hon. Gentleman to remember, 
and think he is encouraged by 
this debate to remember, that these 
'Members are only one, or at most two, 
and that he will have the support of 
all the remaining 668 in the measure 
' which he is proposing to bring forward. 
' | gather from the right hon. Gentleman— 
and I am very happy to hear it—that he 
holds out the prospect—that he makes a 
promise, ofa Billthis session. This my hon. 
friend the Member for Camberwell has 
achieved by bringing forward his Amend- 
ment; and a most valuable gift it is. 
| That being so, I would ask the right hon. 
Gentleman not to be too modest in his 
proposals. He has got behind him the 
House of Commons, and he has got, as 
one hon. Member said, the power of the 
House of Lords. These are circumstances 
which do not often unite themselves. 
Therefore I would point out to the right 
hon. Gentleman that small Bills on great 
questions often postpone a real remedy, 
as has happened in this very case. When 
the housing of the poorer classes was 
| brought forward, two or three years ago, 
we were told, “ We have passed a couple 
of Bills; wait until we see how they 
work.’ We have waited to see how 
they would work, and we have found 
that they did not work atall. Therefore, 
to bring in a measure, or measures, 
which do not really meet the case is 
actually doing no good at all, and may 
do some harm. 

There was some talk of dealing with 
the railways, but that would be only 
| touching a particular point apart from the 
main question altogether. The right 
/hon. Gentleman mentioned what is really 


to make some modest proposals for legis-' the point of the case: How are you to 
lation which will not be regarded as deal with insanitary houses? In my 
unworthy, though they are not large and opinion you ought to deal with them 
searching measures of reform. as a public nuisance. You ought not 
to deal with a large insanitary area 

Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- at great expenditure, but you ought to 
mouthshire, W.): This debate, in my | have power to deal with individual houses 
opinion, is perhaps the most important as you deal with other nuisances. If you 
in which we shall be engaged this session. | do that you get rid of what you desire to 
It will encourage the right hon Gentle- | get rid of. When the right hon. Gentle- 
man to bring forward a measure in the man introduces his measure—which | 


Mr. Walter Long. 
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hope he will do before long—I trust he' you would only spend, I will not say a 
will deal with that aspect of it as well! tithe, but a quarter per cent. of the 
as with the smaller difficulties he men- money you are spending upon objects: 
tioned. _which, in my opinion, are far less 
There are two points to which I wish , valuable, you would be doing that which 
to direct attention—one is the shutting I believe would redound to the greatest 
up of insanitary houses and the other | advantage of the Empire of which we 
the getting possession of them. I hope are all so proud. 
that these will appear in his Bill. I 


am not going to detain the House by *gizg JOHN DICKSON-POYNDER’ 
discussing the details which have been (wiltshire, Chippenham): I think that 
dealt with so fully and practically in this gvery hon. Member on the other side will 
debate. I feel myself very strongly the be satisfied with the reply which has 
absolute necessity of dealing with the been given by my right hon. friend the 
rural districts. I live in a rural district pyegident of the Local Government. 
myself, where the housing of the labour- Board, as far as the question is connected| - 
ing people is detestable, and something with his Department. I think we have 
ought to be done regarding it. .1 was had an assurance from him that he will 
very sorry to hear the manner in which take up the subject as far as it deals 
my hon. and gallant friend opposite the with the extension of loans in the course- 
Member for the Newport Division was of the present session. I have been more- 
treated by his Assessment Committee, fortunate during the autumn than my 
but I would suggest to him that he right hon. friend, in not having so much. 
should reform his Assessment Committee | japour on my hands. I therefore 
in order that they should deal a8 4 nused myself during the past few 
liberally with the matter as Iam sure he jp onths by going carefully into the 
wishes. I was glad to hear my hon. and report of the Committee which in- 
gallant friend put the cost of building quired into that subject last year, and I 
cottages at a lower figure than that given haye drafted a Bill dealing with the 


by the hon. and gallant Gentleman the yecommendations of the Committee. If 
Member for the Chelmsford Division, who | am fortunate in the ballot tomorrow, 


said that they would cost £660. I am | trust the right hon. Gentleman and 


quite sure that very good cottages the Government will see their way to 
indeed can be built for a great deal less. giving facilities for the passing of that 
Therefore, the difficulty is not so great Bij] as by doing that they will economise 
as has been stated. time, and the subject will be dealt with. 

I will only say to the right hon.; Although I think the House is fully 
Gentleman I am quite sure, from the satisfied with the reply of my right 
language which has been used on both hon. friend, we have not yet had 
sides of the House, that if he goes a reply to another side of the housing 
forward on this matter boldly and question, which in my judgment is much 
strongly, he will have the support— more important. A Committee sat last 
I was going to say the unanimous session to inquire into the Standing 
support—of the House of Commons in Orders of Parliament, and I should be 
legislating in this direction, and in the glad to know from my right hon. friend 
administration which is so urgently the Home Secretary whether he will 
necessary for the curing of one of the’ be prepared to introduce a measure 
greatest social evils in this country. We | embodying the proposals made by that 
talk of pecuniary difficulties in this | Committee with reference to the dis- 
matter, when we think nothing of | placement of persons by companies and 
spending millions upon objects which | public authorities. I have also drafted 
are,in my opinion, far less necessary | a Bill on that matter, and will try my 
and far less useful. I think we might | luck with it in the ballot tomorrow. 


do something, at all events, for our 
country at home, in the direction of 
developing its resources, of which the 
greatest of all is the health and well- 





being of the labouring population. If 


The extension of the period of loans is a 
very useful but a small part of the 
question; a much more important 
problem is the evasion by companies and 


| public authorities of their obligations 
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when they displace large bodies of the ment was afraid to go to the root of the 
‘population under compulsory powers. question, which was the land question, 
I have given the figures in this House He knew he would not be in order jn 
on a former occasion, and they show that discussing the question of land values 
this is one of the most important points but it was at the root of the housing 
in the housing problem. I, therefore, problem. 
sincerely ask my right hon. friend to| There could be no doubt that this 
take up the recommendations of this was a question upon which all sec 
Committee and introduce a Bill dealing | tions of the House were more or less 
with the subject this session. agreed. It was one of the most impor. 
_ | tant subjects that the House could 
Mr. WALTER LONG: May I explain discuss, because all over the three King- 
tomy hon. friend? I regret I omitted in doms the natural trend of population 
my reply to refer to this question. Asmy | was towards the cities, and the muni- 
hon. friend knows, the amendment of | cipal authorities had not the 
the Standing Orders is a matter for the | requisite power to enable them to 
Chairmen of Committees rather than for provide the necessary accommodation for 
the Government. I am entirely in| the influx of population. The extension 
favour of the suggestions made, but | of loans, and the giving of increased 
whether they should be embodied in a} powers to muncipalities, would not solve 
Bill is a question I cannot answer until the problem. They wanted a much more 
I have had some further conference with | drastic remedy. He was a member of 
the Chairmen of Committees. I believe | an Urban District Council that was at 
I shall be able to know what their views | present engaged in endeavouring to solve 
are in a few days. this question, and they found that the 
_expense of obtaining the ground upon 


* Si J. DICKSON-POYNDER: Then | which the slum dwellings were situated 
we shall be able to hear from the | Was enormous, the 8 expenses were 


Government whether legislation is | @Mormous, and the delay was notorious. 
t, The system of transferring titles to 


| property in this country really demanded 
| attention in this regard, as it often 
| happened that an Urban District Council 
| had to pay more for obtaining the site 
as . ,,| than the building would be worth when 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) erected. He did not at all agree with 
said he thought an Irish Member was! the President of the Local Government 
entitled to speak on this question, |, Board when he thought the House would 
because during the debate, it appeared | he satisfied with what he called his modest 
to be imagined that it did not touch} proposals. This difficulty was not going 
Ireland at all. As one of the Members | to be met bya moderate proposal : it was 
for Dublin, he could assure the House going to be met by the consideration by 
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required or not, and, if so, whether i 


will be introduced. 


Mr. WALTER LONG assented. 


that this was a burning question in| 


Dublin, and also in Cork, Limerick, | 
places. The! 
housing problem really touched Dublin | 


Waterford, and other 
in a more extraordinary way than any 
other city in the Empire. Its death rate 
was higher than that of any other city in 


the three Kingdoms, and that arose prin- | 


cipally from the want of proper accom- 
modation for its artisan and working 
classes. At present, they were only 
touching the fringe of the subject. 
Twenty years ago, when the present 


King was Prince of Wales, a Royal Com- | 


mission was appointed to inquire into 
the question. How far had they pro- 
gressed since? Apparently every Govern- | 


Sir John Dickson-Poynder. 


this House of all the questions involved. 
They involved the principle of the welfare 
of the working classes of the three King- 
doms. 


Everybody who had studied the social 
evolution of the times must be aware 
that in all our great cities, and, fur the 
matter of that, in many of our small towns 
and villages, the housing of the working 
classes was the crux of the question at 
the present moment. The effect of this 
system was most serious to the commun- 
ity at large. The health of the working 
classes was stunted ; they were placed in 
positions not favourable to moral growth, 
and the result,-generally, was that in the 
three Kingdoms an inferior class of people 
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was being produced by the environments 
by which they were surrounded. There- 
fore, as an Irish Member es a 
city constituency, he was of opinion that 


there was no question more deserving of | 


the attention of the House than this. He 
saw many other measures put down in 
His Majesty’s Speech, as being of prime 
importance, which could not compare 
with this question. What was the fact? 
Almost every Member had appealed to 
his constituents to vote on this question 
of the housing of the working classes, and 
yet, when it came to be discussed seriously 
in this House, on the Amendment of the 
hon. Member for Camberwell, they found 
on both sides of the House, except among 
afew earnest men, a desire to shelve it 
with a moderate proposal. A moderate 
proposal nevar yet met the crux of a 

eat question in the affairs of a nation. 

ey wanted to solve this question, and 
unless it was solved something more 
serious than hon. Members expected 
might happen. In the past, civilisation 
had been overturned by the incursions 
of barbarians into a country, and it 
is possible that our civilisation might 
be overturned ; if it were, it would be 
by our slums—by the rebellion against 
the land system, and the capitalist 
system, which condemned the workers to 
live in a state of barbarism. When 
this Motion went to a division, as he 
trusted it would, he should have great 
pleasure in voting for it, and no matter 
who adorned the Government Benches, he 
trusted there would always be a certain 
amount of opposition on that side until 
this question was satisfactorily settled, 
so that the workers might have that to 
which they were legitimately entitled—a 
decent home at a reasonable rate. 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) 
said as a Member of the Committee 
which carefully considered the question 
of the terms of the repayment of loans, 
which underlay so much of the present 
discussion, he desired to say a few 
words. He hoped when the right hon. 


Gentleman came to consider the Report | 


of the Committee, he would not simply 
adhere to the term of eighty years, 
but that hé would remember that there 
was a division, on his (Sir Albert 
Rollit’s) Motion as to whether that 
term should not be 100 years con- 
sidering the permanent nature of the 
Jand as an_ asset, and also the 
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public policy which underlay the ques- 
tion of the housing of the working 
classes; the majority in that division 
was only a majority of one against 
the substitution of the term of 
i100 for eighty years, and but for 
the accident of one of the Members 
for Ireland, whose representatives had 
rendered great assistance to those Mem- 
bers of the Committee who, like him- 
self, favoured the greatest facilities for 
/housing, had had to leave the Com- 
mittee to attend to his duty as Whip 
in this House, the voting would have 
| been equal. The length of the term of 
| repayment might be most material. It 
had been truly saidit would make only a 
marginal difference in the rent, but that 
| difference was sometimes all the difference. 
On the one hand, they had cheap houses 
run up by a jerry builder ; on the other, 
_ those erected by the municipality under 
conditions, resulting in good and per- 
manent houses. The hon. Member for 
Plymouth on that point quite convinced 
the Committee that there might be a 
difference of 1s. a week in these terms, 
and that was a difference which was all 
material. The effect of that difference 
was that if the municipalities and other 
local authorities had to put up houses 
on a short term of repayment the result 
might be that they would have to raise 
the rent and let them to an entirely 
different class of tenant to that which 
was contemplated by Parliament. On 
the other hand, if they had to reduce 
the rent, then they served one class, 
_and one only, at the expense of the 
general body of ratepayers. 


This question wasnot apolitical question, 
and it was not a class question, because 
the object of these Acts of Parliament 
was to benefit the whole community. 
The principle which in it underlay the 
protection of health was the same as 
that which underlay Acts for the 


‘equalisation of rates which he had 
|always strongly supported. But, while 
he was determined to press this housing 
‘question, he thought the House might 
‘reasonably accept the promises and 
/assurances given by his right hon. 
| friend, who had, as he thought, very 
| properly complained that there had 
| been some disposition to overlook 
what had already been accomplished. 
|He hoped his right hon. friend would 
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allow him, on behalf of the municipalities, 
to say that his right hon. friend had set 
an example, ‘in going down to the 
districts where these problems were being 
solved, and getting technical information 
on the spot, second only to that of the 
Colonial Secretary in his visit to South 
Africa. Housing was the most pressing 
social problem of the day, second only to 
national pensions, and it must be kept 
in the forefront of social legislation. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON (O:kney 
and Shetland) said the speech of the 
right hon. Gentleman with regard to this 
matter had not, he thought, given a grain 
of comfort to those Members who sat on 
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the Opposition side of the House, and 
who certainly represented a large body | 
of public opinion. They were not satis- | 
fied with his modesty on this occasion, | 
however much they might admire it on | 
others. They represented diverse in- | 
terests in diverse parts of the country, | 
which was a good education for discussing | 
matters in this House. It had been | 
intensely gratifying to him to listen te | 
the speeches made by the hon. Members | 
for Shropshire and Essex with reference | 
to the cottages they were building on) 


their estates, but this was not a matter | 


of the policy of any one man, it was | 
a question of the policy of the country. 
In his constituency it was not a question 
of the landlords building houses, but of | 
the people being able to get land on’ 
which to build their own houses. There | 
was plenty of land if the people could | 


was sorry to see the modesty of the 
right hon. Gentleman and his disinclina- | 
tion to deal with the question. 


have power to acquire land where they 
wanted it. 
of Shetland, was an object lesson ; there 
the Borough Council had no power ; the. 
County Council had no power; neither 
could move hand or foot ; ard just at the 
very edge of this important town were a 


number of slums which were a disgrace to | 
There was an | 


the town and the nation. 
enormous danger threatenin 
which allowed abominable 


any town 


gates. 
spector, and nothing could be done | 


Sir Albert Rollit. 


Lerwick, the principal town | 


wellings of | 
this character to be erected at its very | 
There they had no sanitary in- | 
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except through legislation in this House ; 
if such things were allowed to 
on, it was not difficult to forecast the 
result. The duty of hon. Members in 
the House was not to be modest but to 
speak their minds. These places to 
which he alluded had no back gardens, 
no sanitary arrangements, no water, no 
lighting; nothing but an open sewer, 
only occasionally flushed, running in 
front of the houses. That was surely 
enough to point out that such Boards 
as they had in Scotland, like the Congested 
Districts Board ortheCrofters Commission, 
should have big and extensive powers for 
dealing with this question. They should 
have power to acquire land. It was only a 
question there of getting the land, and that 
was not a very extravagant demand. It 
was the duty of the House to get to the 
bottom of these difficulties, and this 
proposal would not meet the require- 
ments of the country in the matter. It 
was a matter of urgent and pressing 
necessity, and he was convinced that no 
question of greater importance could 
come before the House this session. 
Their duty here was to find out who 
were the responsible parties, and to 
saddle them with the responsibility. 
That responsibility rested with the Gov- 
ernment in the first place, and with the in- 
dividual property owner in the second. 
Property had great duties as well as rights, 
and if those duties were neglected, the 
Legislature would soon have to take into 
account the question of how far the rights 
of property should be permitted to con- 


only get it, and they could get it but | trol and interfere with the well-being of 


for the restrictions placed on them. He | 


the nation. Why should not the owners 
of slum property be made responsible ? 
Why should they be paid extragavant 


| prices for their abominable, festering dens 
\of iniquity ? 

One reform they desired was that | 
properly constituted authorities should | 


Why should not such 
property be condemned, so that the 
owners would be glad to sell it for any- 
thing they could get? But, after all, 
what was the use of spending thousands 
of pounds in building beautiful work- 
men’s dwellings, if the places of our 
work-people, the backbone of the country, 
were to be taken by the refuse and scum 
of foreign nations? In the interests of 
the health and well-being of the nation at 
large, the standard of civilisation, pros- 
perity, and comfort should be raised to 
as high a level as possible. But, as the 
lower organism would always kill the 
higher, it was the duty of every section 


of the community to endeavour to protect. 
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and foster the highest civilisation we could 
ibly have inthe country. He cordially 
supported the Amendment. 


*Mr. FORDE RIDLEY (Bethnal 
Green, S.W.): We are all in sympathy 
with the wording of the Amendment, but I 
am surprised that the aspect of the ques- 
tion just referred to, viz., the unrestricted 


influx into this country of pauper aliens, | 


has not been more generally discussed. 
It is the key to the housing question, 
especially in the East End of London ; 
it is the cause of all the overcrowding 


and the insanitary dwellings that there | 
I agree that heroic measures are | 


exist. 
not required to deal with this question. 
To talk of the extension of the period 
for the repayment of loans, or of any 
other aspect of the case, is like pouring 
water into a barrel and leaving the bung 


is stopped. I know of cases in the 
East End where new buildings have been 
very quickly made as insanitary as any 
in the district. 


” 


area, 
London, was cleared, and, at enormous 
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to introduce a Bill shortly dealing with 


the question, and I hope the Government 


‘will also take steps to mitigate the 


national curse of this country—namely, 
that of being made the dumping-ground 
of foreign criminals, from whatever 
country they may come. 


*Mr. DUKE (Plymouth): So far as 
the practical aspect of this question is 
concerned, [ think the declaration of 
my right hon. friend will give great 
to municipal authorities 
throughout the country. The point 
which those, who have been endeavour- 
ing to bring the Housing Acts into 


| successful operation, have of late years 
been pressing on the Local Government 
| Board, is that some steps should be taken 


to render it possible to provide houses 


t, unless some measure is introduced | at such a price that they can be occupied 
+ hich this inf f forei | by the poorest classes of the community. 
ee ee P| as ee Gel impossible, and the 


chief blot on the existing system is that 


| the excellent dwellings erected by local 


cost, the County Council erected mag- 


nificent blocks of model 
aliens, who live under conditions such 
as we would not like to see our 
working classes subjected to. I hope 


something will soon be done to remedy | 
| where. 


this evil. It is growing by leaps and 
bounds. Nobody can be blind to the 
great increase in the number of foreign 
criminals constantly being brought before 
the Courts. The question is pressing 
itself to the fore, and the evil will soon 
become so rampant that measures will 
have to be taken to cure it. 
hon. Members intend to press the 
Amendment to a division, because the 


dwellings, | 
which are already nearly half full of | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


me authorities are occupied by people con- 
a great pred pera ie ' siderably higher in the social scale than 


those for whom the dwellings were 
intended. Local authorities find it 
impossible to provide houses at a rent 
which people earning 20s. or 25s. a 
week are able to pay, and consequently 
this class, when driven from their old 


‘insanitary dwellings are simply com- 


| 


pelled to create insanitary areas else- 
I do not know that the proposal 


‘of the right hon. Gentleman would 
_ remedy that, but it would be a step in the 


Iam sorry. 


Government have already appointed a | 


Commission on the question of the 


immigration of foreign paupers, and 


while that Commission is sitting, legisla- 
tion is impossible. 
Government will see that there is no 


I hope, however, the, 


undue delay in the presentation of the | 


Report of that Commission, which has 
now been sitting long enough and has 


collected sufficient evidence to arrive at, 


a conclusion. I, for one, gratefully accept 


right direction. His suggested change 
in the rate of interest will make a 
difference of about 4 per cent. on the 
cost of the loan. I think my right hon. 
friend might increase that to 1 per cent., 
and so secure an abatement of about 1s. 
per week on the rentals of cottages which 
at present are 4s. or 5s. I hope the 
Local Government Board will not insist on 
the adoption of the instalment system, 
as a condition for the extension of the 
period of repayment, because the result 
of such insistence will be to maintain the 
difficulty which is at present a barrier 
with many local authorities in the way 
of providing dwellings. 

If the right hon. Gentleman will give 
the local authorities the option of paying 


the assurance of the right hon. Gentle-| upon either of the systems at present in 
man that he will do what is necessary | force, that will be some measure of relief. 
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Owing to the burden thrown upon them 
for sewage work and sanitary undertak- 
ings, many corporations have reached 
very near the limit of their borrowing 
powers. In the borough I represent. 
this problem remains just as much un- 
solved as it has at any time during the 
last twenty years. Dwellings have been 
erected, and they have been readily 
occupied by persons who ought to be 
provided for by private enterprise. I 
hope the right hon. Gentleman will be 
able to introduce Clauses which will do 
something to deal with the present 
difficulty of getting possession of in- 
sanitary buildings, and which will reform 
such matters as those which deputations 


Housing of the 


from local authorities have drawn his 


attention to. 


Ishould like this question of housing 
put into the hands of inspectors of 
the Local Government Board dealing 
separately with this matter, who would 
be able to give practical advice to cor- 
porations as to the easiest and cheapest 
methods of bringing housing schemes 
into operation. These schemesare often 
stifled on account of the expense put upon 
them. There is the expense of numer- 


ous inquiries, costly plans, and delay; 
one obstacle after another interposes 
itself, with the result that the scheme 


does not get carried out. The right 
hon. Gentleman has at any rate one 
gentleman who has been engaged with 
conspicuous success in carrying out 
housing schemes, and who is probably 
the author of the most successful hous- 
ing scheme for the poor which is in 
operation. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man could create a sub-department, 
where local authorities would find a 
consistent course followed, to render 
assistance from time to time in dealing 
with these pract‘cal difficulties, he would 
give a most valuable token of his sym- 
pathy with the desires of local authorities 
for reform of the housing of the popula- 
tions over whom they have charge, 
Last year, in the debate which took 
place upon this subject, I said that the 
requirements of the Local Government 
Board as to housing sometimes threw a 
burden of 50 per cent. additional upon 
the cost of the scheme. I have had the 
opportunity of looking into the informa- 
tion which was then supplied to me, and 


Mr. Duke. 
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Working Classes. 


I am satisfied that I did an injustice to 
the Local Government Board. I have 
attended the deputations which waited 
upon the right hon. Gentleman, and [| 
have seen that, at any rate under the 
direction of the right hon Gentleman, 
a sympathetic attention is given to the 
requirements of local authorities, which 
gives general satisfaction to the repre. 
sentatives of those local authorities in 
the country. I have no difficulty as to 
what I shall do on this Amendment. | 
regard it as a mere attack for political 
purposes upon His Majesty’s Govern. 
ment, and therefore I shall vote against 
It. 


Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.), I think 
a great many of us sitting on this side 
of the House must have felt relieved to 
know that the omission of this question 
from His Majesty’s Speech was not 
intentional or deliberate. This proposal 
puts some of us in the position of being 
called upon tovote against an Amendment 
with the terms of which we thoroughly 
sympathise. I know that the reasons for 
voting against this Amendment are 
difficult to explain to those who do not 
understand the position. I am rather 
afraid, from the course which was pur- 
sued on a similar Amendment last year, 
that this question will be pressed to a 
division in spite of the satisfactory 
assurance which has been given by the 
Minister in charge. I think that it isa 
regrettable situation There is one 
matter upon which [ think there has 
been a decided omission. There is a 
provision for demolition and reconstruc- 
tion, but what we want is some pro 
vision for adaptation. I quite agree that 
we do not want heroic measures, for 
what we require is legislation on minor 
points. 


*Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON (Hack- 
ney, S.): Ido not think that, by altering 
the law as regards the erection of work- 
men’s dwellings or by creating better 
means of transit to crowded centres, you 
will ever be able to remedy the congestion 
of the population in big towns. The 
only remedy which will be effective is one 
which lies with private enterprise, and 
that remedy is the removal of factories 
from the centre of towns more or less to 
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ment standing in my name, in order to 


draw attention to the urgent necessity 


commercial 


for taking adequate measures for the 
safeguarding and promotion of British 


and political interests in 


W.R., Barnsley’: I risetomovetheAmend- China, and also in Persia. The necessity 
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for more vigorous action on the part of 
His Majesty’s Government in upholding 
the commercial interests of the British 
Empire in China, is clearly shown by the 
recent statistical commercial report con- 
cerning the trade of China which we 
have received. As compared with 1896, 
the total foreign trade of China 
in the year 1901 showed an _ in- 
crease of about £9,000,000, and, not- 
withstanding this fact, we find that 
British trade im 1901, as compared 
with 1896, showed a diminution of no 
less than 16 per cent. Then again, as 
regards tonnage, the carrying trade in 
connection with China amounted to 
48,500,000 tons; but whereas. in 
1896 the British proportion of the 
carrying trade amounted to no less than 
65 per cent., in 1901 it had gone down 
to 53 per cent.—a diminution of 12 per 
cent. This is still more serious when 
we have regard to the fact that whilst 
we in our carrying trade in the far East 
are losing ground on the one hand, Ger- 
many has between 1896 and 1901 had an 
increase of 10 percent., and Japan an 
increase of 9 per cent. I think these 
figures clearly show that there does 


exist great necessity for taking vigorous 
measures for the upholding and the 
promotion of our commercial interests 
in China. 


There has recently been concluded 
a new commercial treaty between 
Great Britain and China, and on the 
whole one is bound to say that if that 
treaty comes into force, and is reason- 
ably carried out, it will prove to be a 
considerable step in advance as compared 
with the Treaty of Tientsin under which 
we have been previously trading in China. 
But in connection with the new com. 
mercial treaty there are two or three 
considerations which I would like to put 
before the House, and on which possibly 
the noble Lord, the Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs, may be able to give us 
some further information. Under the 
existing Treaty as amended by the 
Protocol of last year, the 5 per cent. ad 
valorem duty on imports was increased 
to 124 per cent. by a 74 per cent. sur- 
tax, which duty was also to be charged 
on goods crossing the land frontiers. 
The Likin under the new treaty is to be 
abolished. Well, we can all hail that 
news with satisfaction, though some of 


{18 FEBRUARY 1903} 


‘of the new treaty. 


in China and Persia. 206 
us may have some doubts as to whether 
in reality that will be by any means 
wholly carried out. It may be that no 
Likin under that name will be levied, 
but there is a fear—and it is to this 
point that I draw the attention of the 
Government—that when we find that 
the Chinese Government still retain the 
tight to tax salt and opium, and also to 
levy what is termed in the treaty, a 
“consumption tax,” throughout China, 
on all goods consumed of Chinese origin, 
and that they will continue to have native 
custom houses, there is great danger that 
by this machinery the duty will still be 
levied on foreign goods imported into 
China. Iam in doubt whether the provi- 
sions of the treaty will prevent such illegal 
charges. The treaty provides that such 
cases shall be remitted to a tribunal 
consisting of a British officer, an official 
of the Imperial Maritime Customs, and 
an official of the Chinese Government. 
My own personal opinion, whatever it may 
be worth, is that we should have had a 
stronger guarantee for the carrying out 
We know that the 
not been 


Treaty of Tientsin has 


|carried out, and that in addition to 


! 


the 74 per cent. which was to be the 
maximum duty, there have been squeezes 
extorted from all those transmitting 
goods in the country, and that they 
have had to pay much more than the 
treaty allowed. The greatest possible 
vigilance should be exercised to secure 
the proper carrying out of the provisions 
of the treaty, and I am of opinion that 
we should have made the payment of the 
surtax of 74 per cent. conditional on 
the effective carrying out of the provisions 
of the treaty.’ 


Now, this treaty, good though it is in 
many respects, will not come into 
operation until assent has been given 
to it by all the other Powers enjoy- 
ing the Most-Favoured-Nation  treat- 
ment in connection with trade in 
China. In any case it will not come into 
force unti] January 1904 ; and I should 
like the noble Lord the Under Secretary 
to tell us if His Majesty’s Government 
are aware whether any of these Powers 
have, up to the present, given their assent 
to that treaty, and will fall into line in 
this matter. The position we stand in is 
this, that we have agreed to give the 
Chinese 124 per cent, on goods im- 
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ported into that country. That is a 
great advantage to China, but the danger 


is that whenever other Powers are ap-' 


proached by them seeking their assent to 
this treaty, some of them will endeavour 
to extort from China concessions on con- 


dition of their giving that consent. Now, | 


I am quite aware that the treaty con- 
tains a provision which sets forth that no 
commercial or political concession shall be 
given by China to any other foreign 


Power as a condition of assent to the, 


treaty ; but we know from experience 


how often things are done behind our. 


backs, quite contrary to the understand- 
ing arrived at. However, I am bound to 
say that this treaty does bear evidence 
of an enormous amount of thought, time, 
and care expended on its negotiation, and 
I think we may congratulate the Foreign 
Office and the gentlemen associated with 
them in getting through the treaty in so 
favourable a form. The only question is 
as to whether it will ever come into 
force, and whether adequate measures 
are taken that its ‘provisions will be 
honestly carried out. 


We were told that in 1898 an agree- 
ment had been arrived at under 
which British ships would be able to 
carry British goods to every riverside 
town on the great inland waterways. 
We know that that has been an abso- 
lutely dead letter. I am glad to seea 
certain amount of redress has been ob- 
tained by a provision for opening five 
new Treaty ports. Steamers are to be 
allowed to take in cargo and passengers 
at certain of the ports on the Yang-tze 
and West rivers; and there is also a pro- 
vision that obstructions to navigation 
shall be removed in the Canton river, 
and that the harbour of Canton shall be 
improved. No provision, however, has 
been made in regard to the removal of 
obstructions in the waterway of the Yang- 
tze, leading up to Chung-King. I am 
glad to see that the improvement of 
the Whang-po is to be under the super- 
vision of an International Board, for 
we have had experience in the north 
of China, on various rivers, that these 
improvements have not been sufficiently 
carried out. Another great advantage 
of the new treaty, on which I congratu- 
late the Government, is that they have 


secured that the same duties shall be. 


levied on junks and steamers; and in 
addition to that, we have also the right 


Mr. Joseph Walton. 
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to introduce the best appliances for haul- 
ing our steamers up the rapids on the 
Yang-tze river. Altogether in the 
negotiation in regard to the navigation 
of the inland waterways, certain progress 
has been made. On the whole, I trust 
that the Under Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs will be able to reassure us as to 
the likelihood of this treaty coming into 
force, and that His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment will exercise all vigilance to see 
that its provisions are carried out. By 
the treaty the revenues of the pro- 
vincial governments are taken away, 
although there is a provision of some 
sort to secure to them a share of the 
sur-tax equal to the revenues they 
have hitherto been receiving. That pro- 
vision, however, seems to me to be a 
little too vague; it is not sufficiently 
definite, and it is simply to be found in 
letters appended to the treaty, and not 
in the body of it. I hope the noble Lord 
will be able to give us some assurance on 
that point. 


Turning to the question of British 
trade in China, I wish to refer to 
railways. We have been told in this 
House, and through the Government 
documents, that British concessionaires 
had secured concessions to the extent of 
2,800 miles of railway. Now, China, 
the greatest and richest Empire on earth, 
is for the first time, being supplied with 
a system of railways. But what is the 
position today so far as British investors 
and manufacturers are concerned? Go 
where you like in China, Russians, 
French, Germans, and Belgians are busily 
engaged in laying down railways, the whole 
of the railway material and rolling stock 
for which must be drawn from the 
countries of the concessionaires, to the 
exclusion of British manufacturers. And 
not a single mile of the 2,800 miles of 
railway granted to British concessionaires 
has yet been finally ratified, although I 
am glad to know that one or two con- 
cessions appear to be in a fair way to be 
ratified. I think that the British manu- 
facturers and investors must feel that, 
somehow or other, they do not receive 
from the British Government the same 
support that the Russians, Germans, 
Belgians, and French receive from their 
Governments in securing their conces- 
sions, and in carrying through their 
railway enterprises. At any rate, no 
one can deny that it is a most unfor- 
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tunate, most disappointing, and most 
unsatisfactory position for this country, 
which had always been ahead of all 
other countries in the world in rail- 
way enterprise, and which had now 
practically no share or lot in the. 
matter. Another point in connection 
with the railways is that we have not 
had any assurance ot a definite character 
that all nations shall enjoy the same rights 
and privileges in regard to railway rates. 
The ex-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs had pointed out the importance 
of it in his communications with China ; 
but the question is, how far has any 
agreement been arrived at, and, if an 
agreement has not been reached, is it 
being sought for at the present moment ? 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY For 
FOREIGN ArFAIRS (Lord Cran- 
BORNE, Rochester): It is in the Treaty 
of Tientsin. 


*Mr. J. WALTON: I should much 
rather it were included in the new 
treaty, and brought up to date and ex- 
pressed in a form that would be more 
applicable to present conditions than is 
the antiquated Treaty of Tientsin. The 


very fact that it is in the Tientsin 
Treaty shows that it ought to have en- 
gaged the attention of the Government 
in negotiating the new treaty, which, I 
imagine, supersedes the Treaty of Tien- 
tsin. The danger is that this provision 
may fall to the ground. Then there is 
the question of hindering our commerce 
with China by having imposed on that 
country too heavy burdens in the shape 
of indemnities. I am bound to say that 
the Government in their despatches have 
shown that they did not wish to press too 
hardly on China; it is an unforuntate 
circumstance, however, that what the 
Chinese nation is feeling so much now is 
the great fall in the price of silver, so 
that instead of 450,000,000 taels being 
sufficient to pay off the indemnity, it 
means at least a third more, a result 
of the fall of the tael from 3s. to 2s. 3d. 
since the Protocol was signed. The 
Chinese asked that they should not be 
Tequired to pay more than 450,000,000 
taels. I find from the Blue-book that 
the German Government understood 
that the bonds, together with the Sink- 
ing Fund and interest, were to be ex- 
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pressed in taels, whereas the British 
Government said that the bonds should 
be expressed in sterling, reckoning the 
tael at 3s. The British Government 
knew perfectly well that the demands 
of some of the Powers were extravagant, 
and they were anxious that the burden 
should press as lightly as possible on 
China. Therefore, in view of the fact 
that the Government adheres to the 
bonds being expressed in sterling, I 
would urge that there should be some 
abatement in the terms. 


I wish to know whether Shanghai has 
been evacuated by all the Foreign 
Powers ; also whether the noble Lord can 
give us any information as to the im- 
portant question of the arrest of Chinese 
in the International Settlement on a 
warrant issued by the French, counter- 
signed only by the senior Consul, 
and without a primé fucie case having 
been made out before a mixed court in 
the International Settlement. I should 
be glad to know whether a settlement 
has been arrived at in this matter, be- 
cause it is manifestly unsatisfactory. 
The French would not tolerate for a 
moment the entrance into their settle- 
ment of police officers to arrest Chinese, 
and we should not tolerate it either. 
There are 250,000 Chinese living in our 
Shanghai International Settlement, and 
they should not be subject to arrest 
without proper examination of the 
charges against them. Then | would 
ask the noble Lord if he can give 
us any further information with 
reference to the situation at Niuch- 
wang. Has it been handed back to 
Chinese administration, and are the 
Customs being collected by the Imperial 
Maritime Customs officers? I should 
wish to know whether there is any 
foundation to the statement that Russia 
has demanded, and has insisted upon, the 
appointment of a Russian officer to collect 
the duties at Niuchwang Custom House. 
Niuchwang is a treaty port in which 
Russia has no greater right than the 
British or any other Power. 


Returning to Shanghai, and to the 
conditions under which it was evacuated, 
we have another proof of the. unde- 
sirability of acting too much, at any 
rate, in concert with Germany in Chinese 
affairs. The history of our association 
with Germany in the far East is a most 
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unfortunate one. To have our troops | we treated Germans in regard to Shang 
under the command of a German General | Tung, as well as admitting her to equal 
after we had opened up China to trade, | rights and privileges in the Yang-tse 
and after we had been the predominant | region, her statesmen should have 
trader there for generations, was, to say | thought it fit or necessary to extort an 
the least of it, not satisfactory to | undertaking of this nature behind our 
British feelings and British patriotism. | packs from the Chinese Government, 


As an Englishman, [ felt ashamed) [ny connection with the evacuation of 
to be allied with the Germans, and to | Shanghai, it was very satisfactory to 


have to stand by and see marauding | 


British interests in China and Persia, 





| 


expeditions in Northern China which 
destroyed villages withoutany provocation 
whatever. But the history of our associa- 
tion with Germany in China is further 
unsatisfactory in this respect, that when 
we concluded the Anglo-German Agree- 
ment we foolishly, as I think, not only 
recognised her priority of right in Shang- 
tung, but we admitted her to equal rights 
with ourselvesin the Yang-tseregion, which 
was regarded as our special sphere. The 
Germans, indeed, call this Agreement the 
Yangtse Agreement, but, notwithstandin 
the fact that they had this clear pe 
definite Agreement with us admitting 
them to equal rights and privileges in the 
Yangtse region, they thought it necessary 
to £° behind our backs and get another 
undertaking from the Chinese, which was 
certainly directed against British interests, 
if it were specially directed against any 
interests at all. Under that undertaking 
China was— 


“ Not to grant to any Power special advan- | 


tages of a political, maritime, military or 
economic nature, nor to allow the cccupation 
of any other points commanding the river, 
either above or below Shanghai.” 


To this our Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs most properly replied— 


“The British Government's objection was 
that it was an arrangement which would affect 
not only the economic, but also the political, 
military and maritime conditions of the region 
concerned, and it would be binding only upon a 
limited number of Powers and restricted in its 
operation to a portion only of the’ Chinese 
Dominions.” 

Subsequently the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs stated that we would not 
regard ourselves as in any way bound by 
that arrangement, but unfortunately it 
still remains a fact that that undertaking 
has been given by China to Germany, 
and if China does not observe is Germany 
will call her to account for any breach 
of it. Therefore, whether we regard 
ourselves as bound by it in any way or 
not, it remains. It is most unsatis- 
factory that after the manner in which 


Mr. Joseph Walton, 


note that our Japanese allies gave us 
| most cordial and complete support in 
| the objections which we raised. The 
| only other point to which I will refer in 


| connection with China has reference to 
|Southern China and to piracy on the 
West River and Cantonese waters. It 
| appears to me, from all the information 
that I have received, that a complete 
patrol by gunboats is required in thee 
waterways. There is still a great deal of 
| piracy, and my information is that 
|our French neighbours are extremely 
| busy in promoting, extending, and 
making their influence felt in that 
part of the Chinese Empire. We admit 
freely that the French have equal rights 
and privileges with ourselves in Southern 
| China, but, having regard to the import- 
| ance of our trade and our long associa- 
| tion with that part of China, and to our 
having for generations practically 
policed these waters, I do not think that 
| the House will agree that the Govern- 
ment should relinquish their position or 
cease to play the part they have payed 
in the past in ensuring the observance 
of law and order in China. With refer- 
ence to Manchuria, the noble Lord in 
previous debates read extracts from 
speeches and despatches leading the 
House to understand that the evacuation 
of Manchuria by Russia would be com- 
plete, and that its administration would 
be handed back to the Chinese as it 
existed before the occupation. Well, 
an agreement was arrived at between 
Russia and China, but what do we 
find from the latest reports to hand? 
That although the Russian troops have 
been moved from the location they were 
in a short time ago, there are to be found 
today, along the railway which Russia 
has built in Manchuria, not the small 
number of railway guards which their 
Agreement provided they should have, 
but in all probability 30,000 Russian 
troops. We find that the Chinese arsenals 
have been despoiled of their guns, and 











213 British interests {18 FepruarRy 1903} in China and Persia. 214 


that all the war material and ammunition ; some further statistics. During the first 
has been taken away from them, and that | eight months of 1901 our exports from 
the Chinese are not allowed by Russia to England to Persia amounted to £700,000, 
have a larger number of Chinese troops | but in the first eight months of the 
in Manchuria than Russia sanctions. | following year, 1902, they amounted to 
What does this amount to? To this: that | only £423,000. One Manchester firm 
Russia today is in complete and effective reports a diminution of no less than 
military occupation of the whole of 80 per cent. in the course of a few years, 


Manchuria, and that the idea of its being | 
returned to Chinese administration as it | 
was before has neither been fulfilled, nor | 
appears likely to be fulfilled. The last 
communication that we have in the Blue- 
book is to the effect that Russia adhered 
unswervingly to her intention, as fairly 
and frankly declared, to withdraw the 
troops of occupation, and to restore the 
province to its position as soon as the 
state of affairs in Peking and the normal 
condition of China would permit. I am 
afraid that the normal condition of China 
will be very long delayed, and, in fact, is 
never likely to arrive. But the question 
of importance to us asa nation is how 
far our treaty, commercial rights and 
privileges are going to be upheld through- 
out Manchuria, and whether any steps 
have been taken by the Government to 
protect them. Iam sorry to have had to 


detain the House by asking for this in- 
formation with regard to China, but some 


of the questions, at any rate, to which I 
have referred the House will feel are of 
very considerable importance. 

I am interested in upholding and ex- 
tending the trade of the British Empire. 
The same applies to what I shall have to 
say as to British interests in Persia. The 
fact is that British trade is diminishing 
rapidly in Persia. In 1889 Lord Curzon 
estimated that British trade in Persia 
amounted to £3,000,000 a year, as com- 








although they have made every effort to 
retain it. ‘ 

With regard to our political relations 
with Persia and our ancient prestige there, 
it is a matter for regret that our prestige 
and influence in Persia to-day has dimin- 
ished enormously as compared with what 
it was in the past. Yet Persia is a 
country capable of being greatly deve- 
toped. In the past its ancient cities, like 
Persepolis and Isfahan, had 1,000,000 
iniabitants each, and we cannot forget 
that these regions only require irrigation, 
and that if that were applied there are 
potentialities of wealth in them that would 
astonish us, and would afford room for an 
enormous development of trade. The 
traditional policy of this country with 
regard to Persia is to preserve the in- 
tegrity and independence of that country. 
We ask for and wish to have no preferen- 
tial privilegesandrightsinPersia. Weonly 
desire to have the open door maintained, 
with equal rights to trade there under the 
most-favoured-nation Clause; but unfortu- 
nately we are handicapped in our trade 
with Persia. 

We did a large trade with North Persia 
formerly, but after the Treaty of Berlin 
Russia practically strangled our trade by 
enforcing large import duties on British 
goods passing through Russia for sale in 
Persia. She has closed the Caspian Sea 
to all ships who do not fly the Russian flag, 


pared with Russian'trade £2,000,000. But | though we have, on the other hand, in that 
the last estimates we had, the estimates of | other practically inland sea, the Persian 
1900-01, more than reversed the position, | Gulf, done police work, and yet given all 
because we find that Russian srade has other nations an equal opportunity to 
gone up from £2,000,000 to £4,500,000, | trade there along with us. But the result 
and British trade has gone down from | of Russia closing the Caspian Sea to the 
£3,000,000 to £2,000,000. That is to flags of other nations, and the imposition 
say, Russian trade has increased 125 per | of laws import duties on goods passing 
cent., and British trade has decreased by | through her territories for sale in northern 
33 percent. That is a most unsatisfactory | Persia, has heen that we have lost our trade 
situation for British traders to haveto face. | in northern Persia. Russia has gained 
After all, many ‘millions of the people of | trade not only in this way, but also by 
this country depend upon our foreign | giving bounties upon goods sold by 
trade for a livelihood, and if we have Russian subjects in Persia, and giving 
a dwindling trade in China, Persia, | facilities on her railways, ete., for the 
and other places, it is no wonder that | carriage of Russian merchandise for sale 
we have unemployed who cannot get |in Persia. She also, as the noble Lord 
work to do. The Economist gives | knows, has built, at a cost of nearly 
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half a million, three great highways 
down into the north of Persia to facili- 
tate trade. Those roads have not been 
built by private enterprise ; to a large 
extent the cost has been borne by the 
Russian Government. What has been 
the result of this policy? That our trade 
has diminished. 


I do not wish to point out how our 


trade has diminished without endeavour- | 


ing to show also how in the future 
our trade may be maintained. 


As the Russian 


employed these means in Northern 


Persia, so I would urge the importance 


of the Indian Government, or the 


British Government, employing the same 


means to promote British trade in 
Southern Persia. Regard should be had 
to the position of Persia in relation to 
India, that it lies on the borders of 
India to a large extent, and that its 
seaboard is adjacent to the seaboard of 
Inda. By our supineness in not taking 
up a proper commercial position in 
South Persia we shall soon be within 
measurable distance of finding Russia 
also dominant on the Persian Gulf. 
First, by a commercial harbour soon to 
be turned into a naval base and connected 
by railway with the Russian Empire. 
What would then be the position of 
our Indian Empire? We have always 
considered that India was virtually 
protected by the Great North-Western 
mountainous frontier, but with Russia 
on the Persian Gulf they would have 
turned the flank of our North-Western 
mountainous frontier, and the natives of 
India would have to find millions of 
money for increased defensive forces. 
We are the trustees of that Empire, and 
the problem of safeguarding it is one of 
the first importance, and one to which the 
Government ought toaddress themselves 
without a day’s delay. No doubt the 
Government may say we are not prepared 
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| the impecunious Government of Persia 
| handed over to the Russians. We are 
| told that the security for the loan wag 
| not satisfactory, but Persia has since ob- 
| tained another loan of one and a quarter 
' millionsfrom Russia, and two-thirds of the 
Customs receipts cover both interest 
and redemption of principal on both 
| loans. 

And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the debate stood adjourned till 
this Evening’s Sitting. 


Government has | 


EVENING SITTING. 


KING'S SPEECH (MOTION FOR AN 
ADDRESS.) 


Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Main Question [17th Febru- 
ary], ‘‘ That an humble Address be pre- 
sented to His Majesty, as followeth :— 


“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 

‘*“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful 
and loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
leave to offer our humble thanks to Your 
Majesty for the Gracious Speech which 

‘Your Majesty has addressed to both 
Houses of Parliament.” —(Jr Gretton.) 


Main Question again proposed : Debate 
resumed. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON : When the 
House ad ourned I was referring to the 
necessity of safeguarding our Indian 
Empire by taking adequate means for 
upholding the integrity and indepen- 
dence of Persia. And in this relation, 
having regard to the much greater im- 
_portance to our Indian Empire of the 
| Persian question, it seems to me it 
might be by no means undesirable that 


to risk money in foreign countries; but | the affairs of Persia should be undertaken 
what about the Indian Government? Will rather by the Government of India than 
any one tell me that when the British and by the Foreign Office of this country, 
Indian Governments refused to guarantee partly because of the nearness of Persia 
the two and a-half million loan to Persiain | to India, and therefore India would havea 
1900 they were not committing a suicidal much better knowledge of everythingthat 
act with regard to the commercial and | was happening in Persia than it was pos- 
political interests of this country and of | sible for the British Foreign Office to have. 
India? The Government of India had| With regard to the question of British 
better have guaranteed ten times wo) interests in Persia and the Persian Gulf, 
and a half millions than have had/ it was with satisfaction that I heard the 


Mr. Joseph Walton. 
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noble Lord the Under Secretary last 


January say, as an announcement of the | 


policy of the Government— 


“Phere is no change in the attitude main- | 


tained by the British Government in the affairs 
of the Persian Gulf. Our position ia the 
Persian Gulf, both commercially and politically, 


Majesty’s Government had always considered 
that the ascendancy of Great Britain in the 
Persian Gulf was the foundation of British 
policy. This was not merely a statement of 
theory ; it was a statement of fact. Our trade 
interests there far exceeded those of any other 
couatry. Our recogaised maritime supremacy 
secured our political ascendancy.” 

And I am glad to be able to 
quote another high authority as to the 
importance of our maintaining our 
ascendancy, and that is our present Viceroy 
of India, who wrote in 18392 :— 

“T should regard the concession of a port 
upon the Persian Gulf to Russia by any Power 
as a deliberate insult to Great Britain, as a 
wanton rupture of the status-quo, and as an 
intentional provocation to war; and I should 
impeach the British Minister, who was guilty 
of acyuiescing in such a surrender as a traitor 
to his country.” 

I am glad to say the noble Lord the 
Under Secretary of State, after his state- 
ment of last January which I read to the 
House, will stand in little danger of impeach- 
ment by the Viceroy of India in this matter. 
But the question we have seriously to 
consider is, how we are to maintain our 
commercial position in Southern Persia, 
and to maintain the status quo 
throughout Persia? With regard to our 
commercial interest in Southern Persia, I 
am glad to find they are in a more 
favourable position than in Northern 
Persia. The predominance of British 
ships in the Persian Gulf in 1900 was that 
of 766,000 tons out of a total tonnage 
of 960,000, or 90 per cent.; but weare 
threatened with rivalry and competition 
on the part of Russia. She has agreed 
to subsidise a line of steamers from 
Russia to the Persian Gulf, in order to 
develop her trade there. The system of 
bounties to steamers is, of course, objec- 
tionable to us, but we have to face the 


fact of this increased and keen competi- | 


tion on the part of Russia. 


To promote British trade in South 
Persia, it appears to me necessary for the 


British or Indian Government to take | 
precisely the same steps asthe Russian | 
Government have taken in the North. | 
The British or Indian Government | 
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should assist British enterprise by the 
construction of roads from the Persian 
Gulf up into Southern Persia in order 
to develop British trade. One route 
requiring improvement is by the Karun 
River, and from Ahwaz, via the Bakhtiari 


one was of a very special character and His | country to Ispahan, and another should 


‘be made from Baadar Abbas via Yezd 


and Kerman to Ispahan, and another 
from Kum to Ispahan, with connecting 
roads from Kermanshah and Sultanabad. 
There should be from the Foreign Office 


/or the Indian Government some sub- 


sidies given for this purpose. A nominal 
subsidy is given to one trade route, but 
I think it would have been much better 
had advantage been taken of the pres- 
ence of the Shah in this country to 
present him with the Garter, and the 
expense of the Mission sent to Persia for 
that purpose could these have been 
devoted to facilitating our Persian trade. 
It is a matter of satisfaction that the 
Quetta-Nushki railway is already under 
construction. A keen interest is taken 
by the Viceroy of India in the develop- 
ment of that route. The trade there 
has developed most satisfactorily. In 
five and a half years it has risen from 
five lacs to sixteen lacs a year, and I 
should be glad to know from the 
Under Secretary that the interference 
by Russians with British caravans 
going by the Quetta-Nushki route 
to Persia has ceased, and that there 
is now no hindrance to the free trade of 
our Indian subjects, on that route. In 
addition to obtaining the necessary con- 
cessions from Persia for the construction 
of these roads, there should undoubtedly 
be obtained the right to construct rail- 
ways along the line of these commercial 
highways. 


One most objectionable feature in 
connection with the Persian siguation 
today is the fact that in connection 
with the loans which Russia has 


'made to Persia, she has imposed condi- 


tions which are unfair and unequal, as 
affecting other nations. As a condition 
of her loans, she has compelled Persia to. 
bind herself not to borrow money from 
any foreign Power until 1912. The 
security for the Russian loans expressly 
excepts the inclusion of Customs receipts 
at Persian Gulf Ports and Faristan, I 
hold that Russia, being a party along 
with us to repeated declarations of our 
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respective policies, and those policies 
being identical—namely, that the integrity 
and independence of Persia should be 
,maintained, we should not tolerate any 
interference on Russia’s part with the 
right of British banks and British sub- 
jects to make a loan to Persia on the 
security of the Customs receipts that are 
not pledged to Russia. 


Russia has also debarred Persia from 
granting concessions for building railways 
until 1912, and the reason of her doing 
so is obvious. She is engaged with her 
great Trans-Caspian Railway, and it is 
not convenient at present to push rail- 
ways in Persia, and, therefore, she has 
debarred Persia from granting any con- 
cessions. But I hold we have an equal 
right with Russia to lay railways in 
Persia, and we ought not to be bound by 
any conditions imposed by Russia when 
making a loan which will prevent our 
doing so. We should maintain for this 
Empire rights to build roads or lay 
down railways in Persia equal to those 
enjoyed by any other Power. Reverting 
now to the new commercial treaty made 
between Russia and Persia; we are 
now trading under the Most-Favoured- 
Nation clause with Persia, but under 
the new treaty between Russia and 
Persia there has been an attempt to 
impose higher import duties on products 
coming from the British Empire than on 
products sent from Russia. Every nation 
now paysa5 per cent. ad valorem duty 
on imports into Persia, but in the case of 
tea we find under the new treaty a duty 
of 100 per cent. is fixed. On Manchester 
cotton goods the import duty has been 
raised 4 per cent. I do not know whether 
His Majesty’s Government has yet received 
a copy of the Treaty, but if they have, I 
hope the House will be informed to-night 
how far it operates against our trade and 
in favqur of Russian trade. The bulk 
of the tea which goes to Persia comes 
from the British Empire, and such an 
increase must greatly cripple our trade 
with Persia in tea. I hope we shall have 
from the noble Lord to-night a satisfactory 
statement that British trade will be pro- 
tected, and that we shall not only enjoy the 
Most-Favoured-Nation terms, but that we 
shall not be subjected to additional im- 
port duties on products we send to 
Persia as compared with those levied, our 
products sent by other nations. I raised 
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the Government made a sympathetic reply 
on that occasion. I then had the honour 
to have my Amendment seconded by the 
noble Lord the Under Secretary for India, 
and I can only hope that now, when in 
office, he may hold the same open and 
enlightened views he held then ; and that 
we shall have from him great assistance 
in upholding British interests in Persia. 
What I have to complain of is that 
words have not been followed by deeds. 
Although the Under Secretary of State’s 
statements have given satisfaction, they 
have not been followed by any action on 
the part of the Government. I should 
desire to have to-night from the noble 
Lord some assurance that the Govern- 
ment’s policy is to be an active policy, 
though not of an aggressive character ; a 
policy of firmly promoting and up- 
holding British commercial and _ political 
interests by the insistence upon our full 
political and commercial rights. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid): 
In rising to second the Amendment 
moved by my hon. friend,I only desire to 
say a tew words. I think he has done 
good service in bringing to the notice of 
the House the affairs of these countries, 
So far as the Amendment is concerned, 
it is one with which the House will cor- 
dially agree, though probably great 
difference of opinion will arise as to what 
is the best method of promoting our in- 
terests in these countries. Hitherto we 
find there has been a tendency on the part 
of the Government to try and make 
political capital out of some of these events 
with regard to China. This was 
apparent when Russia got possession 
of Port Arthur. There was no need 
to make any apology for allowing 
Russia to take possession of Port 
Arthur. It is what we should have 
done, in spite of all resistance, if we 
had made a railway down to it of our 
own; but the Government then told 
us that, in order to equalise the matter, 
they had acquired Wei-hai-wei, which 
we were told was a much superior 
place. Now we find, after all the money 
that has been spent upon it, it is of 
no use, but is merely a health resort. 
It is injudicious to try and make 
political capital out of these matters, 
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because if Russia thought we had the 
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better of her she also would strivefor more. 
When Russia got hold of Port Arthur 
we are told that we ought to rejoice be- 
cause the British Government had 
secured a sphere of influence in the 
Yang-tze Valley. But not long after- 
wards the Government came down and 


sid that the Yang-tze Valley was to be. 


the ‘“‘open door,” and that the United 
States and Germany had agreed to it. 
That means that we have no advantage 
whatever. Of course the United States 
and Germany would agree to the open 


door, because we have everything to | 


lose, and they have everything to gain 
by it. 

How has the matter worked with 
regard to Shanghai? At one time 


there was a little difficulty about the | 


landing of troops. The House has not 
sufficiently considered that Shanghai is 
not a British port at all. It isa treaty 


port, and every other nation has the_ 


same right there as we have. Con- 
sequently, when we landed troops at 
Shanghai for the protection of British 
interests, Germany, Japan, and every 
other country landed troops also, and 
they were only withdrawn on the con- 
dition that the Chinese Government 


should not grant any special advantages 
to this country. German trade in the 
Yang-tze Valley has increased from 2 
per cent. to 17 per cent. of the total, 
while ours has correspondingly fallen, 
while everybody knows the enormous 


advance the Germans have made in 
Shanghai. Military prestige is very 
important in China, but where were our 
forces at the time of the insurrection ? 
We had to apply to India for Indian 
troops, and even then we were at the 


bottom of the scale as regards numbers. | 


Now that the British Army is relieved, 


the Government should take care that | 


nothing is done to lower our military 
prestige in these quarters. It is all very 
well to talk about pressure being brought 
to bear on the Chinese Government. 
It is undoubtedly a weak Government, 
but it is to the interest of the European 


Powers to keep up its prestige, because | 
/competition, I do not see what the 
| Government can do to restore prosperity 
‘to men who throw it away them- 
‘selves. The activity of the Germans will 


you have at any rate a Government 
With which you can deal. 

The missionaries are the great difficulty 
with regard to disturbances in China. The 
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religion in China. The lives of mission- 
aries would be as safe there as anywhere 
in the world, were it not for the fact that 
they take the part of their supposed con- 
verts in regard to their relations with the 
civil power, and interfere in matters 
which really concern the civil govern- 
ment, and thereby come into collision 
with the authorities. I hope the 
Under Secretary of State will take this 
matter into consideration, and that the 
Government will instruct the mission- 
aries to restrict themselves to matters of 
religion, and not to interven: in the 
matter of civil rights. You cannot turn 
Russia out of Manchuria. Past events. 
have shown that such a thing as a rising is 
possible in China, and Russia is justified, 
in putting an armed force there to pro- 
tect her railways. She will probably be 
as unwilling to leave Manchuria as we 
Russia cannot 
annex Manchuria ; the population would 
be sufficient to prevent her conquering 
by force ; but she may make Manchuria 


| prosperous, and thereby acquire such an 


influence over the people as to give her a 


| great holds As to Niuchwang, that port 


is doomed. It was of importance before 
the construction of the Manchurian 
railway, but it is of little importance now. 

The Government should awaken to 
the importance of having a_ speedier 
communication with China by the sea 
route. The mail route by the Siberian 
railway will probably reach Peking in 


| fourteen days, and Shanghai in eighteen, 


and if we are to maintain our position, 


it is necessary that we should do all we 


can to quicken the means of communica- 
tion. We know that British shipowners 


| enter into rings and combinations, so that 


the Government will have to ensure not 
only a speedy route, but also that the 
rates are not excessive, and that foreign 
enterprise is not allowed to beat us. I 
am not surprised at the success of 
Germany. The German ships are the 
fastest on the station, and the best 
equipped ; they are always full, while the 
P. & O. boats are about one-third full. 
If we lose our prestige in commercial 


Chinese have no objection whatever to | have its reward, and, so far as the 


missionaries preaching the Christian 


German subsidies are concerned, [ think 
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they are an immense advantage to this 
country, becausethey ensure usagainst the 
high rates charged by British shipowners. 
I beg to second the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed—at the end of 
the Question to add the words : 


‘‘And we humbly represent to Your 


Majesty that it is essential that adequate | 
measures should be taken for the aie 
liti: 


and promotion of the commercial and 
interests of the British Empire in both China 
and Persia.” —(Mr. Joseph Walton.) 


Question proposed, ‘That those words | 


be there added.” 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) | 


said the history of China was extremely | 
discreditable to this country, but much 
more discreditable to her allies, especially 
to Germany. In China, as elsewhere 
during the last forty years, Germany had 
been the disturber of the peace, and he 
should have thought that our experience 
there would have taught us never again to | 
have anything to do with Germany. That | 
lesson, however, had not been learnt, and 
we had entered into another adventure 


with that Power, with even more doubt- 
As to Wei-hai-Wei, that had | 
been admitted to bea little mistake, made | 


ful results. 


by the present Prime Minister during his 


apprenticeship to foreign affairs in the | 


absence of Lord Salisbury ; the mistake 


had been redressed as far as it could be | 
by giving up the pretence of a naval | 


station, and the sooner it was forgotten 
the better. 
of the utmost importance to this country 
so long as we held India. Lord Curzon, 
with that amiable appreciation of every- 
body which always distinguished him, in 


his book Problems of the Far East, had | 


‘descanted on the absolute ignorance and 
incapacity of the House of Commons in 
regard to foreign affairs. But Lord 
Curzon had learnt many things since he 
went to India; he had learnt that the 
forward policy was a bad one, and would 
probably be ready to acknowledge now 


that the calling of attention in the House | 


of Commons to matters connected with 


Persia was not wholly without advan- | 


tage. Since Lord Curzon went to India | 
tremendous changes had taken place in 
and about Persia, and it needed only a 
look at the map to realise the great | 
importance of Persia to India. 

Persia had always been one of the most | 
interesting countries of the East. She had | 


Mr. Caldwell. 


{COMMONS} 


| and retain “ influence.” 
,all sorts of things; in Persia especially 
it meant money; in short, it meant 


The question of Persia was | 
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| produced some of the greatest poets, someof 
| the finest works of art, and some of the 
| most marvellous manufactures of the 

but she had now reached that stage of 
| decadence that her importance lay rather 
| from the ay than the artistic point 
| of view. The importance of maintaining 
the independence and integrity of Persia 
'had always been recognised. He stil] 
believed that as long as England main- 
| tained her predominance at sea she would 
always be more powerful in Persia than 
any other country. The heart of Persia 
could be got at through the Persian Gulf, 
and as long as we held the Arabian Sea, 
'and had access to the Persian (tulf, if it 
came to a question of force, we should 
always be the “upper dog” in Persia, 
But in Persia it was particularly im- 
portant that meantime we should obtain 
Influence meant 


all that was summed up in the word 
“prestige.” The House of Commons 
and the country had somehow been led 
to believe that England and Russia had 
| an engagement to maintain the integrity 
and independence of Persia. That was 
not the case. No agreement, no en- 
'gagement to that effect, existed. The 
only thing that existed was the ex- 
pression, on the part of Russia, of “a 
sincere desire to maintain the independ- 
ence and integrity of Persia.” That 
desire was expressed in i834, and 
nothing else or more, nor had anything 
else or more been expressed by Russia 
since then. It was true that, in 1888, 
Lord Salisbury did speak of an “en- 
gagement,” but there was no such 
engagement, and what could have 
induced Lord Salisbury so to charac- 
| terise the expression of a desire, he could 
not imagine. There was no treaty or con- 
ventional engagement whatever for the 
independence and integrity of Persia. 
That country had been, and was, the 
sport of diplomatic struggles between 
those who were endeavouring to secure 
predominance in Persia ; and up to the 
present, especially lately, Russia had so 
bested us that even Lord Curzon, were 
he in the House, would probably be 
inclined to second the Amendment to 
the Address. 


The ignorance of the House of 
Commons, arose not from any indis- 
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ition on the part of Members to | 
inform themselves if they had the 
opportunity, but from the reticence and | 
i pesition on. the part of Ministers to 
give information, from the disposition | 
to give information not always under- | 
stood in the sense in which it was given, | 
and thedisposition to use words with great 
dialectical ability, so that they did not 
give exactly the impression with which 
they left the mind of the Under Secretary 
of State. So great was the preponderance 
of Russia that shehad absolutely forbidden | 
Persia to fly her own flag on the Caspian. 
The bordering Persian provinces of | 
Ghilan and Mazanderan were almost | 
absolutely Russian in every way, and 
the whole of Persia was becoming) 
almost entirely under Russian influence. 
He thought that was largely our 
own fault. There were other matters. 
Hon. Members were all aware that foreign 
potentates were as proud of honours and 
distinctions as English nobles, and he did 
think that it was a very great pity when 
His Majesty the Shah was in this country 
that he was not accorded the honour 
which he was believed to desire. The 


result was that he and his suite went 
away disappointed and discontented, and 
went to Russia to make the best arrange- | 


ment they could. But after the mischief 
had been done, and his arrangements 
made with Russia, it was discovered that 
there was no such objection as had been 
supposed to giving the Garter to a non- 
Christian sovereign, and then a special 
mission was sent to him with the Garter 
which had been withheld while he was 
here—sent when it was too late. 


As to railways, he believed it was a fact 
that there was an arrangement between | 
Russia and Persia the practical effect 
whereof was that no one but a Russian 
could build railways in Persia. That was 
a@ very serious state of things, which | 
ought not to occur in any country where 
they kept up an Embassy, and where 
they had, let him say, a most able Am- | 
bassador. The fault lay with the Govern- 
ment, and it was a most unfortunate 
thing that the English had been driven 
out of Persia as railway makers. As far 
as the military’aspect of the question was | 
concerned, he believed that the command | 
of the sea wouldenable England to put more | 
_ there than Russia and Germany by 
and. 


He came now to the question of trade. | 
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He held that trade itself in Persia was a 
secondary question, but influence went 
with trade, and influence was created by 
trade. Where they had British merchants 
and British interests well established, there 
they were likely to have more influence, 
As to trade with Persia, British trade 
had undoubtedly declined in the most 
alarming manner, and Russian trade had 
as greatly increased. He had asked the 
noble Lord on a former occasion if there 
was a commercial treaty between Russia 
and Persia, and he replied that he knew 
nothing about it at that time; he 
trusted he knew more about the matter 
now. He was told that it was one of 
the most tricky treaties that ever was 
made. It professed to give no more 
favoured treatment for Russian than 
English goods, but in fact all the 
favouritism was for Russia and none for 
England. There had been recently some 
strange and ominous Consular appoint- 
ments, there had been also an importa- 
tion of Belgian Custom-Heuse officers, but 
no English; for in these days in Persia 
everything went to somebody else and 
never toa Briton. Ifa Russian could not 
be got a Belgian was appointed, and if they 
could not get a Belgian he supposed 
they would get a Venezuelan, but never 
an Englishman. He had drawn atten- 
tion to these facts from time to time, and 
had asked questions as to the effect of 
this treaty on British trade ; and recently 
it was acknowledged as fully as one ex- 
pected an Under Secretary to ac- 
knowledge it, that this treaty was likely 
to do some injury to British trade, and 
the noble Lord was good enough to say 
that this matter was receiving and 
would receive the attention of the 
Guvernment. He wanted to know how 
far that attention had gone. What had 
His Majesty’s Government done in 
answer to this Russian commercial 
treaty? Had they done anything ? 
Had they made a treaty or come to any 
agreement with Persia to be put upon 
the same terms as Russia, had they got 
a treaty as cleverly drawn as the Russian 
treaty, or had they been amused with 
mere nothings ? 

He wished to know if the Government 
had submitted to the unfavourable 
position in which that treaty had placed 
English goods. He had been assured 
that the duties placed upon Indian tea 
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were such as to make it impossible to go 
onimporting that tea into Persia. If that 
were true, so great was the importance 
of the trade in Indian tea that it would 
be a most serious matter. The Persians 
were very great tea drinkers, and if 
Indian tea was practically prohibited 
and entirely replaced by Russian tea 
that was very serious. He wanted 
to know what the Government had 
done. Had the 
copy of the Russian commercial treaty, 
and would he lay it on the Table? And, 
secondly, what steps was the Govern- 
ment taking in order to secure the 
trade between India and Persia and 
between Great Britain and Persia? Had 
they taken any steps, and if they had, 
what were they? ‘Those were the two 
special questions he wished to ask. He 
thought the noble Lord must feel that 
under the circumstances which had 
arisen now and promised to arise, and 
in view of the decrease of British trade 
and the corresponding decrease of British 
influence, that it was neither possible 
nor desirable that he should keep silent 
upon ‘hese points. 


*Mr. KESWICK (Surrey, Epsom) said 
the statements which were constantly 
being made as to the decline of our 
trade with the East were not entirely 
correct. Statistics proved that the 
volume of our commerce with the Far 
East had not diminished; but what had 
happened was that we had not been able 
to maintain that percentage of the 
entire trade—-the enormous increase of 
which was one of the features of recent 
times—which was ours before foreign 
competition began. The opening of the 
Suez Canal, the introduction of tele- 
graphy, the general advancement in the 
construction of steam-ships, the improve- 
ments in machinery, and above all, the 
extension to the Continent of Europe of 
the power of producing machinery which 
in the earlier stages the genius of 
British engineers had made almost 
exclusively English, had enabled Con-| 
tinental Powers and nations to take a_ 
share ina trade with which they were pre- | 
viously unacquainted. Our seafaring | 
instincts had led us to extend our trade | 
into the far regions of the earth, because | 
we were the first to grasp what those | 
foreign countries required, and for a 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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noble Lord got a, 
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long period we possessed the trade of 
those countries. But with the opening 
of the Suez Canal there was an altered 
state of things. The great position 
which London occupied when goods had 
to be brought 1ound by the Cape of 
Good Hope was entirely changed by the 
opening of the Suez Canal, and London 
was no longer the great depédt from 
which the whole of Europe drew its 
supplies. 

He did not believe that our people were 
less enterprising, less energetic, or less 
desirous of accumulating fortunes than 
our forefathers; nor did he think that 
there had been any falling off in the 
desire of the mercantile community to 
promote the interests of the country 
while advancing their own individual 
interests. He regarded the recent com- 
mercial treaty between this country 
and China as most valuable in the 
interests of our trade. It was a 
treaty which had been formulated 
with great skill, evidently with im- 
mense patience, and an extraordinary 
amount of study of every feature con- 
nected with it, and every obstacle to 
the carrying out of the intentions of 
the parties to the treaty had been 
as far as practicable, guarded against. 

Reference had been made to native opium 
and salt not being included, but there were 
many other poeeetiions which could not 


possibly be included in the tariff con- 
nected with an independent country 
which collected its own taxes and was 
responsible for its own administration. 
It was absolutely impossible for any one 
Power to dictate to China what it should 
do in connection with its own native 


trade, As to Wei-hai-wei, he should 
deeply deplore its abandonment, for he 
regarded it as a most important position. 
He did not mean that money should be 
spent upon it immediately, but it was. 
well to possess it, and to be able to make 
it an important naval or military station 
at any time, if necessary. Touching, 
Persia, a country in which he took a 


| great deal of interest, both commercially 


and otherwise, he suggested the great 
importance of the Government devoting 
extreme attention to our position there. 
There was a danger, and it was this. 
The people were intelligent, and the 
country only required good government 
in order to go ahead, but the Government 


| of Persia was not equal to its duties and! 
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responsibilities, and a powerful Govern- | 
ment like that of Russia could un- 
doubtedly take advantage of the situation. 
It therefore became, in their own interest, 
a matter of extreme importance that 
great vigilance should be observed in 
matters affecting British influences and 
commercial interests inPersia. 
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in Central Asia: The field is wide. The 
objects which we severally have in view 


'are quite sufficient to occupy all the 


energies we can devote to them. There 
appears to be no reason in the world 
why Russia and ourselves should get 
in one another’s way. But I agree 


| with my hon. friend the Member for 


King’s Lynn that our position in regard 


*THE UNDERSECRETARY orSTATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cran- | 
BORNE, Rochester): I am sure the) 
House and the Government ought to be 
very grateful to my hon. friend who has | 
just sat down, because, speaking as he 
does from a peculiar position of know- 


ledge and experience of trade in the Far | 
East, he has been able to inform the. 


House both that the recent commercial 
treaty with China has met with the 


approval of himself and the commercial | 
community, and also that the position | 
of our trade in China is not so gloomy | 
as some hon. Members would have us, 


believe. Before 1 deal with China, if 
hon. Members will allow me, I will 


address myself to the other part of his | 


Motion and deal with the affairs of Persia. 
Reference has been made to the difficulty 


which the Government find in opposing | 


the text of this Amendment to the 


Address which the hon. Member has put 
upon the Paper. No doubt he asserts | 


to Persia is one of great strain. My 
hon. friend made a notable admission as 


‘coming from so candid a critic of the 


Government, for he pointed out that after 
all the position which our maritime 
ascendency gave us in the Gulf was so 
great that we might consider with com- 
parative calmness the position of any 
other Power in those regions. If our 
position is materially strong, so is it 
strong by treaty. My hon. friend tried 
to persuade the House just now that the 
'exchange of Notes under which, as we 
claim, Russia and Great Britain have 
mutually agreed to respect the integrity 
of Persia were so many cobwebs, that they 
had no value and no validity whatever, 
and that, as a matter of fact, from his 
inspection of the words of the text of 
these notes they do not amount to an 
engagement at all. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: They 
amount to a sincere desire and no more. 


very little more than the truth, but I | 


think the House is very well aware that | 
it is the duty of a Government to resist 
an Amendment to the Address. I re- | 


member that last year when a similar 


Amendment was moved to the Address | 


by a friend of the Government, we were 


equally bound to resist it upon that) 
There is no change in our | 


occasion. 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: My hon. friend 
is an authority on many things; in fact 
there is hardly anything on which the 
House would not be prepared to believe 
him an authority ; but I do not think he 
'is an authority on diplomatic English. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : Or French? 


policy in Persia. I do not quite know | 


why the hon. Gentleman who moved the | 
Amendment thought it necessary to 


challenge our policy in Persia. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON : Because it 
is passive instead of active. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: So far as 
I am able to judge passing events, 


___*Lorp CRANBORNE: Well, or even 
diplomatic French, and I do say that all 
| those who are experts in the science of 
‘diplomacy have recognised, and always 
|must recognise, that the terms of the 
Notes which were exchanged between 
| Great Britain and Russia amount to a 
'mutual engagement to respect the in- 
tegrity of Persia. As far as I know, the 


the circumstances have not changed Russian Government, like our own, have 
in Persia to any great extent from the | never attempted or desired to repudiate 
time when I spoke last year. We_ the interpretation which has continually 
hold to the declarations I then made | been placed upon those Notes—tke inter- 
on behalf of His Majesty’s Government. | pretation which was placed by the late 
We see no reason whatever why our | Foreign Secretary of this country, placed 
interests and those of Russia should clash by the representatives of the Govern- 
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ment in this House on more than one 
occasionin the most public manner possible, 
and never called in question until my hon. 
friend spoke. Apart from that general 
, treaty position, we have astrong case. My 
hon. friend, for example, spoke of the rail- 
way situation in Persia. It is true that the 
Russians have certain rights in respect 
of railway construction in Persia; so 
have we. We have the right, when 
railways are constructed in the north of 
Persia, to construct a railway in the 
south. 


I turn to another part of Persia— 
the eastern frontier. Last year I re- 
minded the House and the country that 
we thought it to be our duty to main- 
tain our position in various parts of 
Persia, and especially among others in 
those provinces which border on our own 
frontier. Any one who has watched 
recent events, will recognise that the 
presence of a certain Commission which 
has been sent to that part of the world 
has demonstrated, if it required demon- 
stration, that our power and position 
must be seriously reckoned with on 
the south-eastern frontier of Persia. 
In the provinces which border on the 
Persian Gulf, in the same way we have 
treaty rights of great importance ; for we 
have the engagements of the Persian 
Government not to pledge the Customs 
of southern Persia. It will be seen that, 
when we come to examine the subject, 
in many directions our position is very 
strong. My hon. friend the Member for 
King’s Lynn has referred to our com- 
mercial policy. We are pursuing in 
Persia, as we do everywhere else, a policy 
of commercial development. But before 
I say a word upon that, I must refer to 
the observations of my hon. friend and 
others in respect to the Russian com- 
mercial treaty with Persia. There is no 
doubt of the fact that there is a com- 
mercial treaty between Russia and Persia, 
and I am afraid that that treaty is so 
constructed as more or less to hamper 
the trade of the British Empire with 
Persia. We took very serious note of 
that. We have made strong observa- 
tions to the Persian Government, and 
we have given certain instructions 
to our representative at Teheran. On 
the present occasion I am not going 
further ; but I hope within a very short 
time to make a fuller statement as to the 


Lord Cranhorne. 
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result of these representations and. jn. 
structions than | can do at the present 
moment. 

The hon. Gentleman who moved 
the Amendment spoke of roads. [| 
think the road of which he spoke is 
really in working order. Besides that, 
there is an important concession, which 
has hitherto been held by the Imperial 
Bank of Persia, with which I know the 
hon. Gentleman is familiar; weil that 
has entered, as we hope, on a new 
chapter, and it is anticipated that the 
concession will be fruitful before long. 
There are certain Customs difficulties 
which have arisen on the Karun river 
attracting some attention. Our diplo- 
macy, I am glad tosay, has been able to 
overcome those obstacles, and, to a large 
extent, the old state of things under 
which it has not been necessary to break 
bulk as complained of by the mer- 
chants has been re-established. Lastly, 
our Government have thought it right 
to despatch a commercial mission to 
Persia, which has for its object the duty 
of investigating the commercial possi- 
bilities of Persia and the openings which 
the Persian market, properly studied, 
might be able to afford for the develop- 
ment of British trade. The hon. Gentle- 
man has called that a passive policy. 
How much does the hon. Member expect 
the Government to do in twelve months? 
I do not say it is a hasty policy, but it is 
certainly not a passive policy. The 
House may believe me that in dealing 
with the very delicate questions which 
undoubtedly present themselves to us in 
Persia, a hasty policy would be a profound 
mistake. A firm, active, moderate, 
temperate policy, and, above all, not a 
hasty policy, is that which His Majesty's 
Government desire to pursue. 

I turn to the other branch of the hon. 
Member’s Amendment which deals with 
China. I am sure he will forgive me 
if Ido not go back right to the beginning. 
I know that it is very difficult for an 
hon. Gentleman who, like himself, is 
familiar with Chinese questions. to 
abstain from carrying the House back 
to the earlier controversies in which we 
have been engaged in that country. 
Things are not so bad as the hon. 
Member has stated. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: I quoted 
your own statistics. 
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*Lozp CRANBORNE: Yes, but the | 
hon. Gentleman carefully selected | 
those statistics—naturally enough. There 
is, however, the broad fact that during | 
the troubles in China in the last few | 
years the proportion of British trade | 
to other trade has hardly diminished at 
all. Upon the whole, the bulk of trade | 
has greatly increased. I do not mean to | 
say that other countries have not also. 
had their share in the improvement of 
trade. The hon. Member for Lanark | 
said that while formerly the German 
trade at Shanghai had been 3 per cent., | 
it was now 17 percent. of the whole. 
But did the hon. Member really expect 
that the trade of a great commercial 
country like Germany would per-| 
manently remain at the figure of 3 per 
cent. Does the hon. Member think it 
unredsonable, or anything of which | 
this country ought to be greatly afraid, 
if, with all the energy and skill which 
German commercial interests can put | 
forward, they have increased their trade 
during the last few years from 3 to 17_ 
per cent.? I should think that our | 
trade at. Shanghai was probably well 
over 50 per cent. As tothe commercial 
treaty, I do not propose to go into 
wearisome details. Our reliance upon it | 
depends on the treaty’s own merits | 
It’s most important clause is, of course, | 
not effective until the other Powers | 
accept a similar provision with China. | 
I mean the clause which abolishes the | 
oppressive inland taxation. But | 
what we rely upon is that other com- 
mercial Powers will, like ourselves, 
be convinced, as no doubt they will be 
convinced, of the superiority of the 
improvement which China has been 
induced to accept in its fiscal policy, and 
that, being so convinced, other Powers 
will themselves accept a similar provision. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON : Have any of 
the Powers accepted it ? 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: No, Sir; Ido 
not think that any other Power has as 
yet accepted the,commercial treaty. As 
to the position at Niuchwang, the 
Russian Government has not at present 
altogether removed their authority from 
Niuchwang. But they have promised 
to do so, and the period by which they 
engaged to evacuate that part of! 
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Manchuria to which Niuchwang belongs 
does not expire until the middle of 
April, so that it would be premature to 
make any observations on their continued 
position there at present. I may remark 
that the Imperial Customs at Niuchwang 


'are under Sir Robert Hart, and the 


native Customs are collected by men 


| under the same authority ; and therefore, 


there is no very great ground of com- 
plaint for the position which now exists 
at Niuchwang. I have nothing to report 


about the railway siding at Tientsin. 
| Asthe hon. Member is aware, the question 


was referred to arbitration, and the 
award has not yet been received. As 
to Shanghai, I do not think we have any 


' reason to be displeased with what hastaken 


place in regard to the evacuation of Shang- 
hai about the end of last year. We did 


/not agree in that respect, it is perfectly 


true, with the German Government. Our 
belief in the open door is deeply founded, 


| but it does not date from the moment 


when it was thought advisable to evacuate 
Shanghai. It dated from long before 
that; and we saw no reason at all why 
the withdrawal of our troops from Shang- 
hai should be made the occasion of any 
fresh declaration on the subject. Such a 


declaration had the appearance, as Lord 


Lansdowne wrote, of being directed 
against one Power only, and that Power 
Great Britain. 


The hon. Member for Barnsley has said 
the that German Government made certain 
arrangements with the Government of 


| China, and that those arrangements re- 


mained, inspite of the attitude we adopted. 
Well, we do not recognise those arrange- 
ments, and it will be seen from the Blue- 
book that the Chinese Government them- 
selves assure us that they will allow no- 
thing that had passed to prejudice the 
rights of Great Britain in the Yang-tze 
Valley. So that if we differ from Germany, 
as Powers do differ from time to time, we 
have no reason to be in any way dis- 
pleased with the results of circumstances 
as they turned out in November of last 
year. 

As to the question of Consular jurisdic- 
tion in Shanghai, I am glad to say that 
a modus vivendi has been agreed upon 


between the Powers. I hesitate to give 


it to the House at such an hour of the 
night, because it is rather a complicated 
arrangement, and it will be better to 
communicate the terms by way of answer 


12 
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to a Question. But the general effect of | rate temporarily, to dispense with Wei- 
it is this. In any criminal prosecution | hai-wei as a naval base. Under these 
where the prosecutor and defendant are | circumstances I think that the House will 
both Chinese, the trial will take place in the | recognise that the taunts levelled against 
concession where the crime was committed. | the eesti in respect to this matter 
Where the defendant is Chinese and the are undeserved. We have attempted in 
prosecutor is a foreigner, then the trial our Chinese policy, in the same spirit as 
will take place in the concession, either I have tried to describe our policy in 
international or foreign, to which the | Persia, to study the interests of this 
foreigner belonged. There is every country with moderation and firmness; 
reason to hope that, when the proper and we believe that, on the whole, the 
regulations for carrying out the arrange- Government have‘ deserved and_ will 
ments have been agreed to, a way out of | receive the support of the House and the 
the difficulty will have been found. _ country. 
As to the indemnity, I have already told | 
the House on more than one occasion *Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, §.): 
that His Majesty’s Government cannot | I must be allowed to say that a more un- 
admit that the indemnity was anything | satisfactory reply to great and wide-reach- 
but a gold debt. It was definitely ar- ing questions of foreign affairs I have never 
ranged to be so in the protocol, and we heard than that which has fallen from the 
must insist that it should be recognised by noble Lord. The same questions have 
the Chinese Government as a gold debt. | been previously put by my hon. friend 
But we do sympathise with the difti- beside me, by the hon. Member for King’s 
culties which the great fall in silver has Lynn, and by myself, and precisely the 
thrown upon the Chinese Government, same answers, couched almost in the same 
and, as I have before told the House, words, have been made by the noble 
we shall be very glad if, in some way or | Lord. In the discussion of foreign affairs 
other, some mitigation—as, for example, in this House we are really like the 
some postponement of the payments countryman with the claret, we do 
which are - rena be given to China in not get any “ forrarder.” The defence 
order to assist her to meet her difficulties. | which the noble Lord put forward is 
But the one concession which we will ludicrous. He says that our policy has 
not make is to admit that the debt, | not been hasty. Good heavens! has 
which it was agreed should be a gold | anybody ever charged the present 
debt, should become a silver debt. Government with being hasty in their 
There is only one other matter to which foreign policy, except perhaps where 
reference has been made—the position Germany is concerned? The noble Lord 
of Wei-hai-wei. As my hon. friend has says that there has been no change in our 
inted out, we have not abandoned policy in Persia. That is precisely what 
ei-hai-wei. It is true that for the everybody complains of ; and no more 
moment we have not continued to treat | fatal condemnation could have come from 
it as a naval base ; but I do not think | the Opposition side of the House. The 
the House should conclude that we noble Lord says in all we have done in 
will never treat it as a naval base. | Persia there is nothing hostile to Russia. 
I do not say that we shall never treat We wish that there had been something 
Wei-hai-wei as a naval base. Circum-| hostile or friendly to Russia in it. We 
stances may alter, and we may find it wish that there had been anything in 
necessary in the future to alter the pro- | regard to Russia rather than this constant 
visional decision that has been come to. dead level of shilly-shally, and constant 
But my reply to the criticisms of hon, | drift, with no possibility of knowing 
Gentlemen opposite, and my hon. friend | where this country stands really until we 
behind me, is that Wei-hai-wei is no|see it in black and white, in a treaty 
longer so necessary to us as it formerly | between Russia and some other nation 
was. And the reason for that is that to our disadvantage. The noble 
owing to the policy of His Majesty’s Lord gets behind an exchange of Notes, 
Government we have enormously | which dates from 1838 or 1839. He says 
strengthened our position in China by | the agreement in this exchange of Notes 
the Japanese agreement, and _ that | was never called in question. He means 
we are in a situation now, at least, | that Russia had never called it in question. 
which makes it quite possible, at any | Why should Russia call it in question ? 


Lord Cranborne. 
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She has got the right to build railways | see in what way we could harmonise these 
and has obtained concessions to build a | two, and seek to prove in reality, and not 
road to the capital of Persia itself on | leave it in the empty words of the Prime 
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which she will run motor cars. Our 


position, says the noble Lord, is very | 


strong! Is it respectful to this House, 
after all that has taken place in Persia, 
to simply fob us off with the remark that 
our position in Persia is very strong, 
when every human being outside the 
Treasury Bench, and when even one 
noble Lord on the Treasury Bench, who 
has only recently come there, knows that it 
is very weak ? 


Lorp CRANBORNE: I was only 
repeating, with cordial assent, what the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn has just 
said. 


*Mr. NORMAN: I may be very dense 
and obtuse, but I did not gather that 
there was any cordial agreement between 
the hon. Member for King’s Lynn and 


the noble Lord. The noble Lord admits | 


frankly that this Commercial Treaty 
between Persia and Russia hampers our 


trade seriously, but then what have we | 


done? We have taken a strong note of 
it! We have been taking strong notes in 
every part of the world ever since this 
Government came into power, and I 
think that we are likely to keep on doing 
so, and not likely to do anything more. 


The hon. Gentleman who introduced this | 


discussion drew a dismal picture of Russia 


coming down to the Persian Gulf. I find | 


myself in a small minority in this House 
on this question, but I hope it is a grow- 
ing one. The hon. Member spoke of the 
terrible things that would happen when 
Russia got down to the Persian Gulf. 
Well, that is, of course, as may be. 
Russia coming down to the Persian Gulf 
would be a matter of arrangement. It 


might possibly be a matter of taking 


strong note of it, but it ought to be also 
amatter of bargain, tosettle under whatcon- 
ditions and circumstances Russia would 
come down there. But without going 
into that, I would repeat my opinion, 
and that of other people, that our relations 
with Russia should be conducted face to 
face in frank, direct arguments and 
diplomatic discussion ; and that we should 
tell Russia what is our irreducible 
minimum of national and international 
necessity, and that we should learn from 
her what is her irreducible minimum, and 


| Minister, that there is room enough in 
Asia for both nations. The Government 
is simply saying to Russia, “ Hands off, 
| hands off,” and getting no “forrarder ” ; 
|and next Russia will be there, and the 
noble Lord will take a strong note! The 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn says that 
/no matter who is inland in Persia, 
we shall always be the “upper dog” 
there if we have command of the 
_sea. I can only say that anyone who 
believes that will believe anything. 
I think that is a most mistaken 
view, and that whoever gets possession of 
Persia by land, and builds railways, will 
gain the trade of Persia. 


I pass for a momenttothe question of the 
indemnity to be paid by China. I am 
extremely sorry, andI think every friend 
of China must have been extremely sorry, 
and anyone who has studied the financial 
question of the Far East, must be very 
\sorry to hear the extremely unsympa- 
thetic, and, if I may say so, empty form 
of words with which the noble Lord dis- 
missed the subject of indemnity. The 
schedules in which the conditions of the 
indemnity were first laid down specified 
'taels. Now, a tael is a piece of silver. 
It is not a figure of varying value, as we 
are accustomed to look at values in a news- 
paper. It isan actual, solid thing, and when 
'a Chinaman has got to pay so many taels 
it is so many taels of solid silver. At 
the time the indemnity was fixed the 
gold price of the tael was 3s. It is now 
| 2s. 3d., and every penny of the fall in 
‘the price of silver means from 13 
to 15 millions of taels extra payment of 
indemnity by the Chinese Government. 
I ask, could anything be more unfair to 
them? This fall in the price of silver 
has followed from causes with which the 
Chinese Government have had nothing 
todo. Asan Englishman, I am ashamed 
‘that the only Government in the world 
| which has been enlightened enough to 
see the cruelty and injustice of such an 
arrangement is the Government of the 
| United States. I was hopeful that our 
own Government would have seen it 
| first. It must be remembered that the 
| people who really pay these millions of 
'taels are not the Chinese Government, 


'but the population of China. That 
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population has already 90,000,000 of 
taels extra to pay. Not only that, there 
is that peculiar thing in China called the 
*‘ squeeze,” because the collection of the 
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Government were in close contact with the 
representatives of thecommercial interests 
and with all classes who do _ business 
with China ; and so far as I know, the 


treaty was received with universal 


indemnity will go down through official 
approval by everyone. 


after official to the people whose unit is 
not a tael, or a franc, but a very small 
debased coin called a “cash.” When 
the lowest collector of all comes to the 
poor masses of the people, do you suppose 
that he will odllect only the sumj|they do not believe in the treaty. 
required by the Government? Not at) But there are Chambers of Commerce 
all; he will insist on taking not one | which know much more about China than 
“cash,” but ten “cash,” and he will say| the Chambers of Commerce in this 
that it is all the fault of the wretched| country. The Shanghai Chamber of 
foreigners. Everybody who knows | Commerce may be said to know a little 
China will tell you that that is what will| more about the prospects of the treaty 
happen ; and given a bad spring, a dry than any Chamber of Commerce here, 
season, and other concomitant causes, J | and I believe that Chamber expressed 


*Mr. NORMAN: I happen to know 
certain commercial men in England who 
are in constant touch with China, and 





do not hesitate to say that we shall have | 
a vastly greater anti-foreign rising | 
in China than that which was recently | 
put down with so little credit, but with | 
so much difficulty. 


desire to speak with all due respect of | 
Sir James Mackay, who has formerly 
rendered great services in Imperial 
financial negotiations; but I do not 
think that that gentleman knew very 
muchabout China. It isone characteristic 
of the present Government that when 
they send someone to China, they send a 
man who has not had any experience of 
the country. At any rate, Sir James 
Mackay got his treaty signed, but it 
was signed by some Chinese officials—I 
am speaking within my own knowledge, 
so far as it can be within the knowledge 
of anybody who was not on the spot at 
the time—because they knew that it was 
never going to be ratified. The Likin 
or inland taxation of China is a vested 
interest compared with which all the 
vested interests in a country like this 
are things that could be swept away by | 
a breeze. To abolish Likin in hina | 
would be nothing less than a revolution. | 
I do not think you can find anyone, | 
except perhaps the hon. Member for 
Epsom, who believes in the reality of this | 
treaty negotiated by Sir James lseskaw, | 


Lorp CRANBORNE: I think the’! 
hon. Gentleman must be aware that the | 


Mr. Norman. 





| advancement of British trade ! 
painful example of the way in which 


an adverse opinion to the treaty by a 
majority of seven. I gather that the 
noble Lord was not aware of that, and 
his quotation in favour of English opinion 
is not conclusive on this matter. Is the 


| noble Lord also aware that a large number 

But there is another matter more im- 
portant than any of those I have 
mentioned, and .that is the treaty | 
negotiated by Sir James Mackay. I) 


of Chambers of Commerce in the United 
States have passed resolutions urging the 
American Government not to assent to 
these new relations with China on this 
subject; and is he aware that the 
Japanese Government are entirely 
opposed to this treaty? If not, he will 
soon become aware of these facts. Is he 
aware that quite recently—for so I am 
informed by commercial men who are in 
a position to know — upwards of 
£3,000,000 worth of goods have been 
sent out to Shanghai, Tine. Tientsin, 
and other places in China’? Does he 
think that these orders would have been 
sent out if 74 per cent. import duty was 
going to be added, with entire uncer- 
tainty about Likin? I should be very 
glad indeed if the Likin could be 
abolished in China, and I range myself 
in that respect with the hon Member for 
Epsom. But the treaty has not yet been 
ratified by any other Government. It is 
not going to be ratified in its present 
form. It is a failure, as everybody in 
China admits and regrets; and yet the 
noble Lord comes down to the House and 
defends this treaty as if it were a living, 
vital, international document for ~ the 
This is a 


foreign affairs are treated by the Govern- 
ment in this House. We are all grateful 
to the noble Lord for the courtesy and 
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diligence with which he treats these sub- | question is whether the ingenuity of the 


- —_ say ge mre Saba Chinese,and the incentive to everyChinese 
represent, if we did not say that the noble | official to keep it, will succeed in cheating 


Lord, in replying on this and other | the treaty and getting round its pro- 
questions, often speaks without the in- | ellis Sued latte Chlin kek t0 mk 


formation and knowledge which alone | . : 
can make his statements valuable. | heavier expenses than she expected in 


| connection with the indemnity, and that 
Sir EDWARD GREY (Northumber- | fact alone seems to be an ill-omened 

land, Berwick): I do not desire to go at | t what th it of the treat 

any length into this subject. The dis-/ 2U8¥TY of what the result of the treaty 

cussion can only be carried on under con- is likely to be. 

siderable restrictions, because the state- | 

ment of the policy of the Government, | : 

while being so extended in scope, is so | We have continually had held out by 

restricted in details that it is impossible | the present Government prospects of ad- 

to examine it very closely. The question | yantages to b din China. Some 

of our trade with China has been dis- | stack 5a Cagis eho 

cussed very considerably in the House | Ye@™s 480, When greatanxiety was ex- 

several times, and oné of the points pre- pressed in the House, and Lord Curzon 

- po pre- | p 

sented with great force by the hon. was Under Secretary, it was stated that 

Member for Barnsley was the kaleido- ay Sagar 

scopic changes that have taken place in 9!Tangements had been made by whic 

the manner in which agreements in refer- | British steamers would visit riverside 

ence to China are regarded. I will not towns in China. The House was pleased 

go into that question, and I have no wish . ‘ nie 

A age: in a pessimistic tone in regard that time. We know what has hap 

to the prospects of our trade with China. pened since, but the statement was a 

a getredery oe oo relief to the anxiety, and the House 

ee J y relapsed into satisfaction, but things 


the progress of the trade of other countries | 
as measured by percentages. We need | went from bad to worse. The House 
a 


not be alarmed at the percentages of the was also pleased at that time to be 
trade of other countries growing. It is ’ 
not the percentages of trade we should | told that we had secured our posi- 
look at; the question is whether the tion more than ever in the Yang-tze 
total amount of our own trade is diminish- | ,.,; eles 
: ; ; region. Our position in the Yang-tze 
ing or increasing. If the trade of other sac P * 6 
countries is increasing, it does not follow | Tegion is no better today, however, than 
that it is increasing at our expense. | before these assurances were given. On 
The mostimportant recent event isthe the contrary, competition is stronger, 
new commercial treaty. There are dif-| .n4 the rivalry—apparently exceptional 
ferences of opinion with regard to the a: ial sal th ae 
merits of that treaty, but I freely admit | @"¢ designed mivairy—on the pa 
that if that treaty secures entire im- other nations is more marked than ever. 
oe oe Likin, it busting ne ee In some other regions, such as Man- 
cepgge i? pcatggeany.. allpadinnoegee? heage ty 8 churia, the prospective British position 


been held up as the great object of the ; : 
British Government. But are we going has suffered. What is to be feared with 
> secure this? The hon. Member for regard to China is that we are continu- 
but he must know the vast difference | SHY Securing paper advantages which do 
between what is secured in China on 0 more than float on the stream of 
paper and what is secured in practice. events. The mention of Wei-hai-wei 
oe oA a Pe Bag a almost always raises a smile in the House 
that the battle has only just begun when Ow. The noble Lord told us the neces- 
immunity is secured on paper, and the sity for Wei-hai-wei had ceased to Sexist 
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It used to be said Wei- 
hai-wei was the resort of diplomacy in 
despair. Now that diplomacy has ceased 
to, be in despair it is no longer of impor- 
tance. I have always held that Wei-hai- 
wei was not the best choice we could 
have made. 


for the present. 


If we were to have a second 
naval base it ought to have been Chusan, 
It has been said, I think it was by the 
hon. Member for Epsom, that the choice 
of Wei-hai-wei did not prejudice that 
other selection on a future occasion. The 
right to select Chusan may remain in 
theory, but everybody knows that when 
we selected our second naval base it 
meant practically that we could not have 
another naval base in the same region. 


The Persian question, however, raises 
more apprehension than the Chinese 
The noble Lord has 
said there is no change in the policy of 


question at present. 


the Government in regard to Persia. 
Was there no change of policy in any 
other part of the world with regard to 
Persia? Are things as they were four or 
five years ago? 


Lorp CRANBORNE: I said there was 
no change in our policy since I declared 
it from these Benches a year ago. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: Some other 
things have changed during the past year. 
The policy of the Government is, I think, 
defined asrespecting the integrity of Persia. 
Persia is nominally an independent State ; 
but the financial bonds are being drawn 
closer around Persia every year, and the 
independence of Persia is really slipping 
away. The independence of Persia is a 
phrase. It is becoming less independent 
every year; and when the noble Lord 
tells us that we and the Russian Govern- 
ment are equally bound, and remain 

Sir Edward Gray. 
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bound year after year, to respect the 
integrity of Persia, I fear this means that 
we are bound to respect a vanishing 
quantity, and that thet ime may come 
when, if we are restricting our policy to 


respecting the integrity of Persia, we 
shall find ourselves respecting nothing at 
all. 


The same process is going on with 
regard to the railways. Russia has certain 
rights, and the House is told that we 
have certain rights also; but the time 
may come when we shall find that Russia 
has the railways and we are left in the 
lurch. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Or vice versi. 


Sir EDWARD GREY : The right hon. 
Gentleman says “or vice versd,” but our 
experience in China in regard to these 
things is that us far as we are concerned 
it has always been versd rather than vice. 


Then with regard to our commerce in 
Persia, I think:the hon. Member for 
Wolverhampton did not quote the noble 
Lord quite accurately. The noble Lord 
stated that a commercial treaty had been 
made which he apprehended might pre- 
judice British commerce in Persia, and 
my hon. friend the Member for Woiver- 
hampton said the noble Lord “ had taken 
a strong note of it.” I think the actual 
words were, “he had taken a serious note 
and made strong observations to the 
Persian Government.” 


Lorp CRANBORNE: And given in- 
structions to the Minister at Teheran. 


Sm EDWARD GREY: I believe that 
would be included in the strong observa- 
tions. The noble Lord said he expected 
to be able to declare considerable results: 
tothe House at some later date. Strong: 
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observations used to be addressed in 
similar circumstances to the Chinese 
Government, but they never produced 
much result, and there is a great parallel 
between the position in China then, 
when we were on the eve of recent 
developments, and that in Persia to-day. 
I am very doubtful whether the strong 
observations to the Persian Government 
will be more productive of result than | 
the strong observations to the Chinese 
Government. The observations in this 
case ought to be addressed really to the 
Russian Government direct, not with 
any provocative object, but with the 
object of arriving at an understanding. 
I hold, as strongly as any one can hold, 
that there is room for both Russia and 
us in Asia; but we must agree; or 
we must make up our minds what is to 
be the essential minimum of our interests. 
There is room in the Atlantic for all the 
ocean-going steamers, but they find it 
convenient to arrange with one another 
what routes they shall take; and, unless | 
we are in communication with Russia as | 
to the spheres in which we shall operate | 
in Asia, there will always be a danger of 
conflict. 





Russia seems undoubtedly, as the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn said, to 
be carrying on a process of absorption 
in Persia, and it is being done by what, 
I think, a Freneh writer has called 
peaceful penetration. It is not for those 
on this side of the House, who believe 
that a friendly understanding with 
Russia is possible, to impress on the 
Government how much they should give 
Russia to understand we are pre 
pared to see her extend her influence 
without any jealousy or regret on our 
part. We on this side have consistently 
refrained from pressing on the Govern- 
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ment any forward or provocative policy. 
What I personally would like to see 
done is this. I would adopt the phrase 
of the Government themselves and say, 
with regard to this part of the world, 
that we want no new territory. I 
would gofurther,and say: We donot want 
to extend our sphere of influence, but we 
want it made perfectly clear what our in- 
terests are, and that the Government shall 
make up their minds as to what are the 
needs of our strategical position, and what 
the essential minimum of our interests. 
What we are afraid of is the possibility 
of our finding the situation changed 
by-and-bye, and that not to our advantage. 
All I would press on the noble Lord is 
this, that things are changing rapidly 
in that part of the world. Russia is 
expanding, and she means to expand 


| further. There is time now, while Russia 


is still in the north of Persia, for us to 
make up our minds what is the essential 
minimum of our interests in that part of 
the world, and we should be frank with 
Russia with regard to it. I would like 
the noble Lord to say definitely on some 
future occasion whether the Government 


| has adopted the position taken up by the 


hon. Member for King’s Lynn—namely, 
that our strategical position is secured by 
maintaining supremacy at sea, and 
whether the policy of the Government 
with regard to Persia is to be restricted to 
maintaining what is essential to our 
strategical position. I hope that while 
there is time the Government will -con- 
sider carefully what is our essential 
minimum of interest in that part of the 
world, and that they will secure that 


minimum by directly communicating 
with the Russian Government, and not 
by making strong observations to the 


Persian Governments 
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Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: After the 
statement we have had from the Govern- 
ment, I ask leave to withdraw my 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Main Question again proposed. 


THE UNEMPLOYED, 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr 
Tydvil): Lrise for the purpose of moving 
the following Amendment to the 
Address—‘ But we desire humbly to 
express our regret that your Majesty’s 
advisers have not seen fit to recommend 
the inclusion therein of such measures 
or measure as would have empowered 
the Government and local administrative 
authorities to acquire land for cultiva- 
tion, and to set up undertakings whereby 
men and women unable to find employ- 
ment in the ordinary labour market 
might be profitably set to work.” 
First, I must be allowed very briefly to 
put the Housein possession of several facts 
directly bearing upon this question of the 
unemployed. From returns supplied by 
the Labour Department of the Board of 
Trade, and published in the Labour 
Gazette issued this month, I find that in 
225 unions with a total membership of 
547,000 men, there are 27,685 men 
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artisans, represent nothing like the high 
percentage of unemployment in periods 
of trade depression which obtain in 
less skilled trades. I estimate that the 
-total number of wage earners in the 
country is 12,000,000, and if we deduct 
from that figure the number employed in 
domestic service, as agricultural labourers, 
and in the carrying trade, employments 
which are steady and regular, there are 
left, I estimate, 8,000,000 workers who 
are always affected by a depression in 
trade such as now exists. If we assume 
that the percentage of the unemployed 
among these workers is the same as it is 
known to be in the skilled artisan trades 
—namely, 5°5 per cent.—it gives a total 
now out of employment of over 400,000. 
I say deliberately that that is the mini- 
mum at which the number in Great 
Britain can be placed at the present 
time. There are over 400,000 working 
men and women, with all their helpless 
dependents, suffering hardship in con- 
sequence of the lack of employment. 
If that be so, and if my figures are only 
approximately accurate, it surely repre- 
sents a social question of sufficient mag- 
nitude to arrest the serious attention of 
| this House and of the country. 





| Ihave been at some trouble to ascertain 
| what is the condition of employment in the 
different centres of industry up and down 


returned as unemployed—that is to say | the country. In response to circulars I 
that, practically speaking, 5°5 per cent. | sent out some time ago to trades councils 
of these trades unions are out of em-| and large unions, I learn that the un- 
ployment. A year ago I should say the | employed in Stockton are between 4,000 
proportion was 4°4 percent. But I would | and 5,000, in Hull between 3,000 and 
not havethe House assume that this 27,658 4,000, in West Hartlepool 5,000, and in 
men represent the total number lacking | Middlesbrough 2,000. In Leeds, where 
employment. These figures refer exclu- | a labour bureau has been opened, the 
sively to certain trades unions, and it is| number who have signed the books is 
well understood that the unions which | 3,662, this representing not the total 
pay out-of-work benefits, and which are | number out of work, but the proportion 
exclusively confined to skilled labour, and | who have reached the limits of subsis- 
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tence and are willing to accept work of 
any kind rather than continue the fruit- 
less search for work in their own employ- 
ment. In Bradford 1,100 have signed 
the registers of the labour bureaux. In 
Manchester, according to the trades 
council, the police report that, all sleep- 
ing accommodation being filled, every 
night 2,000 houseless wanderers sleep in 
brickfields and in the open air. In> 
Glasgow, according to the Herald, 20 per | 
cent. of the men employed in the Clyde | 
shipyards are out of employment, and | 
this figure was given not to magnify the 
seriousness of the unemployed problem, 
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weeks in each year. The railway 
servants pay from 10s. to 12s. for ten 


| weeks, and half the amount for another 


ten weeks. The Durham Miners’ Associa- 
tion pays 10s. weekly for about eighteen 
months, while the engineers pay 10s. 
for fourteen weeks, and 6s. so long as 


‘the man remains out of employment. 


But, after all, these payments represent 
little more than the average rent of a 
working man’s house. In our big 
centres the rents vary from 83s. to 12s. 
weekly, and even for 12s. you only get 
a house of very inferior quality in parts of 
this City of London. ‘Thetotal sum spent 


but in order to justify the employers j,s¢ year by the trades union movement 
in reducing the wages. Now I wish | oy out-of-work relief was £265,000, and 
to ask what is being done to meet that fact should be remembered to its 
the necessities of this case. Every-| git at a time like the present. 

one will admit that to working | 


men dependent upon a weekly wage | , 
deprivation of employment is a very ing with matters concerning which I 


| have knowledge. For very inconvenient 
houses, badly situated and containing 
First I may draw attention to| very limited accommodation, 88. per 
what the large trades unions of| 5.4) i, charged in the East End of 
the country are doing in order | London, and if the accommodation is at 
to cope with this great evil. I have 4 decent the rents go up as high as 12s. 
collected returns from those unions |weekly. I ask hon. Gentlemen to 
een pay out-of-work benefits, and | accept this, not as a mere expression of 
fore quoting them I would call the| __._; ‘ 

attention of the House to the fact that | pacino eeaiaianiiice 
the out-of-work benefit is not continued | 
for an indefinite period, for if it were | 
it would be impossible for the unions to|t0 the question as to who these 
continue to exist. Now, the carpenters | unemployed are, because there is a 
and joiners pay an out-of-work benefit | disposition in many quarters to make 
of 10s. per week for the first twelve | it appear that people out of work are 
weeks, and of 6s. for the next twelve senerally so through some fault or defect 
weeks. The friendly society of the | their own, that they are drunkards or 
Tronfounders pays 9s. the first thirteen | Serene mn, wisp nen lane ann OP 

‘ /not want employment. I would remind 
weeks, 8s. the second thirteen weeks, | io Meuse thal oven. oduitel’ “ec 
and 6s. the third thirteen weeks. The |] admit, that incapable men and 
boiler makers pay sums varying from | drunken men are the first to be dis- 


5s. 6d. to 11s. 6d. per week for fourteen | missed when trade becomes depressed, 


In speaking of house rents I am deal- 


serious matter indeed. 


Now, for one moment may I turn 
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the.reason for their being dismissed is not 
that they are incapable or drunken, but 
because there is no longer any demand 
for their labour. There is not the same 
amount of work to be performed, and 
when there is less work to be done, less 
men are required to do it. If every one 
of these men was perfect at his trade, 
sober, and diligent, the same number 
would still require to be dismissed when 
trade became depressed and orders fell off. 
I trust that we shall not hear in this 
House what is so painful when we see it 
stated in the Press, or hear it asserted on 
the platform, that the men are out of 
work owing to some defect of their own. 
They are unemployed because trade is 
depressed. If it be the case that among 
the unemployed are to be found the 
wastrels and outcasts of society, who are 
not capable of performing an honest 
day’s work, they are more to be pitied than 
blamed. They are the victims of our in- 
dustrial system, and I would say to those 
who blame them, parodying the words of 
Tennyson's “ Poacher’s Wife,” “that had 
your sons been brought up as they were, 
your sons might have been the same.” 


But I would further point out that if we 
have to select the fit from the unfit, the 
willing from the lazy, there is only one 
means of accomplishing it, and that is to 
provide an opportunity for all willing to 
perform useful work. When we have 
that test we shall then be able to weed 
out the fit from the unfit, the willing 
from the lazy. I hope I shall not weary 
the House if I insist upon the importance 
of this question to the nation as a whole. 
I am not casting any reflections on 
individuals, but I know it must be diffi- 
cult for an average Member of Parliament 
even to think himself into the place of an 


unemployed workman. Even in a time 


Mr. Keir Hardie. 
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of good trade the income is barely sufficient 
—seldom more in the best of cases—than to 
keep things going. Most hon. Members 
are aware that there are from 28 per cent. 
to 30 per cent. of our working-class popu- 
lation which even in times of commercial 
prosperity, when work is plentiful and 
wages are good, live below the poverty 
line, not because they are drunkards, but 
because the total income of the household 
is not sufficient to provide the commonest 
necessaries of life. It is easy to under- 
stand that in such cases no resources can 
be accumulated to fall back upon in times 
of depression. Take the case of the men 
on the Clyde. Fifty or sixty skilled 
artisans are cast adrift in one week. They 
begin tramping from workshop to workshop, 
and from town to town, insearch of employ 
ment, but with all their skill and with all 
their opportunities they are not allowed 
to earn their bread by honest labour. 
Meantime, the resources of the homes 
are dwindling, the savings are being 
spent, and the furniture and clothing 
are being sold or pawned to keep the 
homes going. By-and-bye there comes 
a time—it has come to hundreds of 
thousands—when the children ery for 
bread, and when there is no bread with 
which to still their cries. I ask hon. 
Members to remember that when a man 
gets to that position and finds himself 
an incumbrance upon the earth, a social 
and industrial outcast, he loses heart 
and hope; he sinks in the social scale, 
and becomes the wastrel whom all men 
malign. I trust, therefore, the House 


will, in view of the importance of this 


question, not merely to the men out of 
work, but to the community as a whole, 
take serious heed of the matter, in order 
to devise some means whereby to pro- 
vide every willing Englishman with an 
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opportunity of working for his living. 
There are two methods by which this 
evil requires to be combated. First of 
all, some means is required whereby the 
amount of work will be increased. If 
we could increase the expenditure of the 
nation, work would be increased, the 
labour market would be brisk, and the 
unemployed would be absorbed. When 
a reduction of wages is advocated 
as a means of tiding the country 
over a period of industrial depres- 
sion, we are, thereby only  in- 
creasing the evil from which we are 
suffering. The more wages are reduced 
the less there is to spend, and the less 
there is to spend the less demand there 
is for commodities, and the greater the 
number of people out of employment. I 
submit, therefore, that in order to perma- 
nently remedy this oft-recurring depres- 
sion in trade and its consequence, 
shortage of employment, we must 
organise industry in such a manner as 
to increase the spending power of the 
community, and thereby increase the 
amount of work to be performed. That 
leads us straight to the main questionf 
There can be no permanent increase in 
the work of the nation without a large 
addition to the quantity of land under 
cultivation. 


My second remedy is, some form 
of work which will be elastic enough 
to be able to absorb in times of depression 
the so-called surplus population for which 
there is no room in the ordinary labour 
market. That points to great public works, 
such as the making of embankments, the 
reclamation of foreshores, and the re- 
afforesting of large tracts of our country. 
I wi'l deal first of all with public works, 
and I would remind the House of 
Commons that the Board of Trade already 
a very large powers under the 

oreshores Act of 1866 for dealing with 
this most important matter. I under- 
stand that the Board of Trade could at 
once begin to reclaim practically every 
foreshore in the country where the waters 
of the sea have invaded the land unduly. 
As a matter of fact, a beginning was made 
in this direction some time ago, but 
owing to the opposition of landlords 
with foreshore rights, the work had 
to be given up after only having 
been partially undertaken. As an 
illustration of what could be done in 
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the matter of reclaiming land from the 
sea, let me quote two instances from well- 
known experiments carried out in Holland. 
The Haarlem Lake was reclaimed and 
46,000 acres were added to the arable 
land of Holland, and now the Govern- 
ment of Holland propose to reclaim 
from the Zuyder Zee a million acres by 
the same means. If that can be done 
in Holland it can also be done in 
England. The need for it is quite as 
great here as it is there, and the oppor- 
tunities for carrying it through are 
equally available. May I remind the 
House that, according to a scheme 
prepared by an eminent engineer, 
200,000 acres might be reclaimed from 
the Wash alone, if properly undertaken. 
That would mean employment for 
10,000 men for about fifteen years. 
The need is great and the powers exist, 
and pressure should be applied to the 
Board of Trade to put its powers 
into operation. One small experiment 
was tried at the beginning of the last 
century, by which 60,000 acres were 
reclaimed at a total expenditure of 
£580,000, and now land, which was 
formerly swept by the sea, is covered 
with cornfields and comfortable farm- 
steads, which bring in a _ rental of 
£110,000 a year, leaving an annual 
surplus over and above the cost of 
reclamation of some £81,000. There- 
fore, I am entitled to say that the 
reclamation of foreshore is not a 
theoretical, but a practical, question, 
which can be undertaken by the nation, 
and which would add to the estates of 
the nation, because the land reclaimed 
would be the property of the nation, 
and its benefits would not pass into the 
pockets of private individuals. 


Unemployed. 


As to reafforesting, I would remind the 
House that 90 per cent. of the timber used 
in this country, in our mines, and for 
pulp in our paper mills, is imported 
from abroad. According to the Board 
of Trade Returns, the value of the 
timber imported last year was 
£5,435,000, and I submit respectfully 
that every stick of that timber could be 
grown within our own shores with great 
advantage to ourselves. In this case 
also we have a special report of a De 
partmental Committee to guide us. 
According to it there are 20,000,000 





255 Adjournment of {COMMONS} the House. 256 


acres of land lying absolutely waste and | being put to anything like a profitable 
bare at the present moment, in many | use. And whilst that is so our imports 
cases not even carrying sheep, which of food stuffs increase year by year. At 
might be utilised for the purpose of|the beginning of the last century the 
.wood-growing. An experiment on these | bulk of the food required by the people 
lines tree-planting and afforesting, has of England was produced at home. Now 
been tried in Germany, with the result after a century 2f progress, out of five 
that after paying all costs, including | loaves consumed four are baked from 
interest on pv tee Ron a clear profit of | foreign-grown wheat. The importance 
38s. per annum per acre remains, and | of this question is now beginning to be 
that upon land which previously only pro- | realised. As long as this country is 
duced 4s. an acre for sporting purposes. | dependent for its food supplies upon 
Here I submit also there is much profit- | foreign nations, we are under a menace 
able work to be done, which would| which cannot be overestimated, and 
employ thousands and tens of thousands | which may produce the most serious 
if properly undertaken. It is aconstant | results. Therefore, I submit that if 
matter of complaint, and justly so, that /some means could be devised where- 
in matters of wood and other essentials | by the quantity of land under cultiva- 
for our industries, this country is de- tion could be all increased, the quantity of 
pendent upon other nations. Here is a | produce, from gardens, dairies, farmyards 
means by which that dependence could | and corn-fields would beall increased, and 
be lessened and the wood required pro- | our dependence on foreign nations would 
duced at home, work being given to the | be lessened, and we should be doing more 
unemployed and a substantial profit for the prosperity of the country than by 
made on the transaction. With these any number of filibustering expeditions 
inducements it is difficult to understand | for the extension of our Empire. 
why there should be any hesitation on The first essential of Empire is a sound 
the part of the Government to embark | heart at home, and so long as this unem- 
on work of this kind. | ployed evil is in our midst, it is a cancer 
Now I come to what I term the | eating into our social system which will 
permanent remedy for this question | spread and contaminate every section of 
of the unemployed. I need scarcely society. The question then is, what can be 
temind the House that, belonging as| done? We are now paying for dairy 
I do to the economic school of thought produceclose upon £25,000,000 a year, and 
designated Socialism, there can be, in my | for food stuffs £59,000,000 a year. Al- 
opinion, no final solution of the un- | together I believe we are now paying to 
employed problem as long as production other nations for food supplies over 
for profit continues to dominate our | £120,000,000, and I venture to assert 75 
commercial system. I will not, however, | per cent. of this expenditure could be 
propound a Socialist solution of the ques- | spent on food produced at home, to the 
tion. I am more concerned with finding | great advantage of all concerned. If I 
some practical reform which will benefit | 2m asked as to the means to be employed 
the unemployed. There is one step which | in order to bring this desirable result 
though for differing reasons might perhaps about, my reply is: The same power by 
meetwith acceptance on both sides of the | Which between £5,000,000 and £6,000,000 


House, and that is that the Local Author- | 18 spent in opening up Uganda. If we 
'were to do as much for the people of 


ities should be empowered to acquire | 
land for cdiintien. Here, as > the | England as has been done for the people 
ease of timber, there is room for great | of Uganda— 

development in the matter of pro-| 

ducing things which the nation requires, And, it being Midnight, the debate 
and for whichit is now dependent onother | stood adjourned. 

nations. The total cultivable area of Great 

Britain is just over 36,000,000 acres, 

and out of that total the amount under| Debate to be resumed Tomorrow. 
cultivation is just over 16,000,000. That | 

is to say, that more than half of the | Adjourned at one minute after 


cultivable land of the country is not | Twelve o'clock. 
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Return of the number of aliens that 
| arrived from the Continent at Ports in the 
pe | United Kingdom, in each month of the 

1903 : Ordered to be laid before th 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | House-—(The Lord Wolverton.) 


Report by the CHAIRMAN OF Com- | 
MITTEES of the House of Lords and the | 
CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND MEANS in the! Qrder in Council of 16th February, 
House of Commons— 1903, applying the Colonial Probates Act, 

“That, having regard to Section 16 (2) | 1892, to the colony of the Transvaal. 
of the Private Legislation Procedure | 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, the provisions of DOCKYARD PORTS REGULATION 
the Fife Electric Power Company Order, | ACT, 1865. 
and Part III. of the Hamilton, Mother-| Order in Council of 16th February, 


Returns, 
HOUSE OF LORDS. | 
Thursday, 19th February, 1903. 


COLONIAL PROBATES ACT, 1892. 


i 


well, and Wishaw Tramways Order, are 
of such a character that they ought to be 
dealt with by Private Bills and not by 
Provisional Orders. 


= 


icates revision 


they ought to be dealt with by Private 
Bills and not by Provisional Orders. 


nd 


are of such a character that they ought 
to be dealt with by Private Bill and not 
by Provisional Order. 

“That the provisions of Parts IV. and 
V. of the Glasgow Corporation (Police) 
Order raise such questions of policy and 
principle that they ought to be dealt with 
by Private Bill and not by Provisional 
Order.” 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 

Order in Council of the 16th Decem- 
ber, 1902, amending the “ Barotziland 
North-Western Rhodesia Order in Council, 
1899.” 

Orders in Council of the 16th Febru- 
ary, 1903, entitled “‘The Siam Order in 
Council, 1903,” and the “ Southern 
Rhodesia Order in Council, 1903.” 
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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA ACT, 1858. 

Order in Council of 16th December, 
1902, approving a statement of proposed 
new and revised appointments and altera- 
tion of salaries in the establishment of the 
Secretary of State for India in Council. 


VOL. CXVIII. [Fourts Srries.] 


“That the provisions of the Life As- | 
ociation of Scotland Order and the 
Scottish American Mortgage Company, | 
Limited, Order do not relate wholly to_ 
cotland, and are of such a character that | 


“That the provisions of the Lanark: | 
shire and Dumbartonshire Railway Order | 


| 1903, defining the Dockyard Port of 
| Portland and making regulations with 
| respect thereto. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 

Two Orders of Council of the 16th 
February, 1903, fixing the establishment 
of the Corporation of the Trinity House ; 
Confirming byelaws made by the 
Pilotage Board for the Port of Newport 
| (Mon. ). 

ST. LUCTA. 

Rule amending Rule No. 224 relating 
| to the flogging of prisoners. 


GRENADA. 


Rule applying the marks system to 
escaped and re-captured prisoners. 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 
1894 AND 1896. 

Five Orders, numbered 6,594, 6,608, 
6,612, 6,615, and 6,616 respectively, relat- 
ing to the landing of foreign animals in 
| Great Britain. 


PUBLIC RECORDS (WAR OFFICE). 

Seventh Schedule containing a_ list 
and particulars of classes of documents 
existing or accruing in the office of His 
Majesty’s Principal Secretary of State 
for the War Department which are not 
considered of sufficient public value to 
justify their preservation in the Public 
Record Office. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 
Orders made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners, and modified and con- 
firmed by the Board of Trade, authorising 
construction of light railways: in the 
Urban District of Whitley and Monks 
eaton, in the County of Northumberland 


‘Tae 











259 The Prevention 


in the County of Gloucester, in the 
Borough of Cheltenham, and in the Urban 
District of Charlton Kings; in the 
County of Wilts, from Amesbury to 
“Bulford ; in the County of Cornwall, 
from Padstow to Trequrrain, in the 
= of St. Mawgan ; in the Municipal 

rough of Poole and the Urban District 
of Branksome, in the County of Dorset ; 
in the County of Essex, in the Urban 
Districts of Walthamstow, Leyton, and 
Chingford. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD (IRE- 
LAND) (GENERAL ORDERS). 
Two General Orders, dated 13th May, 
and 17th December, 1902. 


LOCOMOTIVES ON HIGHWAYS ACT, 1896. 
Amended general regulations made 

by the Local Government Board for 

Ireland, dated 9th February, 1903. 


MILITIA ACT, 1882 (DEPUTY LIEU- 
TENANTS). 

Returns of descriptions of qualifications 
of deputy lieutenants lodged during 
1902 as furnished to the Chief Secretary 
for Ireland. 


NATIONAL DEBT (MILITARY SAVINGS 
BANKS). 


Account of the gross amount of all 
moneys received and paid by the Com- 
missioners for the Reduction of the 
National Debt on account of the Fund 
for Military Savings Banks, from 19th 
September 1845 to 5th January 1903. 

id before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


SHOPS (HOURS OF CLOSING) BILL 
[H. L.] 


A Bill to empower local authorities to 
fix the hours of closing of shops was 
presented by the Lord Ribblesdale ; read 
1* ;-and to be printed. (No. 1.) 


THE PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION. 


Eart GREY: My Lords, I desire to 
take this, the earliest opportunity open 
to- me, to ask the Lord Chancellor 
whether it is the intention of His 
Majesty’s Government to re-introduce, 
at an early date, with the view of its 
becoming law before the end of the 
current session, the Prevention of Cor- 
ruption Bill, the principle of which has 
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already been affirmed in this House, 
and which aims at making the accept- 
ance, or the offer, of a secret commission 
a criminal offence. I would further like 
to express a hope that the noble and 
learned Lord may see his way to give an 
assurance to the House that he will not 
only introduce the measure at an early 
date, but use his great influence to 
secure its passage during the current 
session. Last year I had the honour to 
serve on a departmental Committee of 
the War Office on canteen contracts ; and 
the evidence taken in the course of that 
inquiry disclosed a state of things so 
grave that I hold it would be a scandal 
if any delay were allowed to occur before 
this House took the necessary action to 
make this form of corruption a criminal 
offence. I am convinced that the prac- 
tice of accepting and offering secret 
commissions is nothing short of a canker 
attacking the vitals of our commerce. 
I hold it to be the duty of this House 
to take such prompt and _ vigorous 
action as will rally behind it public 
opinion of a strong enough character to 
enable us to force this Bill through the 
other ‘House of Parliament, notwith- 
standing the apathy and hostility it 
may have to encounter there. I cannot 
believe that a Bill on the subject will 
meet with any opposition in the other 


House. I have been requested by the 
great body of co-operators who, as 
your Lordships are aware, number 


7,000,000 of the population, to ask 
the noble and learned Earl what are 
the intentions of the Government with 
respect to this subject, and to express 
a hope that the Government will in the 
interest of honest trading endeavour to 
secure the passage of a Bill through 
Parliament. 


Lorp ALVERSTONE: My Lords, 
before the noble and learned Lord on 
the jWoolsack answers the question that 
has been put to him, I wish to,join in 
the noble Earl’s appeal. Your Lordships 
will remember that two years ago I 
myself introduced a Bill of a somewhat 
ambitious character, which was identic- 
ally the same as the Bill introduced b 
the late Lord Chief Justice, Lord Russell 
of Killowen. When I withdrew that 
Bill the noble and learned Earl was good 
enough to introduce a Bill dealing with the 
matter from a less ambitious point of view, 
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but grappling with the main difficulties. 
I believe that Bill passed your Lordships’ 
House, though it was not possible, owing 
to the pressure of public business, to pass 
it through the other House. Since then 
I have received, and am constantly re- 
ceiving, appeals of the same kind as 
those received by the noble Earl opposite. 
A mass of material was collected by the 
late Lord Chief Justice, which goes on 
gathering in amount from month to 
month, and I am satisfied that the 
language used by the noble Earl as to the 
extent of the evil is in no way exaggerated. 
I should like to join in the appeal to the 
noble and learned Earl on the Woolsack 
to do his utmost to pass, at apy rate, a 
measure which will lay down the prin- 
ciple we contend for and make the way 
more easy for further legislation. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
Earl of Hatspury): My Lords, I do not 
conceal from myself that what has been 
said by both noble Lords on this matter is 
well worthy of attention. I have myself 
received since last year ample proof of the 
extraordinary development of the system 
of corruption by what are delicately 
called commissions, but which are, in 
truth, bribes to people to betray their 
duties to their employers. But whether 
the facts collected and published have 
not to some extent increased it I do not 
say ; I cannot help thinking, however, that 
a great many people have learned from 
them, for the first time, how easy it is 
by pressure on others to insist on com- 
missions. The fact undoubtedly is that 
the system has grown extensively, and I 
quite agree that it demands the attention 
claimed for it. As far as I am con- 
cerned, I am happy to say that I hold 
in my hand a Bill which, as soon as the 
other business of the House is disposed 
of, I propose to ask your Lordships 
to read a first time. At all events, 
your Lordships will, at an early period 
of the session, have an opportunity of 
discussing and passing the measure in 
this House. At the same time I cannot 
forbear from giving this warning, that a 
Bill which is not considered of what I 
might call first-gate political importance 
to either side is not treated with that 
attention which Bills of a more ambitious 
character, and appealing more to the 
spirit of Party politics, are likely to 
receive. In the congested state of 
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the House of Commons business, there is 
no doubt that, there is great difficulty in 
getting on with a Bill of a character that 
is neutral, although it is most important 
socially. I will do my best to push the 
Bill through the House, and will do what 
I can to advance the prospect of its 
becoming law, because nobody feels more 
strongly than I do the enormous import- 
ance of this question. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL 
[H.L.] 

A Bill for the better prevention of 
corruption was presented by the Lord 
Chancellor ; read 1*; and to be printed. 
(No. 2.) 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION. 

Return (in part) respecting: Laid 
before the House (pursuant to Order of 
this day), and to be printed. (No. 3.) 

House adjourned at ten minutes 
before Five u’clock, till To- 


morrow, @ quarter past Four 
o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 19th February, 1903. 





The House met at Two of the Clock. 





THECHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND MEANS. 


The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 

The DEpuTY CHAIRMAN reported, That, 
in accordance with Standing Order 79, he 
had conferred with the Chairman of Com- 
mittees of the House of Lords, for the 
purpose of determining in which House 
of Parliament the respective Private Bills 
should be first considered, and they had 
determined that the Bills contained in 
the following list should originate in the 
House of Lords, viz. :— 


1. All Saints, Poplar (Rate Abolition). 

2. Antrim, Down, Armagh, and Bel- 
fast Electric Power. 

3. Aston Manor Improvement. 

4. Bangor Corporation. 

5. Barry Railway. 
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. Belfast Water. 

. Birmingham Corporation. 

. Birmingham District ban eage 
. Bournemouth Corporation Tram- 


. Bournemouth Gas and Water. 
. Bradford Corporation. 

. Brighton Corporation. 

. Bristol Corporation. 


. British Gas Light Company (Nor- | 


wich). 

15. Bury and District Joint Water 
Board. 

16. Cardiff Railway. 

17. Carmarthenshire Electric Power. 

18. Chard Corporation Gas and Elec- 
tricity. 

19. Chatham and District Light Rail- 
ways. 

20. Cleveland and Durham County 
Electric Power. 

21. Derby Gas. 

22. Dewsbury, Batley, 
Tramways. 

23. Didcot, Newbury, and Southamp- 
ton Railway. 

24. Dudley, Stourbridge, and District 
Tramways. 

25, Exeter Corporation. 

26. Exeter Railway. 

27. Faversham Gas. 

28. Frinton-on-Sea Sea Defences. 

29. Gosport, Fareham, and Cosham 
Tramways. 

30. Harrogate Water. 

31. Harrow and Stanmore Gas. 

32. Hastings Harbour. 

33. Hastings Harbour District Rail- 
way. 

34. Hastings Harbour District Rail- 
way (Abandonment). 

35. Hastings Tramways (Extensions). 

36. Hexham Gas. 

37. Hove, Worthing, 
Tramways. 

38. India Rubber, Gutta Percha, and 
Telegraph Works Company. 

39. King’s College, London. 

40. Knott End Railway (Extension of 
Time). 

41. Lima Railways. 

42. Liverpool University. 

43. London and North Western Rail- 


Birstal 


and 


and District 


w 


ay. 
44. London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Railway. ‘ 
45. LondonCounty Asylums(Receiving 
House 
46. 
Tramways. 


s). 
Liaccleafield and District Electric 
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47. Manchester Corporation. 

48. Manchester Southern Tramways 
(Cheshire). 

49. Manchester Southern Tramways 
(Lancashire). 

50. Maryport Harbour. 

51. Mersey Docks and Harbour Board. 

52. Mid Yorkshire Tramways. 

53. Milford Docks. 

54. Nantwich Gas. 

55. Nantwich Urban District Council. 

56. North Cheshire Tramways. 

57. North Western Electricity and 
Power Gas. 

58. North’s Navigation Collieries. 

59. Nottinghamshire and Derbyshire 
Tramways. 

60. Old Bridewell Burying Ground. 

61. Oldham Corporation. 

62. Pelican and British Empire Life 
Office. 

63. 

64. 

65. 
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Plymouth and Stonehouse Gas. 
Pontypridd Urban District Council. 
Poole and District Electric Traction. 

66. Port Talbot Railway and Docks. 

67. Preston and Horwich Tramways. 

68. Queensland Investment and Land 
Mortgage. 

69. Rickmansworth Gas. 

70. Rochester Corporation Tramways 
and Improvements. ; 

71. St. Philip’s Chapel (Regent Street). 

72. Salford Corporation. 

73. Scunthorpe Urban District Water. 

74. Sheffield and South Yorkshire 
Navigation. 

75. Shepshed Urban District Gas. 

76. Shropshire, Worcestershire, 
East Denbighshire Electric Power. 

77. Somerset and District Electric 
Power. 

78. Southampton Harbour. 

79. South Eastern and London, Chat- 
ham, and Dover Railways. 

80. South Lancashire Tramways. 

81. South Staffordshire Tramways. 

82. South Wales Mineral Railway. 

83. South Western and Isle of Wight 
Junction Railway. 

84. Staffordshire and Worcestershire 
Canal. 

85. 

86. 

87. 

88. 

89. 

90. 

91. 

92. 

93. 


and 


Sutton Coldfield Corporation. 

Taff Vale Railway. 

Torquay Corporation Water. 
Tynemouth and District Tramways. 
Wakefield and District Tramways. 
Wellington (Salop) Gas. 

West Bromwich _, mene 
Western Trust, 

Willesden Urban District Council. 
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94. Wirral Railway. 
95. Wisbech Canal (Abandonment). 
96. WorthingCorporation (Tramways). 


PETITIONS. 


DETENTION OF POOR PERSONS 
(SCOTLAND). 

Petitions for legislation: from Nairn ; 
Glassary ; North Knapdale; Drymen ; 
Killearn ; Balfron; Dunlop; Earlston ; 
East Kilbride ; and Carluke ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY. 
Petitions for prohibition : from Melton 
Constable ; and Northampton; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SITES VALUES OF INSANITARY 
AREAS. 


Petition from Fulham, for legislation ; | 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 


Copy presented, of Order in Council 
of 16th December 1902, amending the | 
Barotziland North Western Rhodesia | 
Order in Council, 1899 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 


Copy presented, of Orders in Council 
of 16th February 1903, entitled ‘The 
Siam Order in Council, 1903,” and 
“The Southern Rhodesia Order in 
Council, 1903” [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council 
of 16th February 1903, fixing the 
Establishment of the Corporation of 
the Trinity House [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 


Copy presented, of Order in Council 
of 16th February 1903, confirming bye- 
laws made by the Pilotage Board for 
the Port of Newport (Mon.) [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
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DOCKYARD PORTS REGULATION ACT, 
1865. 


Copy presented, of Order in Council 
of 16th February 1903, defining the 
Dockyard Port of Portland and making 
Regulations with respect thereto [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


GOVERNMENT OF INDIA ACT, 1858. 


Copy presented, of Order in Council 
of 16th December 1902, approving a 
statement of proposed new and revised 
appointments and alterations of salaries 
in the establishment of the Secretary 
of State for India in Council [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


COLONIAL PROBATES ACT, 1892. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council 
of 16th February 1903, applying The 
Colonial Probates Act, 1892, to the 
Colony of the Transvaal [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


GRENADA. 
Copy presented, of Rule applying the 
Marks System to Escaped and 
captured Prisoners [by Act]; to lie 


| upon the Table. 


SAINT LUCIA. 
Copy presented, of Rule amending 
Rule No. 224 relating to the Flogging of 
Prisoners [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


NATIONAL DEBT (MILITARY SAVINGS 
BANKS). 


Account presented, of the Gross 
Amount of all Moneys received and paid 


| by the Commissioners for the reduction 


of the National Debt on account of the 
fund for Military Savings Banks, from 
19th September 1845 to 5th January 
1903 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 17.] 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
(IRELAND). 

Account ordered, “of the Receipts and 
Payments of the Accountant General of 
the Supreme Courts of Judicature in 
Ireland in respect of the funds of suitors 
in the said Court, including therein funds 
to the credit of Lunacy Accounts, in the 
year to the 30th day of September 1902 ; 
together with a Statement of Liabilities 
and Assets, and particulars of Securities 
in Court, on the 30th day of September 
1902.”—(Mr. Hayes Fisher.) 
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CIVIL CONTINGENCIES FUND, 1901-2. 


Copy ordered, “of the Accounts of the 
Civil tingencies Fund, 1901--2, show- 
ing (1) the “Recei ts and Payments in 
connection with the Fund in the year 
ended the 3lst day of March 1902; (2) 
the Distribution of the Capital of the 
Fund at the commencement and close of 
the year; together with Copy of the 
Correspondence with the Comptroller 
and Auditor General thereon.”—(Mr. 
Hayes Fisher.) 


NATIONAL GALLERY (REPORT). 
Copy ordered, “of Report of the 
Director of the National Gallery for the 
year 1902, with Appendices.” — (Mr. 
Hayes Fisher.) 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION. 

Return ordered, “of the number of 
Aliens that arrived from the Continent 
at ports in the United Kingdom in each 
month of the year 1903.”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


TRADE AND NAVIGATION. 
Accounts. ordered, “relating to Trade 
and Navigation of the United Kingdom 
for each month during the year 1903.”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Sugar Bounties in the Australian Com- 
monwealth — Position of New South 
Wales. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 

To ask the Postmaster General, as repre- 


senting the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, can he state, or give Papers | 


resent state of the law in 


stating, the 
ian Commonwealth with 


the Austr 
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Australia is 6s. per cwt., and on other 
sugar 10s. percwt. The Excise duty on 
sugar grown in Australia is 3s. per cwt., 
subject in the case of all sugar in the 
production of which only white labour is 
employed to a rebate of 2s. per ewt. No 
information has been received as to the 
communication alleged to have been made 
by the Premier of New South Wales as 
to the payment of this rebate. 


Commercial Treaty between Great Britain 
and Russia—Date of Expiration. 

Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) : To 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs at what date the com- 
mercial treaty between Britain and 
Russia would, under normal circumstances, 
expire; whether Russia has definitely 
agreed to maintain the present treaty 
notwithstanding the protest which she 
made regarding the Sugar Bounties Con- 
vention ; and whether, if the treaty is to 
be denounced, the Government will under- 
take to give due notice of this, so that in 
the meantime trade with Russia may be 
carried on with confidence. 


(Answered by Lord Cranborne.) In reply 
to the first and third Questions I have to 
say that the Treaty of Commerce and 
Navigation with Russia of 12th January, 
1859, will remain in force “until the 
expiration of twelve months after either 
of the High Contracting Powers shall 
have given notice to the other of its 
intention to terminate the same.” As 
to the second Question, I would refer the 
hon. Member to the Paper which was 
distributed yesterday, Commercial, No. 1, 
1903. 


Police Rate—Suggested Alteration of 
Financial Year. 





Srr SEYMOUR KING (Hull, Central) : 


reference to rebates on sugar grown} To ask the Secretary of State for the 
within the Commonwealth and to fiscal | Home Department whether his attention 
advantages of any other kinds granted | has been drawn to the fact that the 
thereby to growers or manufacturers of | surplus under The Police Expenses Act, 
sugar ; and can he explain the communi-| 1875, has, owing to the rate levied in 


cation made by the Premier of New 
South Wales, protesting against New 
South Wales having to bear the cost of a 
rebate on sugar, or will he lay upon the 
Table Papers explaining that communi- 
cation. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain 
Sor the Secretary of State for the Colonies.) 
The import duty on cane sugar in 





each year being in excess of the require- 
ments under the Act, risen from a sum 
of £358,462 on 3lst March, 1893, to a 
sum of £696,488 on 3lst March, 1902, 
and will he say why in these circum- 
stances it is necessary to impose the 
maximum rate of 5d. on the local 
authorities ; whether he will consider the 
advisability of reducing the amount of 
the rate levied from the local authorities 
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of the Metropolis, so as to prevent any 
further surplus being accumulated ; and 
of making the financial year for the police 
rate run concurrently with the Local 
Government financial year, viz., from the 
lst April to 31st March, and to arrange 
for the police rate warrants being paid in 
four quarterly instalments, viz., on the 
9th May, 9th August, 9th November, 
and 9th February in each year instead of 
as at present. 


(Answered by Mr. Akers Douglas.) The 
Act quoted in the Question is not now in 
force, having been repealed in 1893, 
The expenses of the Metropolitan Police 
are defrayed out of an annual sum which 
may not, by the Police Rate Act, 1868, 
exceed. 9d. in the pound on the full 
annual value of all property rateable for 
the relief of the poor. The rate of 9d. 
is now levied, and, allowing for contribu- 
tions from the Local Taxation Account, 
the rate drawn from the. local authorities 
amounts to about 5d. I do not think 
that an investigation of the figures quoted 
in the Question shows that the rate levied 
is in excess of the requirements. The 
sum of £696,488, referred to as a surplus, 
was a balance which, after the deduction 
(to, which it was subject) of £139,680 due 
to the Pension Fund Account, was found 
inadequate (even allowing for all receipts 
subsequent to the 3lst March) to meet 
the actual charges on the Police Fund up 
to the 10th August, when the next half- 
yearly rate warrants were payable. More- 
over, the excess of receipts over expendi- 
ture for the whole year ended 31st March, 
1902, did not exceed £28,960, and there 
does not therefore appear to be room for 
reduction of the rate. As regards the 
last part of the Question, I do not at 
present see sufficient ground for taking 
steps to alter the present procedure in 
regard to the police rate warrants. 


Indian Civil Servants at the Coronation 
—Pay During Absence from Duty. 
Sir SEYMOUR KING: To ask the 

Secretary of State for India whether he 

has now received a reply from the Govern- 

ment of India as to the Governmert 
servants who took privilege leave in order 
to join the Indian Volunteer Contingent 
which’ came Home for the Coronation ; 
whether they were informed that they 
would not receive any pay for the extra 
period of their detention at Home in con- 

‘sequence of the King’s illness; and what, 

decision has been arrived at. 
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(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) The. Government of India 
have informed me that they have decided 
that the period of detention in excess of 
the leave taken by Government servants 
who came to this country with the Indian 
Volunteer Contingent for the Coronation 
shall be treated as duty carrying full 
pay, and that orders have been issued 
accordingly. 


Cost of the Delhi Durbar. 

Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
what has been the total cost of the Delhi 
Durbar ; and if he will lay upon the Table 
of the House a Paper distinguishing the 
different heads of expenditure making up 
the amount. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) The Budget Estimates for the 
present financial year included £260,000 
for the cost of the Delhi Durbar. The 
revised Estimates for the year will not 
be received for several weeks; when 
they are received they will be published, 


Interest Remitted on Loans to Indian 
Princes. 


Mr. CAINE: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India what is the total amount 
of annual interest remitted on loans to 
Indian Princes, and by whom will the 
charge for this interest be borne. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) The total amount of interest 
recently remitted on the occasion of the 
Delhi Durbar on loans granted to or 
raised by Native States is eleven lakhs a 
year for three years. The charge result- 
ing from the measure will iy 1 by 
the revenues of India. 


Hyderabad Assigned Districts. 

Mr. CAINE: To ask the Secretary 
of State for India if he will supplement 
the Paper Cd. 1321, of 1902,¢ relating 
to the agreement with the Nizam 
respecting the assigned districts, by 
some, selection. of the State Papers, or 
other documents referred to in para- 
graphs 4 and 6, and with tables showing 
the amount paid during each of the last 
ten. years to His Highness the Nizam’s 





+The Paper referred to is ‘East’ India— 
Agreement respecting Hyderabad Assigned 
Districts.” ny a 
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Government, on account of surplus} (Answered by Secretary Lord George 
revenue from the assigned districts, and | Hamilton.) Only six cases have occurred 
the methods of computation by which | of native Indian chiefs being deposed: 
the decision concerning the annual since 1858. In respect of three of these, 
payment of twenty-five lakhs of rupees! viz., Baroda (1875), Manipur (1891), 
has been arrived at. |and Jhalawar (1896), Papers have been: 
| presented to Parliament. In the other 

(Answered by Secretary Lord George | three cases the procedure was as follows : 
Hamilton.) The first paragraph of the|(1) Suket (1878); Report of political 
Resident’s letter to which the hon. | officer appointed to inquire into a 
Gentleman presumably refers, explains | rebellion caused by the Raja's maladmini- 
that the settlement was the outcome of | stration. (2) Bharatpur(1900) ; Report 
informal and private communications, | of political officer appointed to inquire 
of which there is no official record.|into a murder committed by the 
There are thus no Papers to be pre-, Maharaja. (3) Panna (1902); Report 
sented in addition to those included in! of Special Commission appointed to 
the recent Return. The annual pay- inquire into charges against the Maharaja 
ments to the Nizam of surplus revenue | of complicity in a murder. I did not 
for the last ten years have been as| observe any reference to the subject in 


follows (in tens of rupees) :—1900-1901, 
nil; 1899-1900, Rx.185,008; 1898-9, 
Rx.47,229; 1897-8, mi; 1896 — 7, 
Rx.72,481 ; 1895-6, Rx.29,173 ; 1894-5, 
Rx.116,205; 1893-4, Rx.65,000; 1892-3, 
Rx.83,014; 1891-2, Rx.130,697. The 


annual rent of twenty-five lakhs has not | 


been arrived at by any exact calculations, 
but is intended as a liberal payment to 
the Nizam, having regard to the pre- 
sent revenue of the assigned districts, 
and the improvements which will be 
possible in their administration under 
the terms of the perpetual lease. 


Indian Princes Deposed for Maladmini- 
stration—Methods of Procedure. 

Mr. CAINE: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he will grant a 
Return showing the Indian princes and 
chiefs who have been deposed on the 
ground of maladministration or miscon- 
duct since Lord Canning’s Adoption 
Proclamation of 1858, stating with what 
procedure, judicial or otherwise, the 
inquiry preceding their deposition was 
conducted ; and whether his attention 


has been drawn to the Resolution of the | 


the Resolutions, as reported in the Press, 
| of the last meeting of the Indian National 
| Congress, and I see no reason to take 
any action in the matter. 


/German Locomotives for Indian Rail- 
ways— Dates of Deliveries. 

CoLoNEL DENNY (Kilmarnock 
Burghs): To ask the Secretary of State 
for India if he will state the date agreed 
| upon between the East India Railway 
Company and the contractors in 
|Germany for the delivery: of the 
locomotives. last ordered, and the dates. 
upon which actual deliveries have taken 
place. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) The contract was made by 
the East Indian Railway Company. I 
am not acquainted with the facts con- 
nected either with the details of the 
‘contract or its fulfilment by the 
| contractors. 


Payment of Gratuities to Time-expired 
Men for Services in China. 


Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports- 


Indian National Congress praying that mouth): To ask the Secretary to the 


no Indian prince or chief should be | Admiralty whether time-expired men in 
deposed on the ground of maladmini-| the Royal Navy who are entitled to 
stration or misconduct until the fact of gratuity for recent operations in China 
such maladministration or misconduct | may rely upon receiving the same with- 
should have been established to the | out delay, seeing that men now serving 
satisfaction of a public tribunal which | received their share three months ago. 

shall command the confidence alike of | 


Government and of the Indian a (Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster): The 


and chiefs; and will he state what action 
he proposes to take in the matter ? 


payment of the China gratuity to men 
| who have left the naval service has 
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been delayed owing to the fact that the 
details as to the distribution of the 
Peking prize money, which was superin- 
tended by a committee of Indian officers, 
have not yet reached this country. As 
the share, if any, received from the 
latter fund has to Le taken into con- 
sideration in calculating the amount due 
in respect of the China gratuity, it is 
not possible to proceed with the pay- 
ment of the gratuity pending the arrival 
of this information, which, however, is 
expected to be soon available. 


Atlantic Shipping Combination—Delay in 
Publication of Agreements. 

Mr. RENWICK (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he will state when the 
agreements between the British Govern- 
ment and the North Atlantic Combine, 
or Mr. Pierpont Morgan, or the Inter- 
national Mercantile Marine Company, 
and between the British Government 
and the Cunard Steamship Company, 
will be placed in the hands of Members 
of this House; and, if such agreements 
are not yet completed, «vill he state the 
reason of the long continued delay in 
their completion ? 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) The 
agreements are approaching completion, 
but I cannot say definitely when they 
will be laid upon the Table. Negotiations 
as to details affecting important and 
diverse interests, together with the con- 
sideration of somewhat complex points 
of law, are accountable for the delay 
which has occurred. 


Boards of Guardians—Lack of Control 
over Permanent Officials. 

Mr. MORRELL (Oxfordshire, Wood- 
stock): To ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the position in 
which boards of guardians are placed 
through want of control over the officers 
whose salaries and pensions the ratepayers 
are called upon to provide ; and whether 
he will cause inquiry to be made into the 
matter with a view to the provision of a 
remedy. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Thave 
received a resolution on this subject from 
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the Woodstock Board of Guardians. 
Boards of guardians possess considerable 
powers of control over their officers, and, 
except in the case of their principal 
officers, have the power of dismissal. As 
regards the principal officers, the consent 
of the Local Government Board is 
required to dismissal, but, where there is 
cause for dissatisfaction, it is competent 
to the guardians to make representations 
to the Board. 


Ireland, Warrants for Desertion—Delay 
in Execution. 


Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory) : To ask theChief Secretary tothe 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that five warrants for the arrest 
of persons under separate charges of 
deserting their families preferred against 
them by the Mountmellick Board of 
Guardians, and granted upon sworn in- 
formations, have been lodged with the 
police sergeant at Mountmellick since the 
30th May, 1902, and that none of those 
warrants have been executed; and will 
he explain what is the reason for this 
action on the part of the constabulary ? 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Three 
such warrants were received by the con- 
stabulary since thedate mentioned. The 
expenses incidental tothe arrest of pe1sons 
in such circumstances are a statutory 
charge against the guardians. The 
guardians are unwilling to defray the 
expenses attending the execution of two 
of the warrants, the families having left 
the union. In the third case the defen- 
dant has absconded and cannot be found. 


Proposed New Rifle for the Army 
—Advantages. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War, has any 
decision been arrived at as to the adoption 
of the proposed new rifle; is it a conse- 
quence of the reduction in length of the 
barrel by five inches, while the old am- 
munition is retained, that the proposed 
new rifle kicks much more than those of 
the present pattern; has the effect of 
this increased kick upon accuracy of 
shooting been taken into account ; and 
will this be further considered before the 
final adoption and issue of the proposed 
rifle. 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
A new pattern of rifle, which is a modifica- 
tion of the present rifle, has been approved. 
The slight increase of recoil is unim- 
ee and is more than compensated 
or by the reduction in weight. Prolonged 
trials as to the accuracy of the rifle and 
its other features were carried out before 
the Small Arms Committee recommended 
its adoption. 


Duke of York’s School—Reasons 
for Removal. 


Mr. WHITMORE (Chelsea): To ask 
the Secretary of State fer War whether 
His Majesty’s Government have decided 
to remove the Duke of York’s Royal 
Military School from Chelsea; and, 
if so, what are the grounds on which this 
decision has been arrived at, where the 
school will be re-established, and to what 
uses it is proposed that its site in Chelsea 
shall in future be devoted. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The question of the removal of the school 
from Chelsea is under the consideration 
of the Departments concerned. It may, 
however, be stated that the existing build- 
ings are inadequate, and the site is un- 
suitable for any increased accommodation. 


Police at Waltham Abbey Mills— 
Extra Pay. 


CotoneL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Ep- 
ping) : To ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office whether he will explain 
why the policemen on duty outside the 
cordite buildings at Waltham Abbey 
receive ls. per day extra pay, seeing that 
the workmen inside the building do not 
meet with the same consideration. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The rates 
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The Grenadier Guards. 
Coronen NOLAN (Galway, N.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War if 
Colonel Kinloch or any officer of the lst 
Grenadier Guards has demanded to be 
tried by court-martial ; and, if so, will 
the court-martial be granted. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): No such appligation hag been re 
ceived. Nor is it within the right of 
any officer to demand a court-martial. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT 
(Cheshire, Macclesfield): Will the right 
hon. Gentleman be so kind as to say 
whether he will grant as a favour that 
which an officer is not allowed to demand 
as a right—namely, a court-martial % 


Mr. BRODRICK: That will depend 
on the circumstances, 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: 
In this case ? ‘ 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! Notice 
had better be given of that Question. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham): May I ask why an officer of the 
Army has not the same privileges as an 
officer of the Navy? 
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Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
does not arise out of the present Question. 


South African Garrison. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War what is the present 
strength of British Forces in South 
| Africa ; and if he can state the approxi- 
‘mate number of British troops contem- 
| plated to be kept in that country. ' 





of pay of members of the Metropolitan | 
Police are fixed by the Home Office for Mr. BRODRICK: The present strength 
ordinary police duties, and a special | of the Forces in South “Africa is about 
allowance of 1s. a day extra is given for | 38,000. The garrison is in course of 
exceptional employment. The rates of | reduction to about 30,000. 

pay of workmen in this factory are fixed | 
with regard to the circumstances of their | 
rH We so that to give them a 
special allowance would be to pay them | §.) : 


The War Commission. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
I beg to ask the Secretary of 


twice over in respect of the same con- | State for War what are the reasons 


ditions of work. for which the examination of — witnesses 
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before the Commission to inquire into 
the conduct of the late war has been 
conducted throughout with closed doors, 
and the consequent with-holding of 
the evidence from the public; and 
what communications have passed 
between the Government and the Com- 
mission on this subject ; and what sug- 
gestions or representations were made by 
the Government, either directly or 
indirectly, to the Commission with regard 
to the secret character of this inquiry ; 
and what bay if any, has he to 
give for the departure by the Commission 
of Inquiry from the examination of 
witnesses in public. 


Mr. BRODRICK: These questions 
rest entirely with the Commission and 
do not in any way concern the Secretary 
of State for War 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I must now 
ask what suggestions or representations 
were made by the Government, either 
directly or indirectly, with regard to the 
secret character of the inquiry ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : No representations 
were made by my Department, nor, so 
far as I am aware, by any Department 
or Member of the Government. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Why has 
the right hon. Gentleman changed his 
mind with reference—— 


Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order! That 
question does not arise out of the answer. 


1st Class Army Reserve. 

Sm CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether any 
calculation has been made, and can be 
laid before Parliament, as to the rate at 
which the Ist Class Army Reserve is 
likely to regain the number at which it 
stood before the recent war. 


Mr. BRODRICK: So far as Sections 
A., B., and C. are concerned, it is ex- 
pected that the numbers will reach the 
figure at which they stood in October 
1899, at the latest in 1905. As regards 
Section D., the number depends ‘on 
voluntary re-engagements, and, there- 
fore, any calculation would ‘be too pro- 
blematical to be of any real value. The 
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adoption of the three years system will 
cause a rapid increase of the Reserve 
after 1905. 


Strength of Army Corps. 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the, 
Secretary of State for War the present 
effective strength of the First, Second, 
Third, Fourth, Fifth, and Sixth Army 
Corps respectively. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I hope to be able 
to make a statement on this subject at 
an early date, and will then lay a Paper 
on the Table giving the actual distri- 
bution of the troops. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman not give us some fuller 
information before that discussion takes 
place ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I will make a state- 
ment in reply on that occasion. 


Mr. LAMBERT: May I press the 
right hon. Gentleman? Could he not 
make a statement before the discussion 
takes place ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I do not know 
whetler I can have a statement pre- 
pared before that. I do not know when 
the debate will come on. There is no 
concealment in the matter, and I shall 
give the House the fullest information I 
can. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: Will 
the right hon. Gentleman endeavour to 
do so as soon as he possibly can before 
the debate takes place ? 






Mr. BRODRICK: I have already 
replied to that question. 


Mr. Brodrick’s Visit to Malta. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State 
for War under what authority and 
in what capacity did he hold in- 
spections of troops and receive guards 
of honour at Malta, and what pre- 
cedent, if any, is there for the holding 
of inspections’ and the receiving of 
guards of honour by any former Secre- 





tary of State for War. ' 
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Mr. BRODRICK: As regards the 
first part of the Question, the inspection 
alluded to was held by the Governor, 
who commanded and took the salute. 
As regards the second part of the Ques- 
tion, the Governor adopted the pro- 
cedure of 1875 when a Secretary of 
State for War visited Malta. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: In what 
capacity did the right hon. Gentleman 
receive a salute of sixteen guns, and 
who pays for the gunpowder ? 


The question was not answered. 


Conveyance of Ministers in Warships. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to| 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 280 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Will not 
the hon. Gentleman tell me what was 
the last precedent? Is he not aware 
that the precedents for conveying 
Ministers of the Crown in ships of 
war have always taken place in war 
time ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, Sir, 
I think the hon. Member is mistaken. 
That is not the fact. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Perhaps 
the hon. Gentleman will kindly give 
me a list of the precedents. 





Cost of Operations in South Afri 
Somaliland, and Venezuela. - 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint Bo- 


ask the Secretary to the Admiralty in roughs): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of 


how many instances during the last | 
three years have ships of war of the | 


Royal Navy been used for the convey- 
ance of Ministers of the Crown, un- 
connected with the Admiralty, on 
voyages either for public or private 
purposes ; 
the names of the ships thus employed, 
and of the Ministers of the Crown at 
whose disposition they were placed. 
and the voyages thus undertaken, and 
the purposes of such voyages; and 
whether, previously to the year 1900, 
there is any precedent for the utilisa- 


tion of a vessel of the Royal Navy for 


such purposes. 


THE SECRETARY To THE 


Belfast, N.): In the year 
Secretary of State 
was conveyed in H.M.S. “ Cesar, 
in the present year the same Minister 
proceeded to Durban in the ‘Good 
Hope.” In the present year the Secre- 
tary of State for War was con- 
veyed from Genoa to Malta in the 
despatch vessel “Surprise,” and from 
Malta to Gibraltar in the ‘‘ Canopus,” 
which was proceeding to Gibraltar on 
her way home. There are precedents 
for the conveyance in His Majesty’s 
ships of Ministers of the Crown not 
connected with the Admiralty prior to 
the year 1900, but a practice which 
seems in itself reasonable and in the 
public interest would appear to be 
justified without reference to precedent. 


AD.- | 
MIRALTY (Mr. ARNoLp- Forster, | 
1900 the 


for the Cofonies | Somaliland Protectorate Fund. 


the Exchequer what is the estimated 
cost, up to the 3lst March next, of the 


| military and naval operations in West 
| Africa, Somaliland, and Venezuela respec- 
| tively. 

ane | 

whether he will mention | 


| Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
_CHEQUER (Mr. Ritcuig, Croydon): 


|The cost of the expedition to Kano has 
|been met by Northern Nigeria funds 
do not anticipate that any additional 
|charge will fall on the Imperial Ex- 
| chequer beyond the existing grant-in- 
aid of £290,000 for 1902-3. The 
(estimated expenditure for Somaliland 
fron October 1st—on which date the 
War Office took over the military opera- 
tions—until March 31st is £250,000. 
| The expenditure incurred up to Septem- 
iber 30th last was charged to 
y 
hon. friend the Secretary to the 
| Admiralty has already answered that 
part of the Question which refers to 
Venezuela. 


Sir CHARLES DILKE inquired if 
there was any additional charge for the 
new 3rd Battalion of the West African 





Rifles mentioned in the Papers on the 
Kano expedition. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I can only answer the 
Question on the Paper, but I will inquire. 
I understand that the expedition will 
not involve any extra charge on the 





Imperial Exchequer. 
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Taxation of Natives in British South Lorp CRANBORNE: If the hon, 
Africa. Gentleman had listened to my answer he 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, | Would have found out. 
W.R., Cleveland): I beg to ask the Post- 
master General, as representing the} Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton §.): 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, what | | beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
are the rates of taxation now paid by | State for Foreign Affairs if he will state 
natives in the several parts of British | whether the original proposals for Anglo- 
South Africa. German co-operation regarding Venezuela 
came from His Majesty’s Government or 


Tut POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr, | from the German Government. 
AusTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
E.): The information for whichthe hon.| orp CRANBORNE: We were aware 
Member asks cannot be given within | as far back as the beginning of the last 
the limits of an answer to a Question, year from the German Government that 
but if he will move for a Return there they were contemplating the necessity 
will be no objection to furnishing it. | of “resorting to measures of coercion 

|against Venezuela. By the middle of 

Venezuela. July we had come to the conclusion that, 

failing redress, we might be obliged to 

— = oniritasiial Been Pe - Me | resort to force. The frst definite pro- 

fair : eh at t he all Fa om posal for co-operation between the two 

Affairs if he will state the date of the | bowers arose out of a communication by 

first intimation to the American Govern- | tue: Ganmsets: Auatieseaden to abies adie 

ment of the proposed co-op nen | ence is made in Lord Lansdowne’s de- 

Germany with England for exercising | spatch of July 23rd. No. 109 of the Blue- 
pressure on Venezuela. Sacks y . 

| ‘ 





THE UNDERSECRETARY oF STATE | " 

ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cran-| MR. NORMAN: I beg to ask the 
BORNE, Rochester): No formal intima-| Secretary to the Admiralty if he can 
tion was made to the American Govern-| State the approximate cost, either total 
ment in regard to the co-operation of the | or per day, of the British naval opera- 
two Powers. Each of them, however, at tions against Venezuela. 

different times informed the American | 

Government that they might be com- Mr ARNOLD-FORSTER: Until 
pelled to resort to coercive measures|the accounts of the ships engaged in 
against Venezuela. Before these mea- | these operations have been received and 
sures were commenced the United States | examined it is impossible to say whether 
Government had undertaken that its any, and, if so, what expenditure has 
representative at Caracas would take | been incurred over and above the normal 
charge of British and German interests. expense of maintaining the squadron on 
the North America Station; but it is 


Mr. LAMBERT: The noble Lord has | not anticipated that the additional ex- 
not said what was the date the first | pense will be large. 
intimation was given to the American 
Government. | Chinese Imperial Maritime Customs. 

. | Mr. NORMAN: I beg to ask the 
Lorp CRANBORNE: I have nothing € : 
to add to the statement I have read for Under Secretary ; of State for F — 

Affairs if he will state whether His 


the hon. Gentleman. No formal repre- sear : 
sentation was made to the American | Majesty's Government have in any 
way modified their views concerning 


Government with regard to the co-opera- , I 
tion of the two tg Pel the control of the Chinese Imperial 
Maritime Customs in the future. 








Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis): Was any informal representation| Lorp CRANBORNE: The answer is 


made, and, if so, when ? in the negative. 
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Papers on Macedonia. 
Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs when the Papers relating 
to the state of Macedonia which have 
been promised will be presented to Parlia- 
‘ment ; and whether they will contain 
an indication of the views of His 
Majesty's Government regarding the 
present condition of Macedonia, and the 
policy they propose to follow in the 
present question regarding the intro- 

duction of reforms there. 
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ference should be held to discuss the 
advisability of arranging the curreney 
difficulties existing between gold standard 
and silver-using countries, and if possible 
to fix a stable ratio of value and exchange, 


*LorD CRANBORNE: I will reply to 
both Questions together My attention 
has been drawn to the proposals in 
question, but His Majesty’s Government 
| have not yet received any invitation to 
| take part in a conference on the subject. 
| His Majesty’s Government have not so 
| far made any recommendations such as 





Lorp CRANBORNE: His Majesty’s | are indicated in the second paragraph of 
Government hope to be able to present | the Question. We have not taken part 


these Papers to Parliament so that they 
shall be in the hands of Members in a 
few days. They will contain informa- 
tion bearing upon the points mentioned 
by the hon. Member. 


Mr. BRYCE: Does the noble Lord 
propose to include in the Papers some 
of the Consular Reports describing the 
state of affairs ? 


Lorp CRANBORNE: Yes, Sir; I 
think so. 


The Currency Question. 

Sm CHARLES DILKE: On behalf of 
the hon. Member for Hythe, I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether his attention 
has been drawn to the proposals for- 
mulated by the Mexican and Chinese 
Governments to President Roosevelt 
respecting the fixing of a ratio between 
the Mexican dollar and gold; whether 
His Majesty’s Government have made 
any recommendations to China in con- 
nection with endowing that country 
with a national currency coin, in 
pursuance of one of the provisions of the 
recent Anglo-Chinese agreement; and 
whether he would lay upon the Table 
any correspondence of an international 
character bearing on these subjects. 


The following Question also appeared 
on the Paper on the subject :— 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): To 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 


/in any international correspondence on 


the question. 


The Income Tax. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northampton, E.): 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether an inquiry has been 
instituted, by Departmental Committee 
or otherwise, into the feasibility of gradua- 
tion of the Income Tax and of further 
extension of abatements to small incomes 
in pursuance of the statements of the 
right hon. Member for West Bristol on 
11th June 1902t ; and, if so, whether aud 
when the result of such inquiry will be 
laid before Parliament. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): I beg at the same time to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
he has taken, or intends to take, any 
steps to appoint the committee of experts 
to inquire into the practicability of gradu- 
ating the Income Tax which his pre- 
decessor indicated the probability of his 
appointing during the debate of 11th 
June of last year. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I will answer the 
two Questions put to me on this subject 
together. The Questions deal with two 
points—one, the feasibility of graduation 
of the Income Tax, which is the point 
specially referred to in the Question of 
the hon. Member for the Elland Division 
of the West Riding of Yorkshire, and 
the other, the further extension of 
abatements to small incomes. The 
latter is merely an extension of the 
existing principle of abatement, which is 








whether it istheintention of the Govern- 
ment to accede to President Roosevelt's 


a point deserving consideration, but not, 
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I think, one to be referred to a Com- 
mittee. No extension which has 
previously been made has ever been 
first referred to a Committee. The 
question of graduation stands in a very 
different position. It would hardly be 
possible for the Government to refer it 
toa Committee without giving ground 
for the belief that such an enquiry was 
intended as a prelude to practical 
changes in our fiscal system such as the 
hon. Member desires. 


Newgate Prison—Auction of 
Relics. 


Mr. NORMAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment, if his attention has been called to 
the character of the scenes that took 
place at the recent auction of portions of 
His Majesty’s late prison of Newgate, 
and to the fact that objects such as the 
prison bell, the flagstaff, the condemned 
criminals’ seat in chapel, the fetters 
which hung for many years over the 
entrance, and other similar objects—some 
of historic interest—were sold for small 
sums for purposes of public exhibition ; 
is he aware of the behaviour of persons 
in the execution shed during the sale ; 
that other persons were seen digging for 
murderers’ teeth and bones in the alley 
where executed criminals were buried ; 
who was responsible for these arrange- 
ments; and what action, if any, he 
proposes to take in the matter. 


*TH—E SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKERS 
Dove.as, Kent, St. Augustine): At the 
time of the auction Newgate prison 
was in the possession of the authorities 
of the City of London. The building 
and fixtures, being no longer required 
for Government purposes, owing to the 
rearrangement of London prisons, had 
been sold to the City, and handed over 
on lst December last; and from that 
date passed out of my control. I do not 
think that there are any steps for me to 
take in the matter; but I may add 


careful arrangements were made f r the 
removal and interment elsewhere of the 
remains of those buried within its 
precincts, and I have no reason to 
believe that these arrangements were 
not fully and properly carried out. 
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London Traffic—Street Accidents. 

Sm THOMAS DEWAR (Tower 
Hamlets, St. George’s): 1 beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment, whether the question of remedial 
measures for the prevention of street acci- 
dents will be brought within the scope of 
the inquiry of the Royal Commission on 
,London Traffic, having regard to the fact 
that deaths from vehicular accidents in the 
streets of the Metropolis have increased 
by 26 per cent. during the last ten years, 
whilst personal injuries from accidents 
of this description have increased from 
nearly 6,000 to upwards of 9,000 during 
the same period. 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: The terms 
of reference to the Royal Commission 
on London Traffic include the question of 
better provision for the organisation and 
regulation of vehicular and pedestrian 
traffic. I cannot, of course, say what 
the Commissioners may hold to be within 
the scope of their inquiry, but it seems 
not unreasonable to suppose that it may 
involve the consideration of measures 
for the prevention of street accidents. 


Wireless Telegraphy. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: I beg to 
ask the Postmaster Géneral, whether 
facilities will be given to the public, 
through the General Post Office, for the 
transmission of messages by wireless 
telegraphy to the Continent of America 
and elsewhere. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
effect of recent progress in the develop- 
ment of wireless telegraphy upon both 
the commercial and strategic interests of 
this country is now receiving the careful 
consideration of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. I am also in communication with 
the Marconi Wireless Telegraph Company 
upon the subject of their relations with 
the Post Office. I am not at present in a 
position to make any final statement upon 
the subject, but I have no doubt that 
it will be possible to secure for the public 
of this country the use of this method of 


that, before the prison was transferred, | communication when it is sufficiently 


developed for commercial purposes. 


Agricultural Parcels Post. 
Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
Postmaster General if he has arrived at 
any decision respecting an agricultural 
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parcel post ; if not, will he consider the 
advisability of appointing a Committee 
representing the various interests con- 
cerned, with a view of evolving a work- 
able scheme. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
After carefully considering this subject I 
have come to the conclusion that, if any. 
reduction were made in the rates of post- 
age on parcels, it would not be right to 
restrict the reduction to parcels of 
agricultural produce ; and at the present 
time I do not feel able to recommend a 
general reduction of parcel postage. 


Mr. LAMBERT: What as to appoint- 
ing a Committee ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
do not think that that at present is 
desirable, but if the hon. Gentleman 
wishes to make any representations to me 
on the subject I will gladly hear him. 


Fraudulent Bankruptcy. 
Sir THOMAS DEWAR: I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade, in 
view of the losses sustained by traders 


through the action of fraudulent bank- 
rupts, will he consider the advisability of 
introducing legislation such as will allow 
of persons guilty of fraudulent bankruptcy 
being more severely punished than is now 
practicable under the present conditions 
of the law ? 


Tue PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. GERALD Ba.rour, Leeds, 
Central): The subject has been under my 
consideration, but I am unable to promise 
to introduce legislation. I shall be happy 
to examine carefully the proposals of a 
Bill introduced by the hon. Member. 


Housing Problem in Ireland. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork Co., Mid): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if it is his 
intention to introduce into Parliament 
this session a Bill for the better housing 
of Irish artisans, rural tradesmen, fisher- 
men, and agricultural labourers ; has his 
attention been drawn to the present con- 
dition of the Labourers (Ireland) Acts and 
to their limited application ; and does he 
propose to extend their influence and to 
simplify their procedure. 
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THE CHIEF SECRETARY for 
IRELAND (Mr. Wynpuay, Dover) : The 
question of further legislation is under 
consideration. At the present moment 
however, I cannot make a more definite 
statement in the matter. 


Mr. SHEEHAN: Had the right hon, 
Gentleman’s private secretary—the mem- 
ber for North Antrim—any authority for 
stating, in the course of the South Antrim 
election, that legislation was actually to 
be introduced ? : 


Labourers’ Cottages in Cork. 

Mr. SHEEHAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the scheme for pro- 
viding additional half acres to the 
labourers’ cottages in the Cork Rural 
District has been sanctioned by the Local 
Government Board; will he state the 
cause of delay in sanctioning this scheme 
after all prescribed forms had been com- 
plied with; what is the nature of the 
arrangement come to between the Local 
Government Board and the District Coun- 
cil; and in what manner have the 
grounds of disagreement been removed?! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: On the 9th 
Decembert I stated that the delay was 
occasioned by the existence of irregular 
tenancies. This objection has since been 
removed in several cases. The District 
Council has also undertaken to obviate 
grounds for similar delay in future. The 
Provisional Order is now about to be 
issued. 


Irish Local Government Board—Interfer- 

ence with Elected Representatives. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
directed to the cases of interference by 
the Local Government Board in Ireland 
with elected representatives; whether 
he will take this matter into consider- 
ation, and provide a remedy by amend- 
ing the Local Government Act. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
has been good enough to send me a 
newspaper report, from which it 
appears that his Question arises out of 
the recent action of the Board in con- 





+ See (4) Debates, cxvi., 457. 





' 3 Sear oe -V 


~ 989 Questions. 


nection with one of the nurses at) 


I am| net income. 


Rathdown Union Workhouse. 
making inquiry into the facts, and 
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interpretations are placed on the term 
The salient facts are that 
£290,000 was paid for an estate with a 


would ask the hon. Member to repeat | gross nominal rental of £20,370, a mort- 


the Question tomorrow. 


Irish Judicial Rents. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): I beg to} 


date of purchase, and with arrears of 
£27,000, excluding the hanging gale. 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Land Commission can state the per- 
centage of reductions in the case of 
judicial rents fixed in 1886, 1887, 
1888, and 1889 respectively ; and what 
has been the percentage of reduction 
in the case of judicial rents fixed 
in 1886 and 1887 that have been 
brought into court for second term 
judicial rents. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The figures in 


anawer to the first inquiry are 24:1, | 


31:3, 288, and 247 respectively. 
The official returns do not give infor- 
mation in the precise form desired in the 
second partof the Question. They show 
for each year ended 31st March the 
percentages of reduction in second-term 
rents on rents fixed fora first statutory 
term. But they do not distinguish 
between rents fixed in different years, as 
tenants rarely apply to have second-term 
rents fixed immediately on the expiry of 
the first term. The reductions in second- 
term on first term rents for the years 
ended March 1900, 1991 and 1902 were 
23-7, 22°4 and 21 per cent. respectively. 


Dillon Estate Mortgages. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the Congested Districts 
Board can state what was the total 
amount of the mortgages and the yearly 
charge for same on the. Dillon estate in 
Roscommon and Mayo prior to the pur- 
chase by that Board ; and what were the 
number of years’ purchase of his net 
income, over and above his incumbrances, 
that the Board paid to Lord Dillon. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
will find the details of this purchase on 
page 17 of the Ninth Report of the 
Congested Districts Board for the year 
ending 31st March, 1900. 
methods of calculation give different 


numbers of years’ purchase, and various 


VOL. CXVIII. [FourrH Series. | 


Different | 


| gage of £40,000 at 4 per cent., annual 


| outgoings for county cess, poor rate, 
| drainage charge, etc., of £2,488, a charge 
| of £997, which expired shortly after the 


Irish Lights. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether he 
will confer with Trinity House and 
communicate with the Irish Lights Board 
suggesting to them the necessity of 
placing a light and fog signal at Three 
Castles Head or Mizen Head, or some- 
where on the southern shere of Bantry 
Bay, and also instruct the Board to place 
a light and fog signal at the west end of 
Rathlin, and likewise to place a fog 
signal at Inishtrahull; and whether he 
is aware of the demand for those lights 
| and signals. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The plac- 
ing of a light and fog signal at Three 
Castles Head or Mizen Head is under the 
consideration of the lighthouse autho- 
rities ; itis probable that the improvement 
in the Fastnet Light and the communi- 
cation which is about to be established 
between that lighthouse and the shore 
may have an important bearing upon the 
decision. The Commissioners of Irish 
Lights are prepared to place a light and 
fog signal at Rathlin Tend, but the 
financial questions attending the heavy 
cost of the works have not yet been 
settled. It has been determined to 
establish a fog signal at Inishtrahull. I 
must point out that the Board of Trade 
have no power to “instruct” the light- 
house authorities to undertake specific 
works as suggested by the hon. Member 
in his Question. 


The Committee of Defence. 

Mr ARTHUR LEE (Hants, Fare- 
ham): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether the Army and 
Navy Estimates for the coming financial 
year have been submitted to, and 
reviewed concurrently by,’ the new 
Committee of Defence; and, if not, 
_ whether they will be so reviewed before 
being laid before this House. 


L 
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Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST) 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mk. A. J. | 
BaLFour, Manchester, E.): In answer | 
to my hon. friend I have to say that the, 
Estimates of the year could not have 
been revised by the Defence Committee, 
because the Committee was not fully 
organised on its new basis early in the 
autumn, when the broad outlines of the 
Estimates had to be determined. I will 
go further and say that in my judgment 
it would not be a proper use to put the 
Committee of Defence to, to make them 


go over the details of the Estimates. No 


doubt the work of that Committee will 


have a most important effect on the view | 


which the Government take both as 
regards the absolute expenditure on the 
Army and the Navy, and the relative 
expenditure upon the two services; but 
I do not think it would be desirable that 
they should have cast upon them the 
task which properly belongs to the: 
Minister in charge of the Department 
and the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 


Mr LEE: May I ask whether the 
relative amounts to be spent in the 
current year on the Navy and Army 
will be considered by the Committee 
without going into details? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have ex- 
plained to my hon. friend that the 
Estimates for the year have to be decided 
in their broad lines not later than the 
preceding autumn, and when they were 
decided for the coming year the Com- 
mittee of Defence had not been re- 
organised. 


Mr. BECKETT (York, N.R., Whitby) : 
May I ask whether the Committee will 
regard the scheme on which the Estimates 
are framed with an open mind? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Committee 
would be perfectly useless if it did not 
approach every question with an open 
mind. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (KING’S 
SPEECH, MOTION FOR AN ADDRESS). 


Ordered, That the yresending: on the 


Address in answer to His Majesty’s | 
Speech shall, until concluded, have | 
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_ decrease will be shown in the pro 
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precedence of all other Orders of the 
Day and of Notices of Motion at all sit- 
tings for which they are set down.— 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


the King’s Speech. 


KING’S SPEECH (MOTION FOR AN 
ADDRESS). 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned 


_ Debateon Main Question [17th February], 


“That an humble Address be presented 
to His Majesty, as followeth :— 


“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“ We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
leave to offer our humble thanks to Your 
Majesty for the Gracious Speech which 
Your Majesty has addressed to both 
Houses of Parliament.” —(Mr. Gretton.) 


Question again proposed. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr 
Tydvil): I rise to continue the state- 
ment I began last night, when I briefly 
pointed out in some detail the extent of 
this unemployed problem, and sought to 
show that one method of remedying the 
evil was to increase the area of land 
under cultivation. This question of the 
cultivation of land has excited consider- 
able interest among all sections of the com- 
munity. The drift of the population 
from the land into our cities is a matter 
which cannot be ignored, and experience 
has taught us that it has brought most 
serious consequences to the community 
at large. I will trouble the House with 
a few figures in order to show the extent 
to which this evil is proceeding. Accord- 
ing to the census of 1871, the proportion 
of population engaged in agriculture was 
434 per 10,000 persons. In 1881 that 
figure had diminished to 343; ten years 
later it had shrunk still further to 275, 
and it is expected by all competent 
authorities that when the figures of the 
last census are published a further 
rtion 
of men working on the land. { think 
there will be unanimity of opinion as to 
the importance of having the largest 
possible proportion of workers engaged 


‘in agriculture, because, despite all our 


display of wealth and the accumulation 
of property in various directions, it must 
be that the chief wealth of the nation. 
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consists in the products of the soil. No 
matter what the trade of a nation may 


{19 FEBRUARY 1503} 


be, that nation cannot be spoken of as | 
prosperous and wealthy unless that law | 
is observed. May I point out that in| 
_exorable operation of the law of rent, 


this respect Great Britain occupies the 
lowest position of any European country ? 
In 1891 the proportion of persons 
engaged in agriculture in Great Britain 
was 10°4. In France, in the same year 
it was 44°8; in Germany in 1895 it was 
39°3 ;in Belgium in 1890 it was 35-0 ; in 


| 


Denmark also in the same year it was. 


32°1, while in the United States it was 
37:2. Thus the proportion in England 
is lower than in any other country. It 
may be said that this is because land 
cultivation in England is not so profit- 
able as it is in other countries. I do not 


the assumption upon which it is founded 


_ward the suggestion that the lan 


that the land of England cannot be made | 


so profitable as that of other countries. 


Wedo not require to depend on theories 
in dealing with this matter because experi- 
ments have been made in different parts 
of England—in the North, the Midlands, 


and the South, with a view of ascertain- vail, the land near the great cities is 


ing what can be done with the land 


under systems of culture different to 
those now in vogue. I am not going 
to-day to enter into technicalities as to 
the methods employed by _ experi- 
mentalists and theorists. I will confine 
myself to the practical point. Where 
the land has been available, and has 
been let to the small cultivator on 
reasonable terms, the result in every 
case has been success. Farmers paying 
from £3 to £4 per acre for land, and 
paying their labourers a weekly wage 
of from lls. to 14s, are continually 
grumbling at the hardness of the times. 
Whether there is much behind that 
grumble I am not in a position to say, 
but still the complaint is continually 
made that they find it difficult to make 
the land pay. But when we turn to 
the small cultivators who are charged 
double and treble the rent, we find that 
they are able to make a comfortable 


Under the Corporation of Brighton, one 
labourer rents half an acre of land. His 
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if you choose to so call it, of £52 11s. &d. 
In the case of a farmer holding under a 
private owner, there is no inducement 
to increase the products of the soil in that 
way, because if he did so, by the in- 


~— fraction of the increased value 
would find its way into his landlord’s 
pocket. But still this experiment proves 
that in that part of England land 
can be made to pay an actual annual 
profit of something like a hundred guineas 
per acre, so that it is absurd to put for- 
of this 
country is not cultivated because it will 
not pay. Why, even working men with 
their small allotments of an eighth of an 
acre—allotments which they cultivate in 
their spare hours—thus increase their 


dispute that statement, but I do dispute icomes 2s. or 3s. weekly. 


I say that the land of England is going 
out of cultivation because the burden of 
landlordism is greater than it can carry, 
and all incentive to effort is thereby taken 
away from the farmer, who knows that 
the result of his labours will pass into 
the pockets of the landowner. In 
France, where different conditions pre- 


converted into huge market gardens and 
iscarrying 2,500 workers to the square mile 
—people who are profitably employed 
in producing fresh vegetables for the in- 
habitants of the big cities—in England 
the land is allowed to go to waste, while 
people, young and old, are growing ricketty 
from eating wilted vegetables and canned 
fruits. I seek to aim at encouraging the 
developmentofa system of land cultivation, 
by which the 16,000,000 acres of our native 
land, which are now lying idle and profit- 
less, may be turned to good account, 
while the unemployed uSousing com- 
munity is absorbed. 


In this matter I am not seeking to 
cast reflections on the local authorities. 
It has been a pleasure to us to read 
of the sympathetic replies mate by 
the authorities to the demands and 
claims of the unemployed. They have 
in many cases stretched the powers en- 


me : | trusted to them by Parliament in their 
living out of a suitable piece of land. 


total expenditure for one year, including | 
rent, was £11 2s. 6d., while his gross, 


Teceipts for the sales of produce were 


endeavour to find work. But after all, this 
is a very unprofitable way of seeking to deal 
with this evil. Public works undertaken 
by corporations under such cases are apt 
to prove very costly because the meu 
engaged on them are not trained for the 


£63 14s., leaving him a profit or wage, | special work they are called upon to per- 
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form. I would seek to enlarge the | for reasons of State, men worthy of 
powers of these local authorities, and I the name of statesmen will be compelled 
would impose upon them the obligation, | to face this question, and to find a way 
to be enforced by statute, to provide work | by which the land of England may be 
in every town and parish in England for made again to grow the food required 
every worker who is unable to find em- for the sustenance of the people. 
loy ment in the ordinary way. It may | know it is sometimes asserted that if 
said that this is an Utopian idea, but I theState would but forego whatiscalled its 
submit that it is merely the development of | Free Trade policy and return to Protection 
legislation which has already been passed 1,4 would make it possible for the land 


by this House. We compel sanitary ¢ gacland again to be brought und 
authorities to carry out certain regula- | 0.) U8 9n@ agai b> be orougnt uncer 
tions in the interest of the health of the | Wwltivation. But I may remind the 


community ; we compel’ the authorities, | House that in those countries where 


too, to make provision for the education | ean <n ert ques- 
of the children, and on many other lines | werner = - Se then — ro hae oad 
we apply compulsion in the interests of * P vedeorvent hoe prise kt wn _ 
the well-being of the people. All I am_ '8 ‘ Totection, the unemployed problem is 
seeking is that this principle should be 2 this moment more acute than it is 
developed sufficiently far to recognise | here ; across the Atlantic in America, 
that the able and willing man out of work | despite her prosperity and expanding 
is as much an object requiring State pro-_ trade, the Labour Department admits 
tection as is the health and well-being of that there are 2,000,000 of tramps—the 
the community. How is it to be done? , product of want of employment. Our 
By conferring on these local authorities Colonial legislatures have had to carry 
power to acquire land for cultivation and special Acts to deal with this particular 
to establish industries, because after all | evil, and there, though there are hun- 
the two things go hand in hand. dreds and thousands of square miles 

It isa mistake toseek todeal with the un- | waiting to be cultivated, the unemployed 
emp'oyed problem through the unem- problem Is as clamant as it is at home. 
ployed themselves. The point isto enable Therefore, Protection would be no remedy 
each individual to find the employment for lack of employment, neither can over- 
for which he is best fitted. To begin to population be said to be the cause of it. 
build up the reform of the land system Surely this House of Commons exists to 
by putting the unemployed in our towns make new departures, if necessary, in the 
on the land would be to foredoom the interests of the well-being of the commun- 
scheme to almost certain failure. But ity. I hope that no hon. Member or sup- 
there are in the towns thousands, and porter of the Government will advance 
tens of thousands, of men whohavedrifted the argument of this proposal being a 
in from the agricultural districts and new and dangerous innovation or 
who would be only too delighted to go a new departure. If we can have an 
back again. When a man once gets advisory board to assist with the 
submerged in the ebbs and currents of organisation of the Army, it is no great 
city life the avenues leading back to violation of that same principle to 
the healthy and peaceful life of the establish a Labour Department for the 
country are to all intents and purposes | organisation of the industries of the 
closed to him. What I seek is to em-| nation. Surely the tax upon corn is a 
power .the local authorities not merely departure from the principles which 
to acquire the land and to organise | have guided this country for at least 
industries—but to cultivate the land and | half a century. If the House of Com- 
to establish workshops where men and | mons can make a departure of that kind, 
women who desire to live a life apart | can it be very wrong to make a similar 
from the strife and bustle of our com-| departure in the case of people who 
petitive system may be free to retire and | are out-of-work? It may be said that 
work for their living under a corporation. | an experiment of this kind would involve 
The objections to this proposal will no} cost. I admit that it cannot be done 
doubt be many, but I venture to say/| without involving an expenditure of 
that the day is not far distant when, not | money, and a certain amount of risk, 
merely for humanitarian reasons but | but there is ample precedent to justify 


Mr. Keir Hardie. 
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us in pressing forward this demand. We 
are spending £5,600,000 upon the 
building of a railway through Uganda, 
ostensibly in the interests of the natives 
of that country. The sum of £60,000 a 
year has gone to subsidise steamship 
lines to enable them to hold their own 
against the competition of the American 
Shipping Combination. If money can 
be used for these purposes, surely it can 
be used to protect the manhood of the 
nation. The well-being of the com- 
munity cannot long be guaranteed if 
somethingis not done. The curse of the 
poor is their poverty. The presence of 
the degrading, demoralising, poverty with 
which we are so familiar in the midst of 
so much wealth, breaks down the moral 
stimulus and the mental fibre of those 
who are accursed by it. I say—and I 
say it advisedly — that I regret that 
these people should be quiet and long- 
suffering, because if they insisted more 
upon the duty of the State towards 
them more would be done, and the 
longer they continue to be quiet the 
longer will they be compelled to suffer. 

I want to quote one authority which 
hon. Gentlemen opposite will be inclined 
to treat with considerable respect. In 
the year 1895 the question of the un- 
employed was rampant, and even worse 
than it is now. At that time hon. 
Gentlemen sitting on this side of the 
House were in office, and those sitting 
opposite were then in Opposition, and 
were doubtless anxious to take office. 
The Marquess of Salisbury, speaking at 
Bradford on the 23rd of May in that 
year, said— 

“You know how the difficulty of the unem- 
ployed is rising. In the south there are vast 
masses of men who have no evil will, against 
whom no harm can be stated, who have only 
this one wish, this one demand — that the 
labour which they are prepared to give should 
be accepted, and bare sustenance given them in 
place of it; and to whom it has been found 
necessary, from sheer want of employment to 
give them, to return a disappointing answer. 

'* Just look at the state of things that is ex- 
hibited in the London markets at this moment. 
Money is so plentiful that Bo can hardly get 
money for it. It is overflowing in all the 
coffers of the capitalists and all ta¢ banks. On 
tne other side there‘ are the sullen ranks of 
the half-starved labourers, who, if that money 
could be employed, could be invested, would be 
snjoying an unrestricted industry and a happy 

ome.” 


As was the case then so is it now. 
Money is again plentiful, labour is again 


{19 Fepruary 1903} 
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clamouring for an opportunity to 
exert its power in exchange for a bare 
subsistence. Land is lying idle and 
going to waste for lack of labourers to 
cultivate it. The solution of the unem- 
ployed problem consists in bringing the 
idle land, the idle capital, and the idle 
labourers together. When these three ele- 
ments exist and are going to waste surely 
it should not be beyond the power of 
British statesmanship to bring these 
three elements together in_ profitable 
union, and thereby provide honourable 
work for all honest men. 


That is the extent of the demand which 
I make. Local authorities and the Govern- 
ment should be invested with full powers 
to acquire land, to have it put into cultiva- 
tion, to establish industries, and to gener- 
ally organise the workless and the idle land 
of England, so as to bring about the time 
when poverty, with all its concomitant 
attendants of vice, crime, and misery, shall 
only remain as a black dream of a bitter 
past. I beg to move the Amendment 
standing in my name. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea), in 
seconding the Motion, said: My hon. 
friend the Member for Merthyr Tydvil 
has told the short and simple annals of 
the workless worker, and with facts- and 
figures and suggestions he has asked the 
House of Commons to direct its attention 
to some means by which the sad proces- 
sions of the unemployed in all our cities 
can be removed, and by which men 
would be prevented from the degrading 
taint of pauperism by having, as a sub- 
stitute, work found for them on the 
land. I know that my hon. friend will 
receive, probably from each side of the 
House, criticism for some of the sug- 
gestions and remedies which he has 
advanced. The House of Commons exists 
for suggestions. It exists for criticism, 
and from both suggestions and criticism 
legislation sometimes happily comes. 
This I can say, that my hon. friend may 
congratulate himself on the fact, that 
there have been very few — ad- 
vanced in recent years so full of work, 
if the Government wishes work, as those 
which he has advanced. It is not necessary 
for us to subscribe to all his sugges- 
tions, or to one or two of his theories, 
but we sympathise with the main theme 
of his speech and the main current of his 
intentions, because he has expressed what 
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all of us feel, that the time has arrived 
when. the House of Commons, especially 
after a long and costly war, should with- 
draw its energies and attention from the 
circumference of the Empire to the 
Empire’s heart, and see the condition of 
our Outlanders at home; I venture to 
say, poor though they be, weak though 
they are, demoralised though some of 
them may be, to me they are more pathetic 
figures than the patriots slobbering over 
their soup in Johannesburg hotels, or 
prancing down the main streets of Pre- 
toria, earning but little themselves, but 
luxuriating in the happy possession of 
other people’s money. 

It is not an accident that after a war 


the unemployed question should come up, | 


for it invariably follows, you cannot have 


the wicked, wanton waste that war in-| 


volves without its reaction and its con- 
sequent suffering at home. I know ‘no 


more pathetic sight than the procession of | 


these unemployed men, someof them Army 


Reserve men who have had to pawn their | 
medals in order to get a meal for their | 


wives and children. No suggestions of 
altering our fiscal policy, or adopting here 
and there some minor remedy, will ever 
remove’ or partially palliate this evil. 
The House of Commons has got to recog- 
nise that if we are the greatest assembly 
of legislators in the world, with England 
in this condition it is our duty to do 
something to alter this state of things as 
soon as possible. 

What has my hon. friend put forward ? 
He put forward the other day the re- 
clamation of land on the sea coast. The 
reclamation of the sea coast is very good, 
but reclamation of Governments is much 
better. I subscribe to all he said as to 
the advisability of reclaiming derelict 
land in Lincolnshire or Essex, or on the 
estuary of the Wash. I subscribe to 
what he said in regard to the reafforesta- 
tion of this country, which could be done, 
not as a matter of cost to the taxpayer, 
but a mere matter of book-keeping, which 
other countries initiated and successfully 
adopted. 


But before this reclamation and reaf- 


forestation takes place—-and they are | 


rather remote for the unemployed in our 
streets at the present time—we have to 
devise some means by which land, which 
is now derelict, shall be brought 
into cultivation as soon as possible. 
It is sad when one goes through this 
beautiful country of ours—in many 
Mr. John Burns. 


{COMMONS} 
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respects a much better country to look 

|at than the countries to which too 
many Englishmen are fond of going— 
(to see what has resulted from the 
| meglect of the land question. It has 
'almost ruined Ireland, and _ personally 
‘I am prepared to vote for almost 
/anything that will restore to the Irish 
labourer that instalment of economic 
| justice which my friend the hon. 
|Member for Merthyr Tydvil wants for 
\the English who are out-of-work. It 
‘has also depopulated Scotland, it is 
depleting rural Wales, and it is making 
England a warren or a_ playground 
| where it is not a game preserve. This 
cannot go on much longer, and we 
have to devise means by which we can 
turn the current back from the town 
to the country and so prevent what 
we see in the towns — overcrowding 
either of the overworked or of men 
who have no work at all. 

This is a condition of things that does 
‘not reflect credit on our sentiment, our 
intelligence, or our capacity, and I ask 
hon. Members all round me whether 
they are not willing to vote millions 
to deal with a bog in the Soudan 
or to fill up an embankment on the 
Zambesi. There is not a river in Egypt 
they will not dam at any cost. I have 
the advantage of having been an engineer, 
and I give that phrase its correct inter- 
pretation. There is not in Egypt an 
irrigation scheme that will not find advo- 
_ cates for the expenditure of Government 
money upon it. When I take up the 
| Papers every morning I read of loans 
‘suggested to rescue derelict millionaires 
‘in South Africa. It is £35,000,000 
today, and it is £65,000,000 tomorrow. 
| When I see all these sums coming out 
of poor John Bull’s pocket I am inclined 
to button up my pocket and say charity 
jought to begin at home. The tyne 
/has arrived when much of the money 
‘that is spent in Africa, north, east, 
|south and west, might be profitably 
/employed nearer our own doors. 

The excuse for spending all this money 
/has been that we have got a large and 


| growing population, and that we wantnew 
' markets. What folly! Your best market 
| for shoemakers is on the bootless feet of 
' the children of Manchester ; your largest 
| market for tailors ison the hungry forms 
‘that are going half clothed through 
















301 Address in Reply to 


Glasgow, Birmingham, Bootle, and 
other towns. If you want a market for 
food stuffs, in this ragged regiment of 
unemployed you have work for the 
miller and the baker. I hope that no 
Member will get up and try to evade the 
real issue of the Resolution by caviling 
about the number. What doesit matter 
if there are 100,000 or 500,000 men out 
of work ? If there are 10,C00 honour- 
able working men out-of-work that is 
the measure of our duty to them. If 
figures are to be used, I do want to 
quote from the President of the Local 
Government Board’s own report on the 
subject of pauperism, which is the best 
test of unemployment. I find in the 
December report, containing the 
statistics for the fourth quarter of 
1902, that the number of paupers was 
greater than it has been at any previous 
period since 1871. There is no poetry 
orromance about Poor Law statistics, and 
I say that these figures prove beyond 
the shadow of a doubt that poverty is 
with us, that the unemployed exist, and 
that remedies have to be found. What, 
in round figures, is the number of the 
army for whom my hon. friend has 
been the eloquent champion today? 
Roughly, it is more by 100,000 than the 
total number of men that were engaged 
for three years in the South African 
war. Like Mercutio’s wound— 


***t is not so deep as a well, nor so wide as a | 


church door, but ’t is enough.” 

I venture tosay that we could not spend 
our high income-tax on anything better 
than the devising of means by which 
these poor fellows could secure work. 
Now the question is how is that to be 
done? I am far too fair a man, and 
my hon. friend is far too fair a 
man, to throw the responsibility 
of this problem of the unemployed wholly 
on the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board. But for the moment he is 
in office. His is the responsibility. 
Statistics and criticisms are submitted 
to him, and, primarily, his duty as 
President of the Local Government 
Board is to grapple with this problem in 
one way or anotlier. He will probably 
say that he does not deal with this to 
the extént that is popularly believed. 
Well, that is not altogether so, because 
I found information on attending a 
conference of local authorities in London 


{19 FepruaRy 1903} 
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| the other day, the practicality of which 
agreeably surprised me on this subject. 
_I found that there was a disposition on the 
part of Boards of Guardians, and even the 
Charity Organisation Society delegates, 
_to do something practical if it were 
possible for them to do so. When the 
Charity Organisation Society is in favour 
of helping the unemployed, then things 
have reached a pretty pass—for I have 
always regarded that organisation as one 
that looks upon charity as the eighth 
| deadly sin. The Boards of Guardians 
and the County Councils would like to 
do something, but they have the suspicion 
that if they move out of the beaten 
track of the stiff routine of the unsym- 
pathetic Poor Law, they will either be 
surcharged, or disallowed, or objected to. 
Now it is the business of the President 
of the Local Government Board—I trust 
he will not give an unsympathetic 
reply—to do his best to see that, if the 
local authorities are willing to act up to 
the best of their power and ability, no 
obstacle is thrown in the road. It will 
do a great deal of good if the President 
of the Local Government Board will let 
these local authorities know that if they 
are willing to do something they will 
‘not be kept back by a centralised Depart- 
ment, which at times goes further, I 
think, than it should in restraining the 
local authorities. 


I want to point out the danger of 
_ allowing things to drift. To the credit of 
the British people, speaking broadly, they 
‘do not as a rule go to prison, and they 
dread the workhouse more than anything. 
‘It is creditable also that they should 
| liken the co-ordinate action of the central 
Poor Law authority and the local bodies 
_to the spasmodic charity money which is 
subscribed in response to what may be 
called the street-begging efforts of these 
| poor fellows. It does a great deal of 
‘harm. The fact is that the money is 
wasted and cruel damage is inflicted. 
The result is that the impostor, the 
‘loafer, the charlatan, and the mere 
'demagogue profits and exploits this 
particular situation. The way to 
| differentiate the loafer from the honest 
'worker is by one test alone, and that 
is the test of work. If private enter- 
‘prise cannot give him that test, then 
that test ought to be applied by some 
“one. 





303 


A worse feature than the in- 
activity of local Boards of Guardians 
and Town Councils, and the indifference 
of the Central Department is the very 
dangerous thing that is growing up in 
the large towns and cities, namely, the 
ambitious and advertising person who 
exploits the unemployed movement — 
soup kitchens here, and coals and 
blankets there, frequently to the detri- 
ment of abler men with smaller purses. 
The result is what I saw the other day 
in the East End of London. I saw chil- 
dren at a soup kitchen, the mother at a 
mission room, and the father in the 
unemployed procession, cadging in the 
streets of London. How can you ex- 
pect anything but a race of paupers 
from this? The -mother ought to be 
at home, the children ought to be at 
school, the man ought to be taken 
out of the unemployed procession, and, if 
physically fit, he ought to be provided 
with work in‘some way or another. If 
he refused to work I would give him a 
job “climbing up the golden stairs”’ in 
Pentonville Prison. Why can something 
not be done? The trades unions, these 
much vilified bodies, are doing much. 
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aremore in number than they have 
been for forty-two years, that he should 
re-issue the circular which was issued in 
1892 calling upon the local authorities 
to at once commence sanitary works and 
local improvements. By this means 
hundreds and thousands of men in town 
and country could get immediate em- 
ployment, and the great advantage of 
this action would be that all the districts 
simultaneously and universally would 
contribute their quota to the common 
stock in providing a remedy for the 
unemployed. If one district goes ahead 
of another the result may be that the 
willing horse will be unduly burdened. 
I believe that as the proportion of 
paupers in London, and in the country 
generally, is greater than in 1892 this 
circular should be re-issued. Incidentally 
I may say that if my hon. friend the 
Member for Merthyr Tydvil had ad- 
dressed his mind to that circular, he 
would have found in it some of the most 
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| striking arguments in confirmation of the 
| views he has put forward. For instance, 
| it advocates that money might be spent 
'on employing men in spade husbandry 
on sewage farms. I could not help. 
| thinking, when I looked at the faces 


I Suppose the trades unions will have of hon. Gentlemen opposite, that what 


spent this year nearly £500,000 on un- js but a choleric word in the mouth 
employed benefit to over 1,500,000 of of a Local Government Board, is 
members. These organisations have no | rank blasphemy in the mouth of the 
right, I think, to assume unduly the | municipal authorities. But why confine 
responsibilities of the ratepayers and | the spade husbandry to sewage farms 
taxpayers. This ought to be taken into | when other kinds of farm labour might 

be offered ? 


account when these organisations are 
| The circular goes on to mention 


being attacked. | 

The friendly are almost | the laying out of open spaces, recreation 
unable to bear the great strain | grounds, disused burial grounds — here 
put upon them, and if drastic | would be a fine opportunity of bury- 
and permanent remedies cannot be | ing the last of the Jingoes—the cleaning 
submitted to us, there is no reason why | and paving of unpaved streets, sewage 
the Boards of Guardians, the local | works and works of water supply. Now, 
authorities, and the Local Government | if that circular had been re-issued, as it 
Board should not at this moment, while | should have been, last November, I 
considering the larger questions, do| believe that a great number of men in 
something for the immediate relief | these processions would have had decent 
of these people. There are works of| work. I want to make another sug- 


societies 


a sanitary and improving character 
that the local authorities ought either 
to be compelled or asked to do. 
instance, I know no street so badly 

ved as Victoria Street, Westminster, 
etween here and Victoria Station. I 
would suggest to the President of 
_ the Local Government Board, now 
that the indoor and outdoor paupers 


Mr. John Burns. 


For | rate they should be encouraged to 


estion, which I hope will be carried out 
y the Local Government Board—at any 
do so. 
I do not, for the life of me, see why we 
should have these unemployed if the 
spending departments paid attention 
to the labour market when large 
contracts are being given out. Except 
in war time, or in times of national 
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emergency, when men work night and 
day, and all normal conditions are set 
aside, I do not see why contracts for 
ships, engines and guns, and the like, 
on which millions of pounds are spent, 
should be given out at a time when the 
private labour market is working over- 
time and is so busy 
possible for Government work to be 


adapted to the exigencies of depressed | 


labour in private yards, and instead of 
working overtime in the summer, Govern- 
ment work should be provided in winter. 
The present system is not as it used to 
be. In the large cities the municipal 
authorities are adapting their work to 
the exigencies of private work, and the 
fact is that that helps private work enor- 
mously. I will give a concrete illustration. 
There are 500 board schools in London. 
Is there any reason why they should be 
painted between April and June, when 
every part of the West End is clamouring 
for painters? There is not. The schools 
might just as well be painted in the 
‘months from October to February. And 
this illustration applies to fire-stations, 
and a hundred and one other municipal in- 
stitutions. 

I now come to a point to which I ask the 
attention of the President of the Local 
Government Board. 
Law Boards who are responsible in the 
matter do ? 
if he is a drunkard or a lazy person, he 
can, as a last resource, fall back on State 
funds. But destitution is the only test ; 
and he has to comply with some standard. 
He is given work, if he is an able-bodied 
man. What kind of work? Oakum 
picking in a cell, or stone breaking under 
demoralising conditions in a yard. Dis- 
franchisement accompanies that work, 
whether the man is an honest workman 
or a wastrel. He has frequently to break 
up his home, his wife is separated from 
him and placed in another branch of the 
same institution. I would rather have 
the man breaking stones on the public 
road with his wife and family at home 
than in the workhouse, with perhaps the 
old father in the infirmary, and probably 


the man. 


capacities—either as a pauper, a criminal, 
ora workman. As a pauper he is costly, 
as a criminal he is enormously costly, and 
I prefer to keep him at work, on the land 
or elsewhere, and so prevent him becoming 
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What do the Poor | 


When a man does not work, | 
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a pauper, and save him from the de- 
moralisation which lack of work produces. 

My next point refers to the War Office. 
We have got 100,000 militiamen in this 
country ; and, on the whole, I think that 
the militiamen are perhaps as good a 
section of our national forces as any 
other, if not the best. [Hon. MEMBERS : 
Oh! Oh!) At least that is my 
view. We have used them in the recent 
war, and they have always stood by the 
country when we have been in a tight 
place. But what does the War Office 
do? When builders and scaffolders and 
painters are fully engaged, and when 
trade generally is busy between the 
months of April and June—when all the 
men ought to be on the buildings doing 
work for which they are qualified, the 
Militia are called out. What is that for ? 
Isit tosuit the exigencies ofSociety,of which 
our Army is supposed to be an appanage, 
and sometimes the perquisite? These 
men ought to be at their work earning 
wages for themselves and profits fur their 
employers. They ought to be called out 
at that time of the year when most of 
them are out of work, and when their 
services would be paid for and they could 
do good to everybody. The Volunteers 
and Naval Reserve should be dealt with in 
precisely the same way. If that were 
done the militiamen would like it. Of 
course, some of the officers may not. 
We spend £30,000,000 a year on our 
Army, of which the Militia is an im- 
portant part. The Army exists for the 
interests of the country, and the officers 
should, exist for the interests of the 
country. The officers should remember 
that the Army, including the officers, is 
for the nation, and the Militia should be 
called out between October and February. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham): Would the hon. Member advocate 
the calling out of the Militia and putting 
them under canvas in the depth of 
winter ? 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: That is not 


necessary, because if you visit Salisbury 


costing far more than would be given to | Plain, where I have been lately, you will 


The fact «is that the unem- | 
ployed ought to be kept in one of three | 


find the tin huts there are absolutely 
empty, and bricklayers, builders, scaffolders 


‘and the like would not hesitate to go 
down at the present moment, providing 
that you sent with them more adaptable 
officers than they sometimes get. 

My next point is co-operation between 
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Councils. May I put it to the President 
of the Local Government Board, that 
supposing a town of 50,000 inhabitants is 
confronted with a number of men out of 
work, on the basis of the Poor Law 
expenditure of last year the Poor Law 
authority would have to spend from 
£5,000 to £10,000 on out-door relief. 
Is it not better that the Chairman of the 
Board should say to the Town Council : 
“Cannot you devise some means of provid- 
ing work for these men in repairing the 
roads, sweeping the streets and sweeten- 
ing up the place,” and that £5,000 
should be spent on that in the winter 
months, instead of waiting till these 
men became paupers when the same 
amount of money would be spent on 
unproductive labour? I believe that such 
co-operation should be encouraged, and 
that the Local Government Board should 
bring pressure to bear on the local 
authorities in that direction. 

My last point is roughly this: I believe 
that the recent unemployed processions, 
bad though some of them were, and com- 
posed almost entirely of unemployables, 
mixed up with a few wastrels, have 
brought home to this big city the fact 
that the unemployed problem requires to 
be dealt with. What is better, it has 
brought home to some hon. Members that 
as long as we can afford to spend so 
much money on war, and waste so much 
money on drink, we ought not to 
allow these men to sink deeper and 
deeper in the social abyss for lack of 
health, and, if need be, for lack of money. 
I support my hon. friend the Meraber for 
Merthyr Tydvil in his drastic remedies. I 
would prevent men from coming to the 
city, but when they are in the city they 
should be provided for. But whether in 
the country or the city, whether in work 
or out of work, the wicked waste that 
ensues from this gigantic expenditure of 
160,000,000 of money on drink, is enough 
to make all of us shudder at the misery 
which it involves. The unemployed 
themselves have got to be weaned, when 
in work, from this deadly habit ; and above 
all we must remember the fact that there 
are thousands of men who, even if they 
do not drink or smoke, have wages so 
low that when want of employment comes 
along they have nothing but starvation in 
front of them, or the Poor Law office. We 
have got to recognise that cheap, low- 
paid labour is dear labour for the 


Mr. John Burns. 
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manufacturers, the workmen, and the 
community. We have got to find a 
more excellent way than the present, 
whereby from 20 to 30 per cent. of the 
workmen in this city, even when in 
work, are below the poverty line. We 
must give wages that will be spent on 
better houses and fruitful commodities, 
Wages must receive such a dead lift that 
every man should have a margin to tide 
him over when stranded for lack of 
employment. These are a few of the 
remedies which I bring forward, in 
addition to those mentioned by the hon. 
Member who introduced the Amend- 
ment. I believe, from the practical 
experience of one of the administrators 
of one of the biggest affairs in Municipal 
Government, that much good might be 
done by adopting these remedies, and no 
harm done. I ask the President of the 
Local Government Board, now that we 
are no longer engaged in Imperial 
struggles, to remember that these un- 
eumeed men, these ragged regiments of 
the workless army, are our fellow citizens, 
Above all, let us realise that the worst 
thing we can do to any man is to keep 
him idle, and the next worst is to send 
him to a workhouse. If we keep him 
idle he drifts to the workhouse, and then 
to the gaol, alternated by the fetid 
lodging houses that crowd our large 
cities and which some of the unemployed 
should be employed in pulling down. 
There have been scores of suggestions 
from different points of view. My hon. 
friend deserves thanks and credit for 
having brought this subject before the 
House; and now there is an object 
lesson of 500,000 workless men 
before us, I trust the President of the 
Local Government Board will take the 
initiative that is desired, will co-operate 
with the local authorities where prac- 
ticable, and, above all, will tell the local 
authorities that either in the purchase 
ofland or in any other remedial measures 
the Local Government Board will not 
restrain them but give them the experi- 
ence, inspiration and advice it is the 
duty of his Departmenit to extend. 


Amendment proposed— 


“* At the end of the Question, to add the words, 
‘ But we desire humbly to —- our regret 
that Your Majesty’s Advisers have not seen fit 
to recommend the inclusion therein of such 
measure or measures as would have empowered 
the Government and local administrative 
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authorities to acquire land for cultivation, | 
and to set uP undertakings whereby men and | 
women unable to find employment inthe ordinary | 
labour market might be profitably set to | 
work.’ ”—(Mr. Keir Hardie.) 

Question proposed, “ That those words | 
be there added.” 


THE UNDER SECRETARY oF STATE | 
ror THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr 
JessE COLLINGS, Birmingham, Bordes- | 
ley) said that perhaps he might be 
allowed 
the House for a short time, as this 
was a question in which he had’ 
always been deeply interested. He! 
listened with great attention to the speech | 
of the hon. Member who moved the 
Amendment, and although he by no 
means accepted his figures—no doubt 
sincerely given—yet there was no doubt | 
that there was a large and increasing 
number of unemployed in this country. 
The cause was not fartoseek. For years 
past there had been a steady migration 
from the country to the towns and 
industrial districts, which some years ago 
had reached the limit of their power of 
absorption and were now dangerously 
overcrowded. In the meantime it is 


to occupy the attention of | 


quite true, as had been stated, that the 


land to a large extent remained unculti- 
vated. Hence arose the great social pro- 
blem which they tried to meet by housing 
and other palliatives of one kind or 
another. But they were only palliatives. 
f they were to provide for 1,000 persons 
today in London, within a few months 
the tide would flow into the city 
and make things just as bad as the 

were before. As to the hon. Member's 
remedies, he would pass over Socialism, | 
on which the hon. Member laid 
great stress, as the remedy. Socialism 
meant putting the manufacture and 
distribution of everything into the 
hands of the community; if it were 
adopted, it would destroy the main-| 
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The hon. Member was altogether in 
error in what he said with regard to 
Socialism in Germany and France. 
Outside the large towns in these countries 
it had made no single step. And why ? 
Because it was met by millions of men 


| who had gotsomething; butin England 


they hada proletariat to which there was 


/no semblance in any other country in the 


world. That was what made the ques- 
tion so important. The hon. Member’s 


/next remedy was the reclamation of 
_land. He had seen great schemes of 
reclamation which had been both 


economically and socially successful, but 
they could not be carried out by the 
casual labourer. There was no use in 
putting a jeweller or a worker in the 
production of luxurious articles on work 
ofthat sort. What was wanted in this 
case was to give work to the workshops. 
Those schemes had been invariably 
carried out by private enterprise. 

As to public works he would 
not dwell upon that remedy, as it 
was only a palliative. and not what 
they wanted. The third suggestion 
of the hon. Member was that the 
local authorities should acquire land 
for cultivation. Here the hon. Member 
was on firm, sound, and economic prin- 
ciples, and he himself entirely agreed 
with him. He would, however, recall to 
the House that the hon. Member, and 
also the hon. Member for Battersea, who 
repeated the demand, were asking the 
Government to do what had already 
been done, and done very effectively. 
It was now twenty years ago, since he 
had the honour of introducing what was 
called a Small Holdings Bill. He was 
bound to say that from 1880 to 1886— 
he did not mention the period to raise 


‘any feeling, because it was not a Party 


question in the general sense — he 
could get no attention whatever paid 
to the measure. It was quite true that 


spring of progress bysinking all individual | its necessity and importance were not 
effort. He admitted, however, that the recognised then as they were today. But 
doctrine of Socialism was largely on the in 1889-90, the Government of the day 
increase in this country. There were! passed a Small Holdings Act giving the 
people who were always ready to listen | local authorities full and effective powers 
to anything with a promising sound; | to do the very thing which hon. Mem- 
and in the history of progress suffering | bers now desired, and its administration 
and discontent were always found to be was placed in the hands of the County 
the motive power of almost every reform. | Councils. You can bring a horse to the 
England was the very gtound for such water but vou cannot make him drink ; 
@ doctrine. and, with the exception of two or three, 
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the County Councils of the country | might be asked: “If this was repeated 
| would all do the same?” He had no 
Should not, then, the arguments of the | hesitation in answering yes, because the 
hon. Members be addressed to the local | home markets were the best markets in 
authorities? There were, however, ex-| the world, and, setting aside such articles 
ceptions. In Worcestershire, the Chair-| as corn and meat, and confining them- 


ignored that measure almost completely. 


man of the County Council saw the im- 
portance of the 
economic and a social point of view ; 
and, the Council agreeing with him, it 
was put into operation some years ago. 
The first venture was the purchase of a 
farm of about 300 acres. Two farmers 


Act, both from an) 


in succession who had held the farm had | 


failed, and when a farmer failed it was 


always the fault of the land ; he never 


dreaming that, quite possibly, he might be 
wanting in ability, industry or capital. 
That farm was cut up into small holdings, 
and what was the result? Years ago 
misery, destitution and starvation existed 
in that district, and many people were on 
outdoor relief. Today there was nota 
man or a woman on the rates, and there 
was a thriving, prosperous, contented, 
and happy colony. 

This session he hoped to introduce a Bill 
to remedy some of those defects. 
he desired to point out was that these 


selves to the smaller articles of food, for 
the production of which, in his opinion, 
this country was perhaps better suited 
than any other country in Europe, he 
found that the trade in them was 
£56,000,000. 

He was sometimes amused, when he 
heard Members of this House and mem- 
bers of Chambers of Commerce lament 
over the fact that a bridge had come from 
America, or that a few tons of girders 
had come from Belgium amounting in 
all perhaps to £200,000 ; but not a word 
wassaid about this £60,000,000 spent on 
imports of food which this country could 
and ought to produce as well as it could 
produce girders. There were many 
Members of the House honourably 
engaged as citizens in local government 


_as members of County Councils, and the 


What | 


people were not employed but employers’ 


of labour. 


On one of these small hold- | 


ings, say of fifteen acres, there was more | 


manure put on to the land in one year 
than wa3 ever put on the whole estate 
of 300 acres by the farmer, and there was 


more labour employed. From accounts | 
‘this country had been described as 


kept by one of these men, who farmed 
twenty-nine acres, he was able to inform 


the House that in the year 1891 that man | 
paid more than £250 for labour, not | 


reckoning the labour of himself and 
family, but hard cash down, to employees, 


main object of his speech to-day was to 
askthemto doas Worcestershireand some 
other counties had done. Do their best 
to put this Act intooperation. It lay to 
their hands, was effective, and they 
wanted no further legislation except in 
a few minor details, which he hoped to 
prevail on the House to accept. It was 
said there was no demand. Of course 
there was not. Peasant proprietary in 


a lost art. But the supply would 
create a demand, and there were 
scores, hundreds, thousands in our big 
towns who would only be too glad at the 


| present time to go back tothe land. There 


and he received from the produce of. 


that small holding £600. This man, 
a few years ago, was a poor labourer who 
came to Birmingham to offer his ser- 


was no demand, so far as he knew, in 
1870 among the uneducated for educa- 


(tion. But the country at large thought 


vices, which nobody wanted, he now came | 


into Birmingham to the same people and 


offered his produce which everybody | 


wanted. 


Today these people kept their | 


ponies and carts and took produce of 
almost every description to the towns. | 


This man made £600 in a year; he did 
not put that money into a stocking, 
but laid it out in spades, shovels, clothing 


for the public good it was necessary, and, 
demand or no demand, we gave it. 

The other objection was that we set up 
men in business in one class of trade. 
His answer to that was that there was no 
other business like that of the land; 
there was nothing to compare with it. 
lt was the source, origin, and mainten- 
ance of every other trade going. As the 
hon. mover had said, trade of every kind 


and all requirements, thereby affording | depended on the purchasing power of the 
employment in the workshops instead of | land, and though we might be inte 


competing with the labour there. 
Mr. Jesse Collings. 


It in the purchasing power of the land in 
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foreign countries, we must be equally 
interested in the increase of the purchas- 

power of Worcestershire, Dorset, 
and other parts of England. If they got 
£1 more out of the land today than they 
did yesterday, that was £1 more to be 
spent in the workshops. Therefore, for | 
the good of the country, economically as 
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beneficial Act. 
deeply interested in this question as 


anybody. Why was land going begging | 


at £20 and £30 an acre when poor and 
inferior land in Belgium and in Scotland | 
was realising £80, £90, £100, and even | 
£120 an acre and difficult to get at that ? | 
This was surely a subject for thought | 
among the landowners from that point of | 
view. Then the farmer was crying. out | 
for labour and good years, but the old | 
days when the agricultural labourer began 
life almost from his cradle, and continued | 
working to his grave as a mere wage-earner, 
with no hope before him, had, he thanked 
God, gone. They had been given what 
was called education in the rural schools, 
and, at any rate, enough had been given 
to make the agricultural labourers pro- 
foundly dissatisfied with their lot, and 
he rejoiced at it. They went away to 
better themselves, and they would con- 
tinue to do so unless, in addition to their 
wage-earning, they were given the oppor- 
tunity to acquire an occupation of their 
own with some prospect attached to it, 
and this was denied them in the country. 
When there was a traditional state of 
things which had been handed down for 
so long, it was difficult to alter it, 
but the farmer would have to accom- 


modate himself to different relations | 
with his labourers than had subsisted | 


hitherto. He would have to look upon 
his labourer, not as a dependent upon him, 
but as a neighbour. 

He had been in Germany, France, Bel- 
gium, and other -places, and he could 
assure the farmers of this country that the 
great source of labour and help to the 
farmers of those countries was the small 
proprietors. In Germany, with its 


18,000,000 acres of cultivated land, the | 
great mass of it was in holdings of less | 


than fifty acres, and thie farmers there could 
not get on without these small holders. 
The sooner the farmer adapted himself 
to that state of things the better. If he 
could not so adapt himself, a new race 
would have to spring up from the class 
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well as socially, members of our County | 
Councils ought at once to take up this | 


| 
The landowners were as | 
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of which he had spoken. The large 
farmer could not produce the £56,000,000 


| worth of small articles of food to which 


reference had been made ; he could not if 
he would, and he would not if he could ; 
it meant hard work, early rising, and 
small gains. What was required was not 
new legislation, but that existing Acts 
should be put in force. The Govern- 
ment could go no further except to make 
the few small amendments he had _ sug- 
gested. Let the system be adopted by 
degrees. There was ample room on the 
land for at least 1,000,000 families, to 
the profit and honour of the country, 
and their own good. Everybody was 
concerned in this matter. By trade 
and commerce a nation might get rich 
and prosperous, but there was no 
guarantee of permanency. There could 


not be found in history a nation whose 
fighting and resisting power remained, 
except it were based on a numerous and 
contented rural population. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Cleveland) said the remedy of 
small holdings was not calculated directly 
and immediately to meet the existing 
need. The business of the small holder 
required so much skill and technical 
knowledge, that to take men from the 
towns and place them on the land, and 
expect them to make an independent 
livelihood, would be as absurd as to set 
a briefless barrister, or an unoccupied 
journalist, to the work of an engineer or 
doctor. It was undoubtedly the case, 
however, that small holdings might 
indirectly be of service in helping to 
solve the question by keeping the 
labourers on farms from migrating to 
the towns, and he hoped that the Bill 
the right hon Gentleman was to intro- 
duce would so amend the Small Holdings 
Act as to place the power of acquiring 
small holdings inthe hands of the Parish 
rather than of the County Councils, and 
also introduce the ‘blessed principle of 
compulsion.” In fourteen years only 
about 1,000 acres had been obtained 
under the Small Holdings Act, intro- 
duced by the right hon. Gentleman. In 
discussing this question, it was not 
necessary to prove the existence of - 
serious and _ exceptional distress. 
Whether the number of unemployed was 
250,000, or 500,000 or 750,000 did not 
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affect the necessity for finding a solution | our soil. The Committee appointed by 
ofthe problem. Taking the country as a | the Board of Agriculture had reported 
whole, he did not believe there was more | that there were 21,000,000 acres of land 
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distress at the present time than was | 


usual at this period of the year, although 
in particular districts and industries 
the distress was certainly much greater. 
Every winter a large number, and: in 
times of depression a vast number, were 
out of work. Nor was it of importance 
whether the recent processions in London 
consisted mainly of wastrels or of deserv- 
ing unemployed. Such processions could 
always be organised if the trouble were 
taken. Even though all the men be 
longed to the category of the unemploy- 
able, the fact remained that there were 
always a vast number of others who 
were out of work through no fault 
of their own. Obvious causes 
were at work which must inevit- 


in this country out of cultivation upon 
a large part of which afforestation could 
be undertaken. In the year 1887, a 
Select Committee reported in the same 
sense. In almost every other country it 
is admitted that the control of the forests 
is one of the natural functions of the 
State, and the development of forests 
one of the most convenient means of 
increasing the national wealth. England 
had the largest area of land which 
was not put to profitable use, and the 
smallest area of forest land of any 
country in Western Europe. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Bor- 
desley remarked that such schemes 
as had been suggested ought to be 
carried out by private enterprise, but in 





| 


| his opinion this question of afforestation 


ably throw men out of ear | was a matter which ought to be under- 


Not only was it the duty of t 


e House, | taken by the State and not by private 


for the sake of the men themselves, to | enterprise. Private enterprise could not 


take such steps as were practicable to | wait until forests yielded a return. 
afford some relief to these individuals, | 


but it was expedient from a national | 
point of view so to do. 


These men | 
through worklessness were often driven | 


The suggestion he would throw out in 
dealing with this question of the unem- 
ployed was that a small permanent Com- 


to recklessness and drink; their char- | mission should be appointed to investigate 


acters in the long run sadly deteriorated, 
with the result that a return to the 
ranks of high-class labour was almost 
impossible. The suggestions he desired 
to make were four in number. 


An attempt must be made to dis- 
criminate between deserving and unde- 
serving persons, and that could only be 
done by the test of labour. Charity | 
should not be adopted as a remedy, but | 
the remedy should be work for re 2 wi 
The work given should not be of a 


what districts of the country were suited 
for afforestation ; and after that, if the 
scheme was found to be practicable, to 
obtain land and employ men sent by 
Boards of Guardians for the special work 
of planting and maintaining such forests. 
Dr. Schlich, the greatest living expert 
upon this subject, had stated that if 
6,000,000 acres were planted in Eng- 
land not only would it give employ- 
ment to vast numbers of working men 
in planting trees, but after the trees were 
grown this quantity of land would give con- 





permanent character, for this would keep 
labour away from the ordinary routes of 


tinuous employment to 100,000 labourers. 
If part of this work could be reserved 


industry, and in that case the remedy for the unemployed in bad times it would 
would fail of its object; the wages be most useful. It was not suggested 
ofiered would have to be lower, con- | that such work would be suited to all 
sequently, than the wages paid in the |classes of the unemployed, but there 
ordinary labour market. The question | was a very large class to whom this 
of the practicability of planting vacant | work would be practicable if the Govern- 
land with trees had been brought| ment would consider~ the suggestion 
before the Board of Agriculture, and a} which had been pressed upon them from 
Committee had reported that there were | many quarters of the country. Even if 
large areas of waste land in Britain | this scheme entailed some cost it would 
_which were eminently suited for the | be money well spent if it relieved the 
planting of trees. Thiscountry imported degradation that came from unemploy- 
£20,000,000 worth of timber every year, | ment. 

the whole of which might be grown upon| The relief works which were hurriedly 


Mr. Herbert Samuel. 
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undertaken were frequently costly, and ; detained and set to useful agricultural 
if undertaken in one district only, | work and other occupations. In Merxplas 
attracted men to that particular spot. in Belgium there was an institution 
The majority of the Royal Commis-| where 2,800 people were detained and 


sion on Labour recommended that | 
public authorities might, in prosperous | 
times, prepare land for works which | 
were needed but which were not | 
urgent, and hold them in readiness for 
times of depression. He should like the 
right hon. Gentleman to tell them 
whether he was prepared to press this 
upon local authorities. This practice | 
was general in India, where the Govern- 
ment had always ready large schemes for | 
giving employment, which were not 
urgent works but which were put into 
operation in times of famine. With 
regard to labour bureaux it was exceed- | 
ingly desirable to increase the mobility | 
oflabour. Very often there was ademand | 
for labour in one spot and a surplus in 
another. In several of their colonies 


the State had established labour bureaux, 
stretching over the whole country, which 
enabled workmen to find out where the 
demand for labour was. They existed in 
Australia and New Zealand, and, ina modi- | 
fied form, in the United States, France, 

and Switzerland. Hethought it would be | 


possible to establish a national system of | 
labour bureaux in connection with the 
town halls in large towns, and in the post 
offices in smaller towns and villages so 
that working men might obtain informa- 
tion whether labour was needed in their 
own district or some other part of 
the country. In this way it might be 
possible to obtain information as to the 
need for workmen in our colonies and in 
other parts of the world. Labour bur- 
eaux existed already in some of the Metro- 
politan boroughs, but their usefulness 
depended upon their number and inter- 





communication. If suchsocial machinery 


were set up it would do much to relieve | 


the feeling of disappointment and despair 
engendered in the minds of the un- 
employed in their blind and vain search 
for work. 


| 
| 


compelled to work upon the land. These 
men were sentenced to these colonies by 
orders from the magistrates, and they 
were detained for periods varying from 
two to seven years. If such institutions 
were established in this country they 
would do much to prevent these de- 
liberate idlers and wastrels becoming 
burdens on the ratepayers in work houses 


or on the taxpayers in prisons. Unques- 


tionably there were many difficulties in 
the way of all these proposals, and dis- 
advantages might be alleged to any 
scheme, but surely there were also 
disadvantages in leaving things as they 
were. 


The problem before them was a very 
real and grave one, and the Govern- 


|ment ought to approach these sugges- 


tions rather with a desire to take 
action than in a _ spirit of hostile 
criticism. He pleaded for the appoint- 
ment of a Royal Commission on this 
question of the unemployed to examine 
the various suggestions which had been 
made. There wasa Committee appointed 


|in 1895, the labours of.which were in- 


terrupted by the dissolution of that year, 
buti the Committee was subsequently 
reappointed and it reported in 1896. 
None of the matters, however, which he 
had brought before the House were even 
considered by that Committee, with the 
sole exception of relief works. When he 
asked a Question on this subject last 
session the First Lord of the Treasury 
replied that the time was not ripe for 
taking the course suggested. Surely in 
a matter of this kind it was better to take 
time by the forelock and make inquiries 
now in order that practical schemes might 
be devised which could be set on foot 
when depression became seriously and 
ee acute. He would implore the 

overnment not to dismiss this matter 


| lightly, but to grant at least the Com- 
His next suggestion related to penal | 


mission of Inquiry for which he pleaded. 


farm colonies ior vagrants. There had | If the House found by this or some other 
been a demand for such colonies from | method a solution for this grave difficulty 
several Boards of Guardians, and the they would have done something to gain 
Local Government Board had been the affection of some of the most deserving 
petitioned to this effect. Such colonies | of our countrymen, and erected a monu- 
existed in Holland, where there were in ment to their glory which would never 
one colony 2,700 deliberate vagrants perish. 





3.9 

Sirk JOHN GORST (Cambridge 
University) : The hon. Members who have 
preceded me have laid before the House 
the most difficult of all the difficult social 
problems which are now before us for 
solution. I think they have stated the 
ease perfectly correctly. There is no 
doubt that within a very short distance 
of this House there are persons who are 
habitually starving, who are unable to 
obtain work even if they are desirous of 
doing so, and particularly the kind of 
work they are desirous to obtain. When- 
ever a slight depression of trade or a 
spell of cold weather takes place’ their 
misery becomes acute and distressing. 
It is no answer to that to say that some 
of those persons are imposters. Of course 
some are imposters. Whenever public 
compassion is excited there are people in 
the metropolis of London who take advan- 
tage of it for the purpose of serving their 
own ends. It is no answer to say that 
some of them are undeserving, because 
undeserving people have deserving wives 
and families who share their starvation, 
and undeserving people have a right to 
live and to be fed as well as the deserving. 
It is no answer to say that hon. Members 
have exaggerated the number. I do not 
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think myself that they have, but even 


if they have exaggerated the number, 
and even if half are in the condition 
described, it is a condition of things that 
urgently demands the attention of 
Government and of Parliament. But 
although this social disease is well known, 
and has formed the subject of discussion 
by philanthropists and philosophers for 
years, nobody has ever yet succeeded 
in devising a real and satisfactory remedy. 
I think it was the hon. Member for 
Merthyr Tydvil who reminded the House 
that just eight years ago, before the 
present Government came into office, this 
question of the unemployed was in one 
of those acute phases. A Committee 
of the House was then appointed to con- 
sider and report on the question, and so 
urgent was the case thought to be at the 
time that the Committee was desired to 
make an interim Report and to say what 
immediate steps should be taken to relieve 
the very acute distress which at that time 
prevailed. That Committee was composed 
of the very best men on the two sides of 
the House. It applied itself with great 


earnestness to the work, examined a great | pa: 


number of witnesses, and gave most close 
attention to the subject. What was the 
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result? Itmade aninterim Report tosay that 
nothing could be immediately done. There 
was no measure that they could suggest 
likely at once to relieve the distress and 
to be acceptable to the two Houses of 
Parliament. They sat on to the end of 
the session, when their proceedings were 
interrupted by the dissolution of Parlia- 
ment. But they reported before the 
dissolution took place that they could 
find no remedy, and that they were 
quite unable to find anything that would 
eure the evil they admitted, and which 
they said had been satisfactorily proved, to 
exist. In the next session the Committee 
was re-appointed, and my hon. friend, 
who was at that time the Secretary of 
the Local Government Board, was ap- 
pointed Chairman. That was also a 
strong Committee composed of men of 
great ability and great knowledge of this 
subject. They were not interrupted by 
any dissolution of Parliament, and they 
sat until they had concluded their in- 
vestigation. They also admitted the 
existence of this monstrous evil, but 
they, in their turn, could suggest no 
permanent remedy. Now, we have this 
unsolved problem to-day before us. 
Although the facts of the case have been 
investigated, I do not think there is any 
return or any information accessible to 
Members of Parliament which will give 
the real truth of the state of things, 
because these people who are unemployed 
are of the labouring classes. There are 
some of those referred to by the hon. 
Member for Merthyr Tydvil, who are 
skilled artisans or good workmen, and 
who, from some depression in their trade, 
are suddenly thrown out of work. There 
are also people who are chronically out 
of work, and who are never in any 
regular and continuous work. They 
work two or three days in the week, 
but are not habitually employed for the 
rest of the week. But there are a great 
many people among the unemployed who 
do not work in the ordinary sense of the 
term. They earn a living by looking 
out for odd jobs, selling small articles 
in the streets, and so forth, but they do 
not intend to work and do not want to 
work. There are a large number of 
people who are spoken of as unemploy- 
able. Now the unemployable are a class 
for whom I feel the most profound com- 
ssion, because many of those unemploy- 
able have originally been extremely good 
workmen. There is nothing that deterior- 
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ates more rapidly than the capacity to | quiries of the Committee, who eight years 
908 vere is comme Jom ot sae septal om this seks, Thay ad 
nature. eat n r of inquiries 
exercised it very soon withers away, local authorities all over the print 
and ag Ages is renga. hey | and the result was, that it appeared from 
out 0 Fegan ik 7 ego, Mey o the answers to these inquiries that the 
woah If pe oy ae as recede bane, wc aadhagee ge Sypteny _ 
through no fault of his own, out of watt | = i bg ies cory ay 
for several months, at the end he is of seasonal reasons and work stopping 
neither physically nor mentally capable of ‘in winter. I think we may almost 
doing the kind of work he was formerly | conclude that the mass of the unem- 
able to perform. ‘There was an interest- | ployed people is always existing. The 
ing ae a, wary y The age a) sab albitied present with us in pA si 
sample the unemployed. e inquiry | ,: . . . 
or contiietetl Ws Committee of tere Dr d " Pa . f sili oe 
bee Hall in connection with local com- | h A ae h a. — eg omy. y 
mittees at various places all over the) h bit ‘lly por ‘od €° °y 
United Kingdom. There were not only | °*0'Ually whi “ h + ow 
centres in London, but in Glasgow, Liver- | 5°80 my ” - > present winter 
pool, Manchester, and many other large | poem one from economical and 
towns. The plan was this—a street or | 8°@80na! causes, their position becomes 
typical block of houses, or, it might be, | #¢ute, and the public conscience is 
one or two streets or blocks of houses, | aroused. People say, “Oh! something 
were chosen, inhabited by the poorer ™USt ibe done to help them in Parlia- 
kind of workers. A census was taken) Ment.” Then a Royal Commission 1s 
at the beginning of winter in all those | @ppointed, but nothing really is done. 
houses, and the occupations of every | 1 earnestly hope that the President of 
householder were taken down. Out of | the Local Government Board will 
the names so taken down a number of | understand that it is not a Royal Com- 
people alleged themselves to be out of | mission that is wanted at all, for 
work. Those people who alleged them- | sufficient facts of the case are known. 
selves to be out of work were observed | What is wanted is a remedy. Now, I 
during the whole winter. They did not| am afraid, and I am sorry to say it, 
know that they were being watched.| that there is no real remedy for this 
The observation was done through School | particular disease of the body politic. 
Board officers, rent collectors, sanitary It is like some of the diseases of the 
officers, district visitors, and people of human body —doctors cannot cure 
that kind. At the end of the winter the them; all they can do is to improve 
information obtained from all those various | the general health. I am afraid that 
— was sana 5 a 's ae See this is a social disease which cannot be 
merican gentleman. ough the In- cured in itself; it is really to be met 
quiry was far too small to admit of any by a general improvement of the social 
general conclusions being drawn as tO eondition of the ple in every direc- 
proportions or percentages, or anything tion. If all these children were 
of that kind, yet it did throw a good deal healthily brought up; if all were 
of light on the condition of the so-called | properly edueated —I do not mean 
unemployed. The most remarkable con-' merely in reading, writing, and arith- 
clusion at which the Committee arrived | jietice_but taught so as to have an 
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was this, that the unemployed are a per- | 
manent class. They are not people who, 
go about from place to place. They are) 
not people who change from occupation | 
to occupation. They are not clever | 
enough for that. The clever artisan who, 
is thrown out of work would apply him- | 
self to some other trade; but those chronic- | 


intelligent development of their char- 
acter, and were brought up as healthy 
men and women ; and if you had the 
industries of the country properly 
organised, I think that this unemployed 
class might be starved out altogether. 
The disease would disappear with the 
class which farnished the great bulk of 


ally unemployed people have not the, ‘ 
energy to shift their habitation or their em- | the unemployed, because cases of skilled 
ployment. That was confirmed by the in-| workmen suddenly thrown out of em- 
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ployment could easily be dealt with by 
trades unions and the local authorities. | 
The distress from which they suffer is | 
generally very short, and they can be put | 
into a different category, as they do not | 
form the bulk of the unemployed at the | 
present moment. How is that to be) 
done; how isthisimprovement in the di- | 
seased body to be made? People, I think | 
very rightly, will not give up the) 
idea of doing something for these un- 
happy people — some unemployed and 
unemployable — who generally lead a 
most miserable and wretched life. It 
is rather remarkable that every hon. | 
Member who has spoken in this debate 
has suggested remedies applicable by 
the local authorities. My right hon. 
friend, the Member for Birmingham, | 
who gave a most interesting speech to 
the House, believes in small holdings, 
and in putting people on the land. I 
think every effort should be made to do | 
this; and if the community which he 
described as existing in Worcestershire 
could be repeated in every county in 
England, not only would it reduce the 
number of unemployed, but the nation 
would be strengthened. If we could 
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put a million of people on the land, this 
country would be richer and stronger. 
The right hon. Gentleman says that the | 


county authorities have got ample’ 
powers now, and that they do not 
require legislation if they would only 
put the existing Acts in force. But the 
right hon. Members for Merthyr Tydvil 
and Battersea claimed thatsome additional 
powers should be given to the local 
authorities, and some _ obstructions 
removed which prevent them from 
trying experiments. A good many sug- | 
gestions were made by hon. Members, 
some of which were of so Socialistic a 
character that they could not expect me 
tosupport them. But the hon. Member 
for Birmingham and the hon. Member 
who has just sat down have made some 
practical suggestions which, if local 
authorities: were willing to try experi- 
ments in that direction, they should be | 
allowed to do. Some of those experi- 
ments have already been tried in the 
larger boroughs, and there is no prac- | 
tical reason why they should not be| 
est blished in all boroughs. The hiring 
of land, and the taking a farm, are not, 
I believe, beyond the powers of the 


Sir John Gorst. 
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I think 


local authorities at present. 
they have power to do so. 


Mr JOHN BURNS: No. 


Sir JOHN GORST: Well, if they 
want the power, they should have it. 
Because it is no use saying that these 
unemployed people cannot be reclaimed. 
I do not at all hold with those who say 


| that the present unemployed are wastrels, 


and that you cannot do anything for 
them. But you can. It has been estab- 


| lished and proved that you can do some- 


thing for them by the operations of the 
I do not know what 
is going on now down at Hadley, the 


Salvation Army farm in Essex ; but, 


whatever you may think of the Salva- 
tion Army itself and its doctrines, if you 
go down to Hadley you may see some of 
the formerly most idle people from the 
slums of London now working extremely 
hard and well. How the Salvation 
Army does is a wonder, but they do 


‘succeed in making these people work 


extremely hard, and what the Salvation 
Army has done, other institutions might 


| do, and all local authorities can do; or 


they might employ the Salvation Army 
or the Church Army to supervise the 
work. It is not a thing unknown, evenin 
Governments, because the Government 
of the Australian Colonies has em- 
ployed General Booth and the Salvation 
Army in many social works, and in what 
the Commonwealth of Australia have 
done we might follow. The House will 


observe that the work of the Salvation 


Army at Hadley has been put to an 
extremely practical test. The Countess 
of Warwick, having determined to carry 


/out very large improvement operations 


in her garden at Easton, which involved 
a great deal of work, made a contract 
with the Salvation Army to do it. The 
Salvation Army brought down to Easton 
sixty of these so-called unemployables, 
with, of course, Salvation Army foremen ; 
and the Countess of Warwick has stated 
publicly that the work done is admirable, 


_and that her head gardener, who was 
| perfectly aghast when he first heard of 


the contract being made, now admits 
that he never saw a job of the kind 
better or more speedily carried out. I 


‘must add that though these people were 


formerly of the worst and most undesir- 
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able character—two of them being, I | lead to the frequent unemployment of 
believe, murderers—when they lived at | labour. In dealing with the social 
Easton there was no crime, no drunken- | system under which we live, I do not 
ness, and no disorder of any kind what- think it is desirable to make very 
ever. That is avery good test. I am | extensive changes all at once in the 
not a Salvationist myself, but I confess I | customs of the people; but in the 
am perfectly capable of appreciating | meantime it is most desirable to do every- 


social work of this kind, and I would 


say to the local authorities and to the | 


President of the Local Government 
Board, ‘“‘Go thou and do likewise.” I 
would not have a Royal Commission, 


but I think the President of the Local. 
/one of which relates to the land. My 


Government Board should take into con- 
sideration whether the powers now 
possessed by the local authorities are 
ample, and if they must or must not be 
extended: The Government are going 
to bring in a Bill to give additional 
powers to the local authorities with 
reference to the housing of the poor, and 
some provisions might be included in that 
Bill for dealing with the unemployed. 
It might lead to a very practical result if 
the local authorities were given sufficient 
powers in this matter. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Birmingham says that the 
County Councils have not dealt with 
their powers under the Small Holdings 
Act ; but it is the people themselves who 
are to blame. Parliament has done its 
part, and it is the fault of the people 
themselves if the County Councils 
have not done their part. Hon. Mem- 
bers should stir up the electors to return 
to their County Councils men who 
will carry out the powers which Parlia- 
ment has conferred on the people ; and 
if the social condition of the people is not 
improved, I think it will be seen that 
that is the fault of the people themselves. 
Hon. Members should endeavour, in a 
missionary spirit, to go amongst the 
people and stir them up to dosomething 
for themselves, and make their repre- 
sentatives on the County Councils do 
what is absolutely necessary for their 
welfare. 


Sr ROBERT REID (Dumfries 
Burghs): This debate has extended over 
nearly the whole ground, and I would 
support the Amendment moved by the 
hon. Member forMerthy;r. The question 
of the unemployed is, of course, one of 
great difficulty, as we all know; and 


there is no doubt that great differences | 
Councils, the power of getting land. 


of opinion exist as to the causes which 


| thing which can be done, and I believe a 


great deal can be done, for the purpose of 
providing work for the unemployed and 
of reclaiming those persons who are capable, 
or might be made capable, of doing work. 
The Amendment deals with two matters, 


right hon. friend the Member for the 
Bordesley Division referred to legislation 
which was passed creating small holdings. 
I think my right hon. friend will 
remember that it is now twenty years 
since he and I spent many days, I 
might almost say many weeks, together 
in drawing up the first Small Holdings 
Bill ever drafted under the egis of 
the Colonial Secretary. My right hon. 
friend admits that the Bill was not carried 


‘in its entirety. It contained no compul- 


sory powers, and it is necessary in many 
parts of the country, if you want land, to 
have compulsory powers. My right hon. 
friend knows as well as I do that the 
Arcadia in Worcestershire which he 
described would be impossible in many 
parts of the country, because the owners 
would not be prepared to part with their 
land. When we introduced the Bill it 
contained compulsory powers, and I, for 
my part, have not changed my mind in 
the matter, although I do not presume to 
reproach my right hon. friend for 
having changed his. We are, after all, 
dealing in this Amendment with the 
unemployed, who are nearly all in 
the great cities, and it is to the 
authorities of the great cities we must 
look to provide a remedy by taking the 


people to the land; yet it is these very 


urban districts which do not possess the 
compulsory powers which have been 
given to the County Councils. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: They do not 


possess the land. 


Sir ROBERT REID: I want to refer 
to all the arguments put forward by my 
right hon. friend in order to support the 
doctrine that we ought to give to the 
Urban Councils, as well as the County 


M 2 
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There is another small defect in the Act, | 
| what the hon. Gentleman says, because it 


if I may speak of defects at all in my 


right hon. friend’s presence, and it is_ 


that the machinery is rather cumbrous. 
It was necessary to adapt the measure 
to the prejudices of the House of Com- 


mons when the Act was passed. People | 


were apprehensive, as they always are 
when any reform is brought forward for 
the first time; the Bill was looked upon 
with derision, and in 1885 it was de- 


scribed by the Tory Party as a measure | 
to provide “three acres and a cow.” | 


The Bill was drawn in a tentative spirit. 


It has many good qualities, and it has_ 


also some defects, the chief of the latter 
being that the machinery is somewhat 
too cumbrous. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: It is not 
cumbrous at all. 


Sir ROBERT REID: My right hon. 
friend hasnodoubt a certainamount of pa- 
rental affection for the Bill; but in my 
opinion it has some little defects, and it 
is with these that the Amendment of the 
hon. Member for Merthyr Tydvil pro- 


poses to deal. A measure ought to be 
introduced empowering the local autho- 


rity to acquire land for cultivation. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Cambridge University used a most 
potent argument in support of that pro- 
posal. Hereferred to the Salvation Army 
having executed works to the satisfac- 
tion of fastidious owners. Why should 
not the Urban Councils deal with the 
case of the unemployed as well as the 
Salvation Army or any other agency 
interested in the work of reclamation ? 
I have said enough in respect of the 
question of the land. In the latter 
part of the Amendment it is proposed 


that the local authorities should be | 


authorised to set up undertakings on 
which men unable to find employment 
in the ordinary labour market might be 
set to work. If that were to be inter- 
preted as imposing an obligation on Town 
Councils to find employment for all who 


are unemployed. I could not support it. | 
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Sir ROBERT REID : I am glad to hear 


bears out the interpretation I put upon 
the words. The proposal is permissive ; it 


‘allows the local authorities to make 


experiments and to provide employment 
according to the necessities of the case. 
I cannot see anything in the least 
injurious inthat. An hon. Gentleman 
referred to the well-known Board of 
Trade circular of 1892, which required, 
orrather recommended, localauthoritiesto 
find employment when it was absolutely 
necessary, and this Amendment does 
nothing more than slightly extend the 
recommendations of that circular. The 
fact is we have the workhouse and we 
have the prison; but there is no 
machinery I know of, available to local 
authorities to assist in cases of necessity, 
which does not partake of the nature of 


‘degradation, and they have no means of 


trying experiments either in work or 
reclamation. No one knows what the 
ultimate solution of this problem may be. 
I do not pretend to tell where wiser men 
than I have failed; but 1 do not see the: 
smallest objection to allowing the local 
authority a far freer hand than they 
have. I believe they would exercise- 
their powers with judgment; they 
would certainly exercise them in a 
guarded manner; and although I 
sympathise heartily with the aspirations 
of my right hon. friend that a more 
full remedy might be provided by 
getting the people back to the land, it is 
because we must not accept that as an 
absolute panacea for all the evils of the 
situation that I most heartily concur{in. 
the Amendment. 


THe PRESIDENT or tue LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Watter 
Lone, Bristol, S.): I confess I listened 
to the speech of the hon. Gentleman 
who has just sat down, and to his 
conclusions, in some surprise, since he 


| told the House that. he had no hesitation 


in supporting the Amendment because 
he believes in the first part, giving local 
authorities some new powers in 
regard to the acquisition of land, 


| and regards the second part as carrying 
Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I purposely) 
framed my Amendment to enable local | 


the local authorities not much further 
than the circular of 1892. I would point 


authorities to act without compelling | out to the House that either the Amend- 


them to act. 
Sir Robert Reid. 


| ment would carry them much further or 
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that it would be useless. The local 
authorities have powers to carry out local 
works of various kinds, and 
object, as I shall show the House, not 
only to the first part but to the second 


part. I object to the first part because | 


in the form advocated by the hon. 
Member it would be much more likely to 
increase destitution than to decrease it ; 


and I object to the second part because | 
everything necessary in that direction can | 


be done at present by the local authorities, 
if they think it desirable, and if distress 
is sufficiently acute. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Might I ask 
whether the expression, local authority 
includes Rural as well as Urban and Town 
Councils ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Certainly. I 


am talking now of the second part of | 
the Amendment, which runs as follows: | 


“to set up undertakings, whereby men 
and women, unable to find employment 


in the ordinary labour market, might be . 


profitably set to work.” What setting 
up undertakings precisely means I don’t 
know, and the phrase has not been 


elaborated by the hon. Gentleman, but if | 


he means undertaking local works of any 
kind necessary in any locality, then comes 
again the question of the local authorities. 
They have the power at present if it is 
that kind of undertaking which is in- 
cluded in the circular of the Local Govern- 
ment Board to which reference has been 
made. Whatever my hon. friend has done, 
nobody who has heard his speech can 
deny that it was one of the most interest- 
ing features of an interesting debates 
because, after all, there are many of us 
who have been long enough in politic, 
and Parliament to remember when this 
scheme of land reform found but few 
friends, and was not popular on either 
side of the House, as it is sometimes 


believed to be now. My hon. friend, by | 
working the country and working Par- | 


liament ; by incessant labour amongst 
the agricultural community of the 
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'he has seen placed upon the Statute- 
| book. 
I agree with a good deal that has been 
said by my hon. friend. I have not 
much objection to the extension of small 
holdings if you adopt certain precautions, 
but I altogether dedlins to accept the 
| description which the hon. Member for 
| Merthyr Tydvil gave of British agricul- 
ture. I confess it always surprises me 
when I hear hon. Gentlemen on that side 


'of the House maintain that British 
agriculture has failed, and that the British 
farmer is a failure as compared with the 
farmer of other countries. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: No, no! 


Mr. WALTER LONG: It is all very 
well to say “no,” but I took down the 
hon. Gentleman's words. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: My point was 
'that a greater number of people were 
employed on the land in Continental 
countries than were employed in this 
country. I had no desire to cast any 
| reflection on the skill or ability of the 
British farmers. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The hon. 
Member said the land of this country 
could be made as prosperous as the land 
of other countries if a new system was 
adopted. It is more prosperous now. 
The hon. Member went on to say that 
it did not pay the farmer to increase the 
fertility of the soil, because the profit 
went into the pockets of the landlord. 
Therefore, his contention was that the 
land-tenure of this country has made the 
land less productive than the land of 
other countries. I maintain that that 
proposition is a false one. If any one 
who holds that view will take the figures 
as to the production of this country as 
compared with that of others, they will find 
that we produce more and carry a greater 
amount of stock, except horned cattle, 
than any other country. If you take all 
‘the other figures you will find that the 


country, did his best to secure this reform. | system which the hon. Member for 
I believe that to no one man here | Merthyr Tydvil has maligned has made 
is this reform so mtch due as to my the land of this country the most pro- 
hon. friend, and apart altogether from his | ductive in the world. Therefore it is 
views, hearty and sincere as they are, he | not just to attack the land, and say we 
has made a most interesting contribution | have not done as well with the land of 
to a most interesting debate, while some | this country as other countries with a 
of these reforms which he has advocated | different system have done. What is 
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the state of this question? The hon.|for himself the condition of things 
Member has given some figures. His| there. My hon. friend assures me 
estimate, in my judgment, according to|that he went round those places and 
the best means I have of testing it, is found, he believed, that there was p'enty 
largely exaggerated. The speech we! of room in all the lodging-houses and 
have listened to to-day here has been | shelters. There was only one lodging- 
more limited in its character and more | house which was crowded, and the reason 
moderate in its tone than many other | for that was that it was one established 
speeches that have been made outside.| hy the Wesleyan Church of a special 

e have heard there is a much wider | character, and attracted people to it by 
spread of destitution than has been | its surroundings. My hon. friend stated 
alluded to in this debate. But what I | that in one place he found provision of 
want to impress upon the House is that | snout a thousand beds, and that the 
although there are signs in the Metro-| average occupation of those beds fell far 
polis and in the large cities of an increase | below that number. If that is so, it 
in destitution, in the returns with regard | ; 8 not fair to suggest that people are 


to pauperism, and also that there are a ene 
large anher of people out of situations. sleeping in the open because they cannot 
re ? | get shelter. 


neither in the Metropolis nor the country 
is the case so serious as to justify an , 
Government in adopting huss pr Beet MR KEIR HARDIE: They can’t p y 
and drastic measures that have found for it. 
favour in certain portions of the House. f 
These can only be justified in times of Mk WALTER LONG: The hon. Mem- 
national disaster, as in the time of the ber suggests that they will not go to the 
Lancashire cotton famine. At the present casual wards, and cannot afford to pay 
time, although the lack of employment is for the shelters, but even then there is 
serious, I hope and believe it will diminish, the question which has been raised as to 
because happily for us the climatic con- the brick-kilns. My hon. friend the 
ditions are more favourable than hitherto, Member for South-West Manchester has 
and we have not those conditions of visited the brick-kilns and has seen the 
weather which are so prejudicial to condition of things there, and he 
many of the workers. ] have been at gives me his evidence that the num- 
some pains to ascertain, as far as possible, ber sleeping out in the brick- 
the number of the unemployed inthe kilns has been largely exaggerated. 
Metropolis, and 1 am given to under- [| only mention that to show that there 
stand that 400,000 is an exaggerated can be no doubt that there will always 
estimate. I have examined those figures be, on questions of this kind, great ex- 
by the tests open to us at the Board of aggeration. Ido not say this in order 
Trade, and it the House examines them to undervalue the gravity of the case 
by those tests it will find they are | made by the hon. Member for Merthyr 
exaggerated. But take any one of the Tydvil, but because I think it is right 
local cases mentioned and apply to that that all these statements made with 
case the test of local knowledge, and you regard to the numbers of destitute, and 
are led to the conclusion that there has go forth, should be very carefully tested 
been considerable exaggeration. One before they are accepted as showing the 
hon. Gentleman said that in Manchester real facts of the case. Most of the cases: 
there was a large number of people who are exaggerated, I admit, but what are 
were unable to obtain shelter, and who the exceptions ? Everybody knows there 
were sleeping in a place called the brick- are unemployed in different parts of the 
kilns, and elsewhere in the open-air, and | country, and, as a rule, it is not difficult 
that there was every evidence of great to find, where the numbers are serious, 
seg in the city of Manchester. My | what the reason has ~been for the great 
on. friend behind me, the Member for | falling off in employment. In West 





South-West Manchester, who lives in| Ham, where the unemployed are more 
that city, has been closely following this numerous than in any other part of the 
question, and has been to the brick-kilns, | country, the reason is that there has 
the lodging-houses, and the shelters in| been a great falling off of employment 
Manchester, and has been able to see’ at the docks, and if you take some of the 


Mr. Walter Long. 
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towns in the north you will find the} Mr. WALTER LONG: But the hon. 
reason is that these men are mostly em-| Gentleman is one of the many critics 
ployed in the shipbuilding industry, and | who are constant’y finding fault with us 
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there has been a great falling off in ship- 

building. But because there has been , 
a temporary want of employment at the | 
docks and in the shipbuilding industry, | 
are you to turn these men into landholders | 
and farmers in the country, and put | 
them on the land in the hope that you | 
will make them contented labourers ?| 
Because if that is the only remedy you | 
have, I am convinced it will fail you and | 
fall very short of your real requirements. | 
There are some other suggestions made. | 
There have been suggestions made that | 
there should be an increase in the labour | 
bureaux, and better means of communi- 
cation between different districts as tothe 
condition of the unemployed in the la- 
bour market. I think there is something 
to be said for labour bureaux of that sort, 
and when the suggestion was made some 
years ago I was attracted by it, but the | 
experience of these bureaux in this 
country does not show that they are 
largely taken advantage of by the) 
labouring classes, so I do not know that | 
the extension of that system is one that 

can be profitably recommended for the 
solution of the unemployed problem. 
Another suggestion is that we should go 
in for large works of afforestation. | 
When I was at the Board of Agriculture | 
this question was being constantly 
brought before me by agriculturists and 

others from Scotland, where a great | 
deal more work has been done, and | 
better done, in connection with afforesta- | 
tion than in almost any other part of the | 
world. The work there has been of an 
admirable character, but when you come | 
to regard it as a profitable enterprise 

what are the facts of the case? Those 
who are engaged in the work tell me | 
that some years must elapse before you | 
can hope for the smallest profit. [‘‘ The | 
profits accumulate.”] But where is the 
money to come from to run this system 
of afforestation during the fourteen or 
more years during which it would * 


unremunerative? ~- 


| 
Mr. KEIR HARDIE: From the same | 


source as the money for the Uganda) 


Railway. 


for spending too much public money. 
Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Abroad. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Not only 
abroad. Unless it is on a particular 
object suggested by the hon. Gentleman 
the expenditure of public money is, in 
his view, bad. Does the hon. Gentleman, 
from his knowledge of the men with 
whom he is acquainted, really believe 
that to start a system of afforestation 
would deal with even the smallest fraction 
of the unemployed question? How 
many of the unemployed would accept 
the offer of such work? It is almost 
trifling with the question to suggest that 
by methods of land cultivation or affor- 
estation, you can deal with a problem so 
difficult and deep-seated as this. No 
doubt there is some land in the country 
which might very well be used for 
planting timber, but this work is of a 
peculiarly difficult and laborious kind, 
and if you put to it a large number of 
the present unemployed they would soon 
say it was not to their liking. Many of 
those who recently paraded the streets of 
London have been offered work and 
declined it. They have said, “ That is not 
what we want, we want money to be 
distributed amongst those who are in 
want of it.” These men, in many cases, 
are acquainted with a particular class of 
labour, such as in the docks or shipyards. 
Are you going to take them from work 
which they understand and put them to 
work of which they know nothing? And 
would you ask them to devote the rest 
of their lives to it, or are they to be so 
employed only spasmodically in times of 
depression? The suggestion is altogether 
too general and crude for serious con- 
sideration. 


Then my right hon. friend the Member 
for Cambridge dealt with the work of 
the Salvation Army. I have had an 
opportunity of seeing the work of the 
Salvation Army. I have visited Hadley 
Farm and seen the work the men 
are doing. No doubt forty or fifty men 
might easily be found who could dig a 
garden as well as the average agri- 
cultural labourer, but I am not at all pre- 
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pared to accept my right hon. friend’s | question—the provision of better houses, 
suggestion that Boards of Guardians or | sanitary surroundings, and so forth— 
Municipal Authorities, still less the Local | but I ask hon. Members not to believe 
Government Board, should employ the | that any large scheme of making local 
Salvation Army as an agency for dealing | authorities cultivators of land, or of 
with the unemployed, or that we should | calling upon them to employ men on 
follow their example and ourselves set | large tracts of land, would do any real 
men to work. Such a plan would, after good. Small holdings are excellent things 
all, deal with only a very small number | 1" their way, but every body knows that 
of those in difficulty; it would not in unless the land is carefully selected 
any way remove the difficulty or get to and special regard paid to the conditions 
the root of the problem and prevent its under which it is held, you might 
recurrence. as well throw your money into the sea. 
Another suggestion is that the circular | The seme aia gee a allot- 
previously issued by the Local Govern- ps ayttem. ae may be tone 
ment Board should be re-issued. During | °' erent ways, but that anything can be 
the recess I was constantly in London, ae by a big scheme is quite contrary 
and in communication with my to the fact. 
inspectors all over the country. With} We must all sympathise with those 
one exception those inspectors have been | who are temporarily out of work — 
strongly opposed to the issue of that | especially with those who want work 
circular at present, their reason being | and cannot get it. I have been sorry 
that the local authorities are fully alive to |to hear references of a depreciatory 
the state of affairs, and have in every case, | character to charitable agencies. Many 
where the difficulty is considerable, taken | of those who suffer most will never be 
action either through committees of their | dealt with except by means of charitable 
own or in conjunction with charitable associations; they would starve in a 
bodies All the evidence points to the garret rather than ask for help outside. 
undesirability of issuing a circular which | and still less appeal to the Poor Law. It 
ought only to be issued when the circum- js only through these charitable associa- 





stances are so grave as to make some | tions, and by means of the noble men 
special steps necessary. It is not suffi 3nq women who devote their lives to 
cient to say that there are a certain | thig work, that you can reach some 
number of unemployed in the country | of the most deserving people at a time 
generally. Before wo ask local authorities | ji; the present. . I should, therefore, be 


2 ginae ith gteye Suprema sorry for anything to be said, even in- 
for the locality, we ought to be quite oanares ntly h which wg ue people 
certain that they are either ignorant of | es i . me pire we . rey , 
the condition of things or are apathetic in | ae o Reempene © OF 
their treatment of it. There is no evi- | 0ble work, or that it carries any form 

of degradation to those who are assisted 


dence whatever in that direction. The | : ; . 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for ‘hereby, especially when their necessity 
arises from no fault of their own. If the 


Cambridge University asked whether, in | . ; 
the opinion of theGovernment, the powers labours of charitable agencies were 
by local authorities are sufficient, | lessened, I am convinced that in times 
.and whether, if they are not sufficient, | like the present the suffering would 
we are prepared to increase them. I am_ be far greater and more real even than 
not aware of any new power required by Ow. There was a suggestion made by 
local authorities to enable them to carry , the hon. Member for Battersea which | 
out local works. Boards of Guardians have | was rather surprised to hear. He 
full power in regard to relief, and local | suggested that. the Militia should be 
urban and rural sanitary authorities can called out at a later period of the year. 
do the work they are empowered to do_ 
at a special time if they think it desirable.) \r JOHN BURNS said what he 
I do not think there is any sovereign suggested was that the Militia should 
remedy for this difficulty of the un-| not be called out at those portions ot 
employed. Many of the ‘subjects dis-|the spring and summer when work 
cussed yesterday and today touched this | was most plentiful. 


Mr. Walter Long. 
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that at times like this they would be able 





Mr. WALTER LONG: I do not}! 
think I was misrepresenting the hon. 
Member when I say that he sug- 
gested that they should be called out 
in the autumn and winter. This, how- 
ever, is a War Office question. I regret 
that he suggested that the selection of | 
the time of the year was due to want of 
energy on the part of the officers, where- 
as it is due to the belief that it is only 
at those times of the year that it is 
possible to give them the training that 
is essential for them to get under canvas. 
I do not think his reason is well founded. 
I can only assure the House that as far 
as the Local Government Board is con- 
cerned we have watched, and shall 
continue to watch, the conditions of 
labour very closely. I do not think 
there is an evil effect in connection 
with this question of the unemployed 
that escapes our attention, but I depre- 
cate the adoption by this: House of 
remedies which at first sight may 
seem practical, but which will not bear 
the test of examination, and which, if 
applied, would increase, and not de- 
crease, the number of unemployed in 
the country. 


*Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green) said that this question of the unem- 
ployed also affectedthe Sister Isleto agreat 
extent. He had listened to the speech of 
the right hon. Gentleman, and he was 
surprised at the want of sympathy he had 
shown for the Amendment of his hon. 
friend. He had stated that the hon. 
Member who moved this Motion had not 
suggested any remedy to meet the diffi- 
culty. The hon. Member for Merthyr 
Tydvil in his Amendment suggests a 
remedy. He (the hon. Member for 
Merthyr) had drawn attention to the 
efforts which were now being made by 
trades organisations to assist those of 
their members who were out of work, 
but the drain upon their resources was 
terrible, and some of the members of 
those organisations were paying double 
and treble levies in consequence of lack 
of employment. He thought some step 
should be taken by the Government to 
strengthen the hands of corporations, so 


to do something to deal with this terrible 
problem. He instanced the case of 
Dublin, when an appeal was made 
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recently to the Council by the un- 
employed for work, and pointed out 
that owing to such restrictions as were 
imposed on municipal authorities only a 
temporary form of relief could be given. 
With reference to afforestation and the 
reclamation of waste land, he suggested to 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland that in 
the Bill he was about to introduce he 
would insert some provision for the 
reclamation of waste land and the plant- 
ing of timber in Ireland. They in Ireland 
could not take advantage of the Small 
Holdings Act, with the result that the 
people from the country came into the 
towns and swamped the labour market. 
The labour organisations would not be 
able to meet the needs of the increasing 
number of unemployed much longer, 
because their funds would not last for 
ever, and as soon as their money was ex- 
haustedthen theresponsibility of the State 
would be very serious It was the duty of 
theGovernmenttogiveasympathetic hear- 
ing to this Amendment, and he appealed 
to the House to vote for it and give some 
encouragement to the thousands of people 
who in processions were marching through 
the streets begging for bread. 






Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) said this had been a most 
interesting debate, and thanks were due 
to the hon. Member for Merthyr Tydvil 
for bringing this question forward. He 
was greatly surprised that the Speech 
from the Throne made no reference to 
this question. What was the existing 
state of affairs? They had heard the 
numbers of the unemployed. It had 
been estimated that between 5 and 6 
per cent. of the total members of trades 
unions were unemployed, but not suffi- 
cient account had been taken of the 
enormous number of unskilled labourers 
who were not members of trades unions. 
The number of unemployed could not be 
accurately estimated, because the number 
of unskilled labourers who had no organi- 
sation could not be calculated at any 
given time. Nor were. the returns of 
the trades unions a real test of the 
definite state of employment in the 
country, because the members of trades 
unions were the best skilled artisans, and 
they were the very last people who were 
dispensed with by employers, since 
they would be difficult to replace, and 
when business was slack they were often 
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retained, if only employed on half or| wonder that this was so when they 
quarter time. The President of the|saw the disabilities under which 
Board of Trade in his speech said very truly | shipping was labouring at the present 
that various remedies had been proposed |time. What encouragement was there 
for the existing state of affairs, and he re- | to people to build ships when they saw 
ferred to one of the remedies put forward how many shipping companies were pay- 
by the hon. Member for Merthyr Tydvil. | ing no dividend at all? What encourage- 
He asked would it not be much better, | ment was there to put capital into manu- 
instead of locking to remedies, to ascertain | factories in this country when their 
the causes which produce this want of| capital was not protected in the 
employment. | slightest degree, and when the whole 

There was no other country but|of their output was met with 
this that suffered from this state of | favoured foreign competition without 
affairs. There was no real want of | the slightest tax upon foreign goods, 
employment in the United States and | They were greatly indebted to the hon. 
Germany, and in those countries the un-| Member for Merthyr Tydvil for intro- 
employed problem was much less acute. | ducing this subject. It was far better 
In no other country were the Government | to look at the causes of the want of 
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face to face with this problem of the un- 
employed, and was there any other 
capital in the world which had been the 
witness of such processions of unemployed 
as those which had been seen in London. 
There might be some persons in those 
processions who were unemployable and 
undeserving, but it could not be doubted 
that there were a considerable number 
who, if they could obtain employment, 
would welcome the opportunity. But 
beyond all these men there were a 
very large number who would rather 
starve in a garret than accept Poor Law 
relief or charitable assistance, and _stili 


/employment, than to beat about the 
| bush in regard to wild schemes of relief. 
| Let them attack the disease at its foun- 
tain head, and prevent this question of 
|the unemployed being always with us. 
| It was not with the people of the United 
States, France, or Germany. If we 
alone in the world maintained a_parti- 
cular fiscal system, and if we alone were 
face to face with this perpetual problem 
|of the unemployed, surely there was 
|ground for believing that there was 
| something wrong with the industrial and 
| fiscal system which brought about such 
_a state of affairs. 


less would they take part in processions | 


of the unemployed. ‘Therefore it was the 
duty of the Government not only to find 
remedies but to examine into the causes. 
These questions were perfectly well known, 
and until the representatives of the people 
determined to go into the causes they 
would always have this problem of the 
unemployed with them. It was absurd 
and ridiculous for them to impose new 
burdens on the taxpayer so as to find work 
for the unemployed, or to attempt to 


| *Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) said that, in his opinion, 
‘alien immigration had no effect whatever 
'on the skilled trades of this country; 
and, admittedly, these trades were suffer- 
| ing very considerably from the want of 
_employment at this moment. He thought 
the hon. Member for Merthyr Tydvil, 
who moved the Amendment, was to be 
congratulated on the very important 
admissions which had been drawn from 


distribute relief amongst them, so long as | hon. and right hon. Gentlemen opposite. 
they admitted 70,000 or 80,000 aliens | He agreed that it would be difficult, if 
into the East End of London with the | not ;impossible, to find a sovereign re- 
result that their own people weredriven out | medy for the unemployed, but he was 
of employment in much greater numbers. | surprised to hear that confession from 
These aliens were coming to this country | the other side of the House, because it 
in greater numbers every day, without | seemed to him to be in direct conftict 
the slightest restriction or inquiry. Under | with the ve held by their late chief, 
these circumstances what encourage-| Lord Salisbury, in 1895. This question 


ment was there to put capital into busi- 
nesses in order to employ labour under 
the existing system ? 

The President of the Local Govern- 


ment Board stated that shipbuilding | 
was very much depressed, and no 


Sir Howard Vincent. 


of the unemployed was one of the trump 
cards they played in their electioneering 

ame in 1895. Lord Salisbury went to 
Bradford to prepare the way for the 
coming election of the year. In_ the 
speech he delivered, he seemed to indicate 
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that there was, in his opinion, a sovereign | 
remedy for dealing with this question | 
of the unemployed. What was the | 
remedy ? It was a Government in whom 
the people had confidence. Looking to 
the majorities by which it was supported 
in both Houses of Parliament, surely they 
must come to the conclusion that, at all 
events, the present Government had the 
confidence of the country behind it. Yet | 
here they were with a Conservative 
Government in office discussing this 
serious and solemn question of the unem- 
ployed. 

He agreed also that the number of 
the unemployed might be somewhat, 
and probably was, exaggerated. His own 
impression was that the hon. Member for 
Merthyr Tydvil had under-estimated the 
number when he said that the minimum 
would be something like 400,000, because 
the Secretary of the National Committee 
on the Unemployed, who had been in. 
constant receipt of reports from all parts | 
of the United Kingdom, had stated that, | 
in his opinion, the number could not be 
less than 900,000. But it seemed to him 
that the very fact that they had difficulty 
in ascertaining what was the state of the 
situation was a reason why the Govern- 
ment ought to have acted upon the re- 
commendation of the Select Committee 
which considered this question. That 
committee recommen‘ed that greater care > 
and attention should be paid in the way 
of better organisation in order to get at 
the facts as to the number of unemployed, 
yet nothing had been done to provide a 
remedy. Only last year the Government 
passed a Bill which provided for creating 
labour bureaux in London, and he was 
misinformed if there had been any active 
attempt to put the measure into opera- 
tion. He confessed that the local author- | 
ities were responsible to a large extent 
for more not being done, and he sincerely | 
hoped that one result of this discussion | 
would be to compel local’ authorities to 
exercise the powers they possessed for | 
dealing with the question of the want of 
employment. He suggested that the 
Government should if necessary intro- | 
duce legislation for the creation of labour | 
bureaux throughout the country, so that | 
they might be better able to know the 
state of the labour market. He thought 
one of the difficulties that had stood in the 
way of their acquiring land was that they 
had no compulsory powers. There were | 
Lord De Freynes in England as well as | 
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Ireland, landlords who would neither 
let nor sell their land to local authorities, 


'and there was no power to compel them. 


Until the local authorities were invested 
with powers to acquire land compulsorily 
in order to enable them to deal with 
questions affecting the social comfort of 
the people, they could not expect that 
these authorities would show very much 
greater activity than they were doing 
at the present moment. 

He was surprised to hear the hon. 
Member for the Bordesley Division state 
that the present Acts contained all 
that was necessary. They did nothing of 
the kind in his opinion. The Allotments. 
Act and the Small Holdings Act were 
practically dead letters at this moment, 
simply because they had to deal with the 
question on voluntary lines. In his judg- 
ment they would never have a satisfactory 
solution of this question until they got 
rid of the voluntary principle, and enacted 
that where land was necessary for the 
social amelioration of the people local 
authorities, where landlords were reluct- 
ant to part with their land voluntarily on 
reasonable terms, should have power to 


acquire it compulsorily. He sincerely 


hoped that this debate would dispel the 
idea that the way to get rid of want 
of employment was to have a Conserva- 
tive Government in office. 


Mr, MUNRO-FERGUSON (Leith 
Burghs) said that hon. Members who for 
so many years had supported the prin- 
ciple of the compulsory acquisition of land, 
where the public interest demanded it, 
could hardly refrain from taking part in 
this discussion. It was perfectly arguable 


|that any land taken for afforestation or 
'small holdings would not give any im- 


mediate relief to those unemployed at the 
present time. With that he concurred. 
Any system of afforestation started: upon 
a larger scale could not be expected to 


_ bring immediate relief to any person now 


unemployed. Moreover, when they were 


dealing with allotments, small holdings, 
or afforestation they must have men who 


had been thoroughly trained for work, 
and educated for it, or they could do 
nothing good. But, looking further 
ahead, there were many cases besides 
those with which the hon. and learned 
Member for Dumfries Burghs dealt so well, 
and which had been brought to his mind 
inconnection with thedrafting of the Small 
Holdings Bill. On the Local Government 
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Bill for Scotland they had supported 
compulsory powers, and the Congested 
Districts Board for the Highlands had 
been given a certain mode of compulsion, 
as had been shown by their report issued 
the other day. Although it was true, as 
the President of the Local Government 
Board had said, that a larger amount of 

roduce was grown upon much of: the 


and in this country than on the land of | 


any other country in the world, yet it 
was also the case that there was a larger 


proportion of waste land in this country | 
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| tion, and promote that stability in the 
| social condition of the people, which would 
| be a stand-by when periods of depression 
/came upon them. The end of the war 
and the severe winter might have tended 
| to a great deal of the hardship experienced 
| at the present moment, but he was satisfied 
| that unless they had compulsory powers, 
| and trained people to take advantage of 
the opportunities offered to them, they 
should have in the future more serious 
crises than that which they were going 
through at present. 


which might be utilised than in any other | 


country in Western Europe. Again, pro- | 


duction here was limited to certain forms 
of agricultural produce. 
Scotland, where the mining industry was 
developed, the farmers, who were the best 


in the world, had been affected by farmers | 


from the West of Scotland because they 
could not produce the milk which was 
required in the district. 
certain classes of agricultural crops which 
could only be produced by minute care 
bestowed on the land on small holdings, 
and there was no form of occupation on 
land which could maintain so large 
a population as the small holding 
system. So far, therefore, he was favour- 
able to it, but unless the mantle of Mr. 
Horace Plunkett’s co-operative scheme 
could fall upon them he was afraid that 
not so much progress could be made in 
this country as they desired. If the 
genius of Ireland which had been shown 
in this capacity for co-operation could 
awaken any responsive spark in this 
country, where the agriculturists, large 
or small, were notoriously incapable of 
co-operation, there was, he believed, a 
great future for small holdings. What 
he wanted to point out was that if there 
were compulsory powers for afforestation 
on any large scale—and that could only 
be conducted by the State, and where the 
foresters were properly trained—then they 
might have scores of thousands of men 
engaged in that labour who would gain a 
good livelihood. In that way, and by 
the extension of small holdings, they 
might add greatly to the stability of the 
social system of this country. That was 
what was wanted, although it was looking 
a long way ahead. He maintained that 
there was need for compulsory powers for 
the acquisition of land being held both by 
the local authorities and by the State if 
they were to lay the foundation of the 
increased prosperity of the rural popula- 


Mr. Munyro-Ferguson. 


In the East of | 


There were | 


Mr. CAWLEY (Lancashire, Prestwich) 
said he could not see that Protection 
would do away with the unemployed, 
and he was certain that the unemployed 
would be in a far worse position if their 
food and clothing were dearer than they 
were now, which would be the case 
under Protection. The hon. Member 
who had introduced the Amendment 
had declared that the tide of labour was 
contitiually flowing from the country to 
the town. This question of the un- 
employed was, in his opinion, absolutely 
bound up with that fact. In the last 
decade the people employed in the agri- 
cultural districts had decreased by 127 
for every 10,000, and he thought this 
question should seriously occupy the 
House. When the. Agricultural Rating 
Bill was being passed through Parliament 
it was urged in its favour that it would 
preserve the bone and sinew of the 
country on the land, but he did not 
think it had had that effect. He had 
one suggestion to make as to compulsory 
urchuse. At present people who bought 
and did so in small quantities, and had, 
therefore, to pay high prices for it. He 
did not see how the local authorities 
could buy land for allotment purposes 
without putting a burden upon the rates, 
and he did not believe the people of this 
country would favour any scheme which 
would increase the local rates. In 1896 


an enormous number of large estates 
were in the market, and he had then 
made a we that all these 


estates should be scheduled, and instead 
of giving two millions a year for the 
relief of local rates, the Government 
should spend the two millions in buying 
some of these estates, cut them up into 
small holdings of one to twenty acres, 
to be let at a low purchasing rentals. The 
Government would not lose any money 
by such a transaction, and would send 





es 


-s 6 om 


wt Vin ee © Ge” a eee 


>.lc—C(Cchr 


345 Address in Reply to 


many people back to the land. 
believed the prosperity of the country | 


{19 Fesruary 1903} 


the King’s Speech. 346; 


He do something to solve this very intricate 
| and difficult problem. 
Question put. 


was intimately connected with this ques- | The House divided :— Ayes, 161; Noes,. 
| 201. . (Division List No. 3.) 


tion, and he hoped the Government would 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.Z.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing. Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, \James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards. Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott. Alfred 

Evans, Saml. T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson. R. C. Munro (Leith 
Ffrench. Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Josenh 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir E. (Berwick 
Griffith, Ellis J. ; 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Aird, Sir John 

Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 





AYES. 


Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Heime, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. 1. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristl, # 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope John Deans (Fife, West 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur U. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Moriey) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Lambert, George 
Law, H. Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 

5 ee 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M ‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Govern, T. 
M‘Kean, John 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, Jobn J. 
Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan,Col,JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal ( 7ipp’rary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick ( re wlkenny) 
O’Brien, William (Cork) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Dowd, John 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 


NOES. 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
‘‘kinson, Right Hon. John 





O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Palmer,SirCharlesM (Durhan- 

Partingion, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pickard, Benjamin 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert J shn 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. ( Water ford), 

Redmond, William (Clare) 

Reid, Sir RK. Threshie( Dumfries 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. ( Denbighs) 

Robertson. Edmund (Dundee) 

Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Cha:les Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland). 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 

Soares, Eraest J. 

Spencer, Rt HonC R( Northants 

Stevenson, Francis 8. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold 

Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan,L. ) 

Thomas, David Alf. (Merthyr) 

Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 

Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Tully, Jasper 

Walton, John L. (Leeds, S.) 

Walton, Joseph (Barns/ey) 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 

Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 

Wason, JohnCathcart(Orkney 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 

White, Luke (York, E.R.) 

Whiteley,George( York, W.R.) 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

Williams, Osmond(Merioneth) 

Woodhouse, SirJ T( Huddersfld 

Yoxall, James Henry 

TELLERS _ FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Keir Hardy and Mr. 
John Burns.’ 


Bagot, Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
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Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Man’r 
Balfour, Kt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 

i , Arthur 


Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund ; 
Bowles, T. G. (Lynn Regis) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir H 
Campbell, Rt Hn J A (Glasg.) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V C W (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J A (Wore 
Chapman, Edward 
‘Charrington, Spencer 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Right Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasg.) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edwd. Bainbridge 
Craig, Charles C. (Antrim S.) 
Cranborne, Lord 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Ed. 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H 
Finlay. Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Flannery. Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henrv William 
Galloway. William Johnson 
Gardner. Ernest 

Gibbs, HnA.G.H (City of Lond 
Gibbs, Hn. Vicary (St. Albans 
Godson. Sir Angustus Fredk. 
Gordon. Hn. EF. (Elgin & Nrn 
Gore, HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
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Goschen, Hon. Geo. Joachim 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt Hn Ld.G.(Midz 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashfd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Heath, Arthur H. (Haniey) 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hobhouse, RtHnH (Somrst HV 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F. (Shef., Btside) 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph ; 
Houston, Robert t’aterson 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Kenyon-S. , Col. W.(Salop 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Fredk. Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar ,Glasgow 
Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monm’th) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan He 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reg’ld J. (Portsmouth) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Maxwell,WJH.(Dumfriesshire 
Middlemore,JohnThregmorton 
Milvain; Thomas 

Mitchell, William 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott (Hants. ) 
Seon, iened Robert Pacy 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray,RtHn. A.Graham(Bute 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Percy. Earl 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
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Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pyin, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rensha«, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford. 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lt -Col. Thos. Myles 
Saunderson, Rt. Hon. Col. Ed.J. 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romjord) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, H. C. N’thnm. Tynes’e 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphrey Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G. Ox'd Univ. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent Col. Sir C.E H. Sheffi’d 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hon.Sir Wm.H. 
Welby, Lt-Col. A.C. E. Taunton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn E. R. (Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TEULERS FOR THE Nors—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Mr. Anstruther. 


“ 


Main Question again proposed. | before the House I wish to say, in the 

first instance, that I have no interest 
whatever in any of the companies 
which will be the subject of this dis- 


THE LONDON AND GLOBE FINANCE 
CORPORATION. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South | cussion. 


Molton): In 


; } I am not, and never have 
bringing this Motion | been, a shareholder in any of them, and 
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| take the matter up absolutely as a 

blic question, because I think if it is 
not fully investigated that public con- 
fidence in joint-stock enterprise must be 
at an end. If such things as I will 
disclose to the House can be done, then 
an immediate alteration of the law ought 
to be called for. It has been stated that 
the reason why a public prosecution has 
not taken place is that certain exalted 

rsonages have been mixed up in these 
matters. I do not believe a word of 
that, and I am sure that the Attorney 
General would not allow himself to be 
influenced by any such circumstances. 
I regret to have to bring this matter 
before the attention of the House, as the 
House is not quite the place to try it, 
because one feels there is no defence; 
but I am obliged to do it because the 
question whether the persons connected 
with these companies should be prose- 
cuted or not rests with the Attorney 
General, and he has refused to act. On 
the 16th August the Public Prosecutor 
wrote to a correspondent stating that he 
was acting under the directions of the 
Attorney General. Therefore, as a 
public prosecution must be set in motion 
by the Attorney General, it is only here 
that we are able to put the facts before 
him. Ido not intend to indulge in any 
rhetoric, but I will simply state the facts 
as taken from the Report of the Official 
Receiver and Liquidator, Mr. Barnes. 
There are three companies mixed up in 
this matter — the London and Globe 
Financial Corporation, the British Ameri- 
can Corporation, and the Standard Ex- 
ploration Company, involving a capital 
of £5,000,000. The London and Globe 
was registered on the Ist March, 1897, 
with a capital of £2,000,000. It had an 
aristocratic directorate, including two 
lords, one baronet, and another gentleman, 
Mr. Whitaker Wright, who controlled 
the whole concern. Mr. Whitaker Wright 
had 67,650 shares originally, and disposed 
of 65,150, and he had only 2,500 when 
the company was wound up. The first 
balance sheet was produced on the 9th 
September, 1898. It showed an estimated 
profit of £989,000, a realised profit 
£182,000, and a paper profit £807,000. 
A dividend of 15 per cent. was paid, and 
£500,000 was put to the reserve. The 
second balance sheet was produced on 
the 30th September, 1899, and showed a 
profit of £275,900 ; a dividend of 10 per 
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cent. was declared, and the reserve fund 
of £500,000 was kept intact. 
report the directors state :— 


In that 


‘“* The directers propose to limit future divi- 
dends to 10 per cent. per annum, and by this 
means the directors believe the shares will be 
taken out of the speculative category, and soon 
be classed as an investment security from 
which the proprietors can count on receiving 
a specific return with unfailing regularity.” 
This was fifteen months from the 
previous balance sheet. It purported to 
show a profit on the previous year’s trans- 
actions of £463,672. Yet the report 
stated that great financial depression had 
existed during the year, and that market 
values had heavily declined, and that in ~ 
the case of this company a very large 
sum had been written off for depreciation, 
but, thanks to the new business transacted 
during the period, the balance to the 
credit of the profit and loss account might 
be considered satisfactory. This is the 
point to which [ wish to direct the atten- 
tion of the House. I take the figures as 
given, precisely, by the Official Receiver, 
without any ornamentation on my own 
part. This balance sheet was produced on 
the 5th December, 1900. Early in 
October Mr. Worters, then the principal 
accountant of the London and Globe 
Finance Corporation, prepared a draft 
balance sheet to the 30th of September 
which showed heavy losses. This Mr. 
Worters handed to Mr. Whitaker Wright, 
who immediately changed the accountant, 
and replaced Mr. Worters by Mr. 
Malcolm. And then Mr. Barnes goes on 
to say: “ Between the lst October and 
the 5th December, 1900, numerous trans- 
actions took place between the London 
and Globe and its allied companies, the 
etfect of which was to improve the posi- 
tion of the London and Globe by over 
£1,000,000 sterling.” Mr. Whitaker 
Wright, as managing director of the Lon- 
donandGlobeCorporation, sold large blocks 
of shares to allied companies, of which he 
was also a director, to the extent of 
£1,000,000. One of these transactions, 
which I take from the Official Receiver’s 
report, is worthy of notice. On the 29th 
of November, two months after this 
company was shown by its accountant to 
have sustained a heavy loss on its year’s 
transactions, there was a board meet- 
ing held of the Standard Exploration 
Company, when Mr. Whitaker Wright, and 
one other director only, bought 105,102 





shares from the London and Globe 
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Corporation. The amount of this trans- 
action was £1,392,600. Surely this was 
an enormous transaction for a company 
to enter into when only two directors 
were present, and the managing director 
of the company which bought the shares 
was the managing director of the com- 
pany which sold them. This only took 
place about six days before the balance 
sheet was prepared. The total transfers 
from the London and Globe to the 
Standard Exploration Company amounted 
to no less than £1,603,000. That is to 
say, between the times when the 
London and Globe Company found its 
accounts showed a loss and the time 
when the balance sheet was drawn up 
these transactions were entered into 
solely for the purpose of preparing 
the balance sheet finally issued to the 
shareholders. Although these transfers 
to the extent of £1,603,000 took place, 


none of the brokers gave their consent | 


to them, nor were they consulted in 
any way about them. They were 
carried out, says Mr. Barnes, by the 
new accountant on the 5th of December 
1900—the very day this balance sheet 
was issued. On the 29th of December, 
the whole of the entries relating to 
these transfers were written back and 
the liability of the brokers retransferred 
to the London and Globe Corporation. 
This, the House will agree, is certainly 
a matter that should be enquired into. 
Let me take another point. Just after 
the balance sheet of 1899 the London 
and Globe Corporation practically sur- 
rendered £250,000 worth of shares to 
the British and American Corporation. 
That was just after the London and Globe 
Corporation had prepared its balance 
sheet and circulated its accounts. Just 
before the issue of its next balance sheet 
its solicitors discovered that this transac- 
tion was ultra vires, so they again credited 
their own company with this £250,000, 
which happened to operate very favour- 
ably so far as the London and Globe 
Corporation was concerned, because they 
had given away the money just after the 
issue of one balance sheet and had taken 
credit for it just before the issue of the 
next. Another point to which Mr. Barnes 
drew attention was that there was an 
omission of London and Globe liabilities 
to the amount of £119,769, which was 
explained as having been due to an over- 


Mr. Lambert. 
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sight, no entry having been made in the 
books of the London and Globe Corpora- 
tion. The shares stood in the balance 
sheet of the company as of the value of 
£2,332,682 Cs. ld. It was rather curious 
| that the penny is brought in, because the 
value of these shares was enormously in- 
flated. Of that Mr. Barnes gives us an 
instance. He says 410,238 Standard Ex. 
ploration Company shares were valued at 
£415,362, or at 20s. 3d. a piece, whereas 
they were only worth in the market from 
9s. 6d. to 10s. 6d. That is another matter 
| which, I suggest, requires a great deal of 
| elucidation. I come to another point— 
| the Victoria Gold Estates Company. This 
| was a London and Globe Corporation pro- 
|motion. The London and Globe Corpor- 
ation gave the chairman of the company 
| £500 in shares to become the chairman ; 
that gentleman occupies one of the most 
respected positions, and bears one of the 





/most honoured names in the country. 
| By some financial jugglery they sold part 
of the property to two companies pro- 
| moted by the London and Globe, and on 
| the 3rd of December, 1900, two days be- 
|fore they published their balance sheet, 
_ they asked the Victoria Estates Company 
| for an advance of £75,000 in cash, and I 
| here observe that the200,000sharesin the 
|company held by the London and Globe, 
|and the 80,000 held by Mr. Whitaker 
| Wright, are treated on the same basis. 
| That was a fraud on the Lendon and 
| Globe Corporation, and Mr. Barnes says 
‘by these operations the London and 
| Globe converted an asset of £200,900 into 
one of £764,000, and increased its profit 
‘by £564,000. That was done for the 
purposes of the balance sheet. Now I 
think we come to something more aston- 
‘ishing, because I find, in order to show 
| a respectable balance at its bankers, in the 
| balance sheet, the London and Globe not 
‘only obtained this advance of £75,000, 
from the Victoria Estates Company. 
| but on the 5th of December, the day 
| when the balance sheet was issued, it 
| obtained a loan of £25,000 for two days 
‘from a firm of stockbrokers, for which the 
‘company paid £500. I ask the House 
whether this is not a case for enquiry: 
In that very year the company was pur- 
| ported to have made a profit of £463,672, 
|and it had brought forward £295,459, 
| thus showing a total in hand of £757,182, 
| and they were obliged to go, in order to 
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dress their windows or to provide a) 
respectable balance at their oh catty and | 

y £500 for a loan of £25,000 for two | 
Boe. 

I have taken all these figures from the | 
Official Receiver’s return. I have not put 
in any of my own, because I know there | 
can be no defence here. I am certain the 
Attorney General will not defend this 
matter. I have shown that this company, | 
when their accountant showed that they | 
had a balance against them, superseded | 
the accountant; that they found, just 
before they issued their balance sheet, 
that a gift they had made to an allied | 
company of £250,000 was ultra vires, and 
that they had to bring it back ; that that 
coincided almost with the issue of the 
balance sheet ; that they transferred from | 
the London and Globe to the allied com- | 
panies, the Standard Exploration Cor- | 
poration and the British and American | 
Corporation, no less than £1,603,456, as 
to which the brokers were never consulted, 
and were never informed that such a 
thing was going to be done, and that, 
moreover, some three weeks after the 
whole thing was written back to the 
London and Globe Finance Corporation. 
I have shown to the House that £119,769 
was omitted from the balance sheet ; 
that the valuation of the shares, 
£2,332,632 Os. 1d., was greatly inflated ; 
that they manipulated 200,000 £1 shares, 
of whieh they only possessed 50,000, | 
to secure a cash balance ; that they trans- 
ferred an asset of 250,000 shares into an 
asset of £764,285, and I have shown the 
House how they got together the money to 
show adecentcash balance at their bankers. 
I ask the House whether this was not a 
case to justify a prosecution. ‘T'wenty- 
three days after the last of these transac- 
tions the whole thing collapses and 
they are unable to meet their liabilities. 
That is the case that I put to the 
House, and I am sure, as reasonable men, 
they will see that here is material for the | 
Public Prosecutor. The Lord Chief 
Justice said through no fault of Mr. 
Barnes the investigation of this matter 
was not satisfactory. That is the opinion 
of the Lord Chief Justice. 


I do not wish to make any charge, but it 
is well known in the City that a Member 
of the Government is a sleeping partner | 
in this company. I know that that | 
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“The whole history of the ‘Globe’ and its 
allies, which may be said to have been typified 
y, and to have culminated in, this remarkable 
balance sheet, Comes to the ordinary business 
man, when he had mastered its leading features, 
to be fully deserving of that investigation in a 
Court of Justice which he assumed it would 
receive.” 

He goes on to say— 


‘*By failing to prosecute in this case the 

Attorney General is taking a grave responsi- 
bility.” 
I could go into other matters, but I will 
not. I must say, however, that the 
Standard Exploration Company issued a 
prospectus, which has been described by 
Mr. Justice Kekewich as cunning and 
tricky, and not only misleading, but dis- 
tinctly false. The Master of the Rolls 
would not be able to differ from the con- 
clusion of Mr. Justice Kekewich; and Mr. 
Justice Romer said the prospectus was 
untrue in fact, and that Mr. Whitaker 
Wright’s evidence was vague, unsatisfac- 
tory, and contradictory. If this had been 
a bank manager, or a bank clerk with a 
salary of £100 a year, the law would 
have been upon him at once. There 
ought to be no difference. The majesty 
of the law should not be stern in the case 
of the poor, and doubtful and hesitating 
in the case of the rich. There have been 
aristocratic gentlemen mixed up in this 
affair. I am very sorry for it, but if men 
with noble names allow themselves to be 
connected with companies they must take 
the consequences of their action. If they 
use their names as bird-lime for the un- 
wary investor they must take the respon- 
sibility, as they draw the salaries. The 
middle-class ‘‘ Nonconformist swindler,” 
as he has been called—Jabez Balfour— 
was brought home to this country and 
prosecuted. What is sauce for Jabez 
Balfour must be sauce for the London 
and Globe Finance Corporation. We are 
entitled to have the facts of this case 
probed to the bottom. Fraud and falsi- 
fication have been openly alleged. Either 
these directors are much-maligned men 
or they deserve punishment, and I ask 
the Attorney General to allow a jury of 
twelve British men to decide that question. 
I beg to move. 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 
formally seconded. 


Amendment proposed— 
“‘ At the end of the Question, to add the 


. | 
would not influence the hon. and learned | words, «And we humbly express our regret 


Gentleman, but there is the fact. 
VOL. CXVIII [FourTH SERIEs.] 


that no prosecution has been instituted against 


N 
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the directors of the London and Globe Fiuance 
Corporation.’”—(Mr. Lambert.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there added.” 


Address in Reply to 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
RoBertT FINLAY, Inverness Burghs): Atthe 
beginning of his speech the hon. Member 
referred to a certain rumour, which he 
said he did not believe, to the effect that 
the absence of action by the Director of 
Public Prosecutions was due to the 
connection of some exalted personages 
in this case. I am not surprised at 
the hon. Member not believing that 
rumour; the only thing I am surprised 


at is that he thought it worth referring | 
to. There is not one vestige of truth in | 
Although I do not complain | 


the rumour. 
of the hon. Gentleman saying he dis- 
believes any such 
hon. Members ought to be very careful 
how in their places in this great assembly 


they ever mention rumours of that kind ~ 
lest ignorant people should suppose there | 


is something in them, otherwise they 


would not have been mentioned in this | 


House. I think there ought to be a great 
sense of responsibility on the part of any 
Member of this House before he even 
thinks 


fictitious importance. 
is absolutely baseless. The ‘hon. Gentle- 
man in other parts of his speech referred 


to the fact that aristocratic gentlemen | 
Who those | 


were mixed up in this case. 
aristocratic gentlemen may be I do not 
know. 


Mr. LAMBERT : 
directors. 


I said aristocratic 


Stmr ROBERT FINLAY: Who are 
they ! 


Mr. LAMBERT : Shall I read out the | 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: The hon. 
Gentleman has read out the names of a 
great many gentlemen, many of whom 


J Tr. Soures. 
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idea, I do think | 


fit to mention matters of this, 
kind here, lest he should give them a} 
The whole thing 
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| were not directors of the London and Globe 
| Finance Corporation, and several of whom 
| are unfortunately now dead. All I can 
| say is that, be they aristocratic or plebeian, 
_it would not make the slightest difference 
|in my decision in regard to the matter of 
a prosecution. I confess I think it is a 

matter for grave. observation that any 
| Member of this House should condescend 
| to insinuate that the connection of aristo- 
_eratic gentlemen with any case has in the 
| slightest degree influenced the action of 
_the Attorney General. I am sure there is 
| not an hon. Gentleman in the House who 
| believes it, and it is a matter for very 
| grave observation and for the reflection of 
the|hon. Gentleman in his calmer moments 
that he should have stooped to make 
such an insinuation. 


Mr. LAMBERT: I did not make any 
insinuations. You challenged me. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: The hon. 
| Gentleman made noinsinuations! Then 
| I think it is unfortunate that he should 
| have referred to the fact that aristocratic 
| gentlemen were connected with the case. 

If he made no insinuation, why did he 
| refer to it ? 


Mr. LAMBERT : Because it was the 
fact. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: The hon. 
Gentleman in another part of his speech 
said that a member of the Government 
| was connected with a firm which had 
‘something to do with some of these 
transactions. Did the hon. Gentleman 
'by that mean to suggest that the fact 
| that a member of the Government was 
connected with a firm which had some- 
|thing to do with some of these trans- 
| actions had anything to do with there not 


} 
| 


| being a prosecution in this case ? 
names? As the hon. and learned Gen- | 
tleman has challenged me, I will read the | 
names from the Official Receiver’s list. | 
(The hon. Member read the names of the | 
directors of the London and Globe 
Finance Corporation, and of the directors | 
of companies promoted by it, and in| 
which it was financially interested, to | 


whom qualification shares were presented. ) | 


Mr. LAMBERT: Certainly not. I 
wished the matter to be probed to the 
bottom in order to show that there was 
no complicity. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: I put it to 
every hon. Member in the House whether, 
when an hon. Member says that a mem- 
ber of the Government is associated with 
a firm which had something to do with 
these transactions and that he wants the 
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matter probed to the bottom in order to | opinion the Director of Public Prosecu- 
show that that member of the Govern- | tions should take up a case which involves 
ment had no complicity, that was not | the making of a criminal charge against 
an insinuation? I leave the hon./| certain persons. By the Motion of the 
Member on this point tothe judgment | hon. Member the House is asked to 


of the House and to his own sense of 
what is becoming when the heat of 
debate has passed away. I put it to the 
House that it is a very serious matter 
that any member of this great and 
honourable assembly should use his 
position here for the purpose of putting 
forward insinuations, in themselves abso- 
lutely baseless, and to which no one of any 
experience or judgment ean attach the 
slightest importance, but to which some 
ignorant people may attach importance 
when currency has been given to them 
by a Member of this House. 





The hon. Member entered at some 
length into the character of the trans- 
actions connected with the London and 
Globe Finance Corporation. Those 
transactions no one for one moment 
will defend. Everyone must feel that 
in their nature they were most repre- 
hensible, and that the persons concerned 
in them deserve very severe judgment 
to be passed upon them by all who 
value commercial integrity and honour. 
But the question is not one of civil 
liability. The question is not one of 
inquiry or investigation. The hon. 
Member throughout his speech spoke of 
the propriety of there being a criminal 
prosecution by the Director of Public 
Prosecutions as if that were synony- 
mous with an inquiry into the 
facts connected with these companies. 
Every hon. Member, more particularly 
those associated with the profession to 
which I have the honour to belong, will 
realise that there is all the difference in | 
the world between a case being proper 
for inquiry and thorough investigation, 
and its being proper to institute a 





criminal prosecution on behalf of the 
Director of Public Prosecutions. 

The question to be determined when | 
the Attorney General has to settle whether | 
the Director of Public Prosecutions should | 
take up a particular case, is not whether | 
inquiry and investigation would be | 
desirable, not whether inquiry and | 
prosecution would be a popular thing; 
the Attorney General has laid upon him 
a very serious and responsible duty,—viz., 
that of determining whether in his 


affirm that itregrets a criminal prosecu- 
tion was not instituted against the 
directors of the London and Globe Finance 
Corporation. That is a very different 
question from desiring that such trans- 
actions as those to which the hon. Mem- 
ber has referred should be probed to the 
bottom. I am sure everyone in the 
House agrees with the hon. Member when 
he says that it is desirable that such 
transactions should be most thoroughly 
probed, but I desire the House to realise 
the difference between that question, and 
other question which will come before the 
House for decision on this motion—viz., 
whether a criminal prosecution should 
have been taken in hand by the. Director 
of Public Prosecutions. 

And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the debate stood adjourned till 
this evening’s sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 

KING’S SPEECH (MOTION FOR AN 

ADDRESS). 

Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Amendment [19th February] 
to Question [17th February], “That an 
humble Address be presented to His 
Majesty, as followeth :— 

“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 

“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
leave to offer our humble thanks to Your 
Majesty for the Gracious Speech which 
Your Majesty has addressed to both 
Houses of Parliament.”—( Ur. Gretton.) 


Which Amendment was— 


“At the end of the question to add the 
words, ‘and we humbly express our regret 
that no prosecution has been instituted against 
the directors of the London and Globe Finance 
Corporation.’ ”—(Mr. Lambert.) 


Question again en “That those 


words be there added.” 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY, continuin 
his speech, said: When the House 4 
journed in ,response to the Motion of the 
hon. Member, aoe addressing my remarks 
tothe position of the Directorof Public Pro- 


N 2 
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secutions. In this case it is a complete | judice, and, so far as I am concerned, will 
mistake to suppose that the action of the | not be allowed directly or indirectly to 
Director of Public Prosecutions prevents | prejudice, any proceedings which may 
any prosecution. The law of England is | otherwise be taken. With regard to my 
not the same as that of Scotland, in which | own action, the conclusion to which I 
the right of prosecution rests entirely | came was not a hasty or ill-considered 
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with the Government. Anybody in 
England is at liberty to institute a prose- 
cution, and my having held that this is 
not a case in which the Director of Public 
Prosecutions should move does not in the 
slightest degree interfere with the right 
of any individual, or any body of persons, 


who thinks that there is a proper case for | 
I read in | 


a prosecution, to take action. 
the newspapers that a fund is being raised 
for the purpose of a prosecution in this 
case. 


ceedings by way of prosecution. I will 
not be betrayed into uttering one word 


which could in any way be considered | 


prejudicial either to that application or 
to any prosecution, whether by the 
Receiver or by any private prosecutor, 
which may ensue under either of the pro- 
ceedings to which I have referred. I 
should consider myself unworthy of my 


position if, even under the greatest pro- 
vocation, I made a statement or advanced 
arguments which might be considered to | 
prejudice either the prosecution or the 


defence in such a matter. 
might say might be damaging to a possible 
defender, and some things I might say 
might be considered to damage the pros- 
pects of a possible prosecution, and if I 
were to do so in an answer to the invita- 
tion of the hon. Member who brought 


forward this Motion, he would be the | 


very first to denounce me. I trust I 
shall carry with me the feeling of the 
House when I say it is impossible for me 


under these circumstances to follow the | 


hon. Member into the details of this 


ease. I shall be perfectly ready at the | 


proper time to state the reasons which 
guided my action, shall be prepared to 
state them fully, and, I hope, give satis- 
faction to those hon. Gentlemen who 
have the opportunity of listening to me ; 
but I will not on this occasion enter upon 
a line which might entail results which, 
in the administration of the criminal law, 
I should deplore. 

The fact that I considered that the 
Director of Public Prosecutions should 
not take up this matter ought not to pre- 


Six Robert Finlay. 


There is also pending a summons | 
before the judge in the liquidation of the | 
company, with the object of getting the | 
judge to direct the Receiver to take pro- | 


Some things I | 


'conclusion. The matter was most fully 
‘considered by me, I had the very best 
| assistance in dealing with this case, which 
is one of somewhat peculiar difficulty, 
'and formed the subject of repeated 
and prolonged consultations. After I was 

‘able to arrive at a decision with regard 
to the matters first submitted to me, it 
was suggested that further evidence 
might be available. I invited the sending 
in of further evidence, and some further 
statements were sent in after an interval 
of several months. Those statements 
were carefully considered ; and the con- 
clusion I arrived at was that those further 
| statements could not be allowed to vary 
‘the decision I had already arrived at, 
_ which was that I could not properly say 
that the Director of Public Prosecutions 
| should put the criminal law in motion in 
| this case. In arriving at that conclusion 
‘absolutely no consideration influenced 
| me, except the merits of the question. 
| It is almost surprising that it should be 
| necessary for one occupying my position 
to say that. Indeed, it is not necessary. 

The rumours to which the hon. Gentle- 
man who moved this Amendment 
thought it necessary to refer reflect the 
utmost discredit upon those who 
‘concocted them, and upon those who 
put them into circulation. I say not a 

word more in respect to them. 

But although I say no more about the 

_ details of the case, if the House will bear 
with me I will submit a few observations 
on the position of the Director of Public 
Prosecutions, and the Attorney General, 
| whose direction he is bound to obey as 
to putting the criminal law in action. 
The duty which the law throws upon 
\the Attorney General in regard to 
| putting the criminal law in motion is 
one of the most anxious and responsible 
_which any man could well have thrown 
|upon him. It would be a great relief 
_to every one filling the office, which I 
| have the honour to hold, if it were left to 
| the departments to determine whether 
| there should or should not be a prosecu- 
tion in matters relating to the business 


|of the departments. A decision might 


conceivably be arrived at on the ground 
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of general policy, and because it was con-| and he thought he would be running 
sidered that, on the whole, it was desirable | away from his duty if he did not say a 
that the matters should be investigated. | word with regard to this extremely im- 
But the law has thought it right to say | portant subject. He was very sorry 
that before the machinery forthe investiga- | that the Attorney General had exhibited 
tion of a crime was put into motion there | some warmth with regard to his hon. 
should be the intervention of a respon-| friend, who he did not think intended to 
sible officer, who is answerable to this | make any insinuation against the honour 
House, and that he should determine | of the Attorney General. His hon. friend 
whether the case was one suitable for a| had acted from a sense of public duty 
criminal prosecution—whether on the | just as much as the Attorney General. 
merits of a particular case it was right that | There was another thing in regard to 
there should be a criminal prosecution. ' which he believed his hon. friend was 
That is the only question which any one | right. Not speaking of this particular 
who occupies that office would consider. | case at all, he did believe most firmly 
In discharging that duty the Attorney | that, unless the sharp edge of the 
General is exercising a function of an criminal law was applied, whenever 
almost judicial nature. It is his duty to | necessary, for the purpose of suppressing 
consider the particular case; it is not | abominable frauds, especially in con- 


his duty to.consider whether, on general "ection with companies, they would 
/never be able to deal with them as 


rounds of policy, or on grounds of | : . : 

Silos agitation, an inquiry may, or | they desired. Since he had been in the 
may not, be desirable. In the discharge | House he forgot how many Acts they had 
of that duty the Attorney General an | passed for the purpose of suppressing 


the Director of Public Prosecutions will | {ds in prospectuses, and in other ways, 
be actuated by no respect of persons | that were so common. Unless they in- 
whatever. I do not believe there is a V0Ked the terrors of criminal prosecutions 
single Member of this House, except the Predera gh ent rnead ingata 5. on. 

: /on. So far he was heartily with his hon. 


hon. Member who moved the Amend- | friend, who had put the case forward in 


ment, who _ we Pea the |@ most temperate way. But what they 
somone. ong as Vhe House Honours | had really to consider now was whether 


me with its confidence I shall endeavour the House should censure the Govern- 
to discharge my duties in this respect ment for not directing a particular kind 
without fear and without favour. In| of prosecution by the Public Prosecu- 
this matter I claim the support of every 'tor—in fact, what might be called a 
one who values the independence and | State prosecution. The Attorney Gen- 
the purity of the administration of the | eral, who was the responsible officer, 
criminal law. The matter is one of | declared that, after very careful investiga- 
principle, which far transcends the im- | tion and after taking the advice of other 
portance of the particular case out of | very competent persons, he had come to 
which this discussion has arisen. And I | the conclusion that this was not a case in 
ask the House with confidence to say | which he thought he could direct the 
that, in a matter of this kind, it is the | Public Prosecutor to act. He knew very 
duty of the Attorney General, discarding well those who would advise the Attorney 
al side issues and all considerations General—he had been advised by some 
which ought not to influence anyone in | of them himself; they were most competent 
determining as to whether or not the | advisers—and he knew that they were 
criminal law should be put in motion, to | influenced by no desire except to see 
arrive, tothe best of his ability,ata decision | public justice done. The poinc that had 
onthe merits of the particular case before | t° be considered was not simply the 
him, so far as they bear on the question | question whether a criminal prosecution 
whether it is right that the Director of | Wa8 or was not to take place. The 


Public Prosecutions should be put in| 4U¢stion was whether it was to be a 
an er P | State prosecution. It must beremembered 


that in this country it was open to any 
: | one to institute a prosecution, and if the 

Str ROBERT REID said he regretted | case went for trial, and the grand jury 
that hecould notsupporthishon. friend who | returned a true bill, the prosecution would 
had brought this Motion on this occasion, | be paid for out of rates or local funds. 
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{An Hon. MemBer: To what amount ¢] | shown—unless it was perfectly obvious 
And quite apart from that, if people | that it was a case of neglected duty—he 
wished to prosecute they could do so | was not prepared to take the responsi- 
themselves out of public subscriptions. | bility of urging that the terrible weapon 
He was rather surprised to hear that} of the criminal law should be used 
interruption. The costof the prosecutions | against a private person. 

he referred to did come out of public | 

funds, and if those who prosecuted thought | 


that the public funds did not make an 
. | Sr FREDERICK BANBURY (Can- 
~—- pic - i aie ner wolf berwell, Peckham) thought his hon. friend 
That bei ce te M. oe "hed | had an extremely good case for his Motion, 
ee ee ee ee ae ee put it to the House extremely 
to ask themselves whether they were | well. The facts were undisputed that 
prepared to overrule the decision and | , fsudulent balance sheet had been issued 
declare that the Public Prosecutor ought | 4.4 that on the faith of it credit had 
to have taken it up. But let them reflect. | heen obtained. With all due deference 
What materials had they on which to | to his hon. and learned friend the Member 
overrule this decision? Would anyone | fo, Dumfries, he thought there could be 
ask himself what knowledge he had of a | no worse offence than that. It was as 
criminal case 1 He took a very serious | grave an offence as obtaining money from 
view of criminal prosecutions. While he | 9 shopkeeper on a bogus cheque. He had 
thought there should be no shrinking | not much sympathy with the shareholders 
from inflicting the criminal law, he knew | of this company, because they ought to 
it was a grave and a distressing thing to | have known that it was ahighly speculative 
have to order a criminal prosecution. | undertaking; but the fact remained that 
For himself he declared that he did not | they had been induced to buy its shares 
know what the materials here were for a| by the fraudulent balance sheet which 
prosecution. He had heard his hon. | had been placed before them. While he 
friend state the facts very clearly from | admitted that the Attorney General could 
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his point of view; he stated there was a 
balance sheet falsely made up ; and that, 
he understood, was the main ground of 
his action. Were they, then, to accept 
that statement, and accept it as the 
ground for over-riding the- mature deci- 
sions of the Attorney Generaland institut- 
ing @ criminal prosecution? He was 
not prepared to take that course. He 
looked up to and respected the House of 
Commons above any institution in the 
country, but much as he looked up to it 
in his opinion it was not, and never had 
been, a reliable body to exercise any 
kind of judicial functions. From the 
time of Sir Robert Walpole, who was 
unfairly sent to the Tower on a charge 
of embezzlement, down to the proceedings 
about Mr. Bradlaugh, twenty years ago, 
the House had never distinguished itself 
in this way ; and here they were asked 
to overrule what was stated to be, and 
what was, a judicial decision given. He 
thought this : that where a Government 
believed that criminal guilt existed in a 
case of this kind it was their duty to 
order a prosecution ; but, if they did 
not do that, unless a clear case could be 


made out or some improper motive | 


Sir Robert Reid. 


have no object in view but to do what 
was right, he could not conceive on the 
facts how his hon. and learned friend 
arrived at the decision that a prosecution 
ought not to ensue. As to the statement 
of the Member for Dumfries that any 
person could prosecute in the case, and 
that the State would pay the expense, he 
would ask his hon. and learned friend 


| whether he was prepared to take up the 
brief in the circumstances ? If so, he had 
no doubt but a prosecution would be 
instituted. 


* Mr. DUKE (Plymouth) said it was 
the boast of our jurisprudence that the 
administration of the criminal law was 
|free from the interference of Party or 
Government—free from the interference 
of any influence save that of the duty 
which was felt by an aggrieved person or 
publie authority to bring an offender to 
justice. No private person had a right 
to institute criminal proceedings unless 
he believed that a criminal offence had 
been committed, and unless he proceeded 
with the sole purpose of bringing the 
offender to justice. He could not do it 
in order to expose a scandal, or to preach 
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a particular commercial or moral doctrine; | and had not prosecuted. How could 
and it would be setting up a grave danger the Government be censured for not 
in public life if the restraint imposed in taking action when their legal adviser 
the case of a private person were removed had told them that he did not believe 
in the case of the authority which was there could be a conviction on any in- 
entrusted with the enforcement of the | dictment he could tender to a jury ¢ 
criminal law, backed by all the resources | The Attorney General might have taken 
of the State. He hoped the House would | the easy course of directing a prosecution 
not take the perilous step of setting | in order to shield himself from unworthy 
itself up as a judge on a case of this suspicions out of the House and unworthy 
kind. What chance of escape would an | attacks within the House; but, had he 
accused person have, in a case arousing | done so, could any action be more con- 
public excitement, if the indictment | temptible? It had been said that this 
against him was endorsed by the House | was not an attack upon the hon. and 
of Commons? He had defended prisoners | learned Gentleman’s honour. Then what 
in Treasury prosecutions, and no greater/ was it? Was it an attack upon 
burden could be thrown upon a lawyer | his judgment? It must be one of 
than that of defending a man against the two. The Attorney General’s 
whom a responsible public authority | honour was established long before he 
thought there was a case upon which | became a Member of the House of 
the jury ought to convict. Well, hon. | Commons in a profession which was 
Members from Ireland know something |jealous of the honour of its members. 
about this. Some of them knew it | ‘The hon. and learned Gentleman had 


by practical and unhappy experience. | dann thet ihe Aehew. what. the low oon 
A NATIONALIST MEMBER: We have | upon this question. 


n condemned before we were tried.] | 
They all knew quite well that it | Before parting with the subject he 
did not need a true bill from the would ask leave to deal briefly with the 
House of Commons to enforce a con- | only grounds upon which any person 
viction in some circumstances. Hon. could present an indictment to a 
Members thought it might result from jury with regard tothiscompany. One 
strong feeling in some quarter or another. of those grounds was the issuing of a 
[NaTIONALIsT cries of ‘Hear, hear!”’] fraudulent prospectus. He did not 
But where was the strong feeling in this | believe that anyone considered that any 
case? As far as the facts relating to of the prospectuses issued by this com- 
this matter were concerned, the chief pany amounted to a criminal offence. 
centre of feeling had been in the City of Another ground was the issuing of a 
London. There meetings had been held fraudulent balance sheet. Anything 
with a view to the prosecution of a| more scandalous than the matters 
particular person for the offences which | which were proved in regard to the 
were the subject of this Resolution. | issuing of the balance sheets of the 
Among the aggrieved persons in this London and Globe Company and some 
case were some of the wealthiest in the | of the other associated companies it would 
country, and no doubt they had been | be difficult to conceive. But the legal 
advised. He suspected that their real | offence, if it had been committed, could 
difficulty was that they had been advised | be proved in half-an-hour. The whole 
that if they embarked upon a prosecution | matter had been the subject of examina- 
they would be undertaking a very diffi- tion of the persons concerned before 
cult enterprise. an official in the High Courts, and 

But was this a case which needed every relevant fact appeared in the 
the intervention of the Public Prose- shorthand notes of those examinations, 
cutor in order to prevent a miscarriage | which were open to everybody concerned 
of justice? If the aggrieved persons to see, including the gentlemen who held 
were advised or were convinced that indignation meetings inthe City. The 
they had a case in which they might Attorney General had come to the con- 
reasonably hope for a conviction, there clusion that in these depositions there 
was no difficulty in the way of taking | was not a case upon which he could 
action on the*score of lack of funds. warrant the expenditure of the public 
The aggrieved persons hadbeen advised funds. There was one other ground, 
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and that was a prosecution for “ rig- 
ging the market.” Sofar as appeared from 
any facts which had been published or 
discussed that offence was not alleged. 
He did not wish to apologise for the 
persons who wereinvolved inthis scandal, 
and who had issued those false balance 
sheets. If means could be found of 
bringing the persons implicated to jus- 
tice, no one would be more delighted 
than he should be, but the question 
here was whether this House should 
intervene and, without evidence before 
it and without express knowledge, should 
censure the responsible Minister of the 
Crown because he, in the exercise of his 
judgment, found there was no case for a 
criminal prosecution, under the cireum- 
stances alleged, which he would under- 
take upon his responsibility. He sub- 
mitted that such a censure would be 
unjust, and however desirable it might 
be that a prosecution should take place, 
this House should abide by the judgment 
of the chief Law Officer of the Crown, in 
whose honour and integrity they all had 
confidence. 


Address in Reply to 


Mr WILLIAM McARTHUR (Corn- 
wall, St. Austell) stating the view of the 
ordinary plain business manin this matter, 
said he neverfelt more strongly what amis- 
fortuneit was for the commercial com- 
munity that they could not have in this 
House a commercial legal opinion rather 
than the purely legal opinion with which 
they had been favoured by the Attorney 
General. Personally, having lost no 
money over Mr Whitaker Wright, he had 
no vindictive desire to see him prose- 
cuted; but statements had been made 
which to a p'ain layman were astound- 
ing. A sum of £5,000 was necessary to 
carry out the proposed prosecution, and 
subscriptions were invited from all the 
sufferers in this gigantic fraud, and yet 
his hon. and learned friend the Member 
for Dumfries told him that anybody 
could prosecute anybody else for nothing, 
and that the Government was bound to 
see anybody through a prosecution of 
this kind. To his lay mind that was a 
statement which was absolutely un- 
intelligible. The Attorney General had 
treated the case as if it were a set of 
casual statements made by a casual 
Member of Parliament ; but the facts 


Mr. Duke. 


{COMMONS} 











the King’s Speech. 368: 


were not the facts of the hon. Member 
for South Molton, but of an officer of 
the law, the Official Receiver in Bank- 
ruptcy, backed by the opinion of three of 
the most eminent judges on the Bench. 
Those were the facts which the Attorney 
General held out as being the irresponsible. 
statements of his hon. friend. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: I never said 
anything like that. 


Mr. W. McARTHUR said that when, 
in these circumstances, the Attorney 
General got up and said there was 
no case for a prosecution, he could 
only ask— “What is the good of 
the law as a protector of ordinary 
honest commercial men of business?” 
His hon. friend the Member for Plymouth 
said that the interest in this matter was 
confined to the City of London. He 


begged to assure him, from personal 
knowledge, that he was absolutely wrong. 


Mr. DUKE: I did not say that it was 
confined to the City of London. I said 
that it chiefly centred in the City of 
London. 


Mr. McARTHUR said he had had 
letters from all parts of the country 
from people who had been absolutely 
ruined by this fraudulent swindle. If 
the law was helpless in a case of this 
kind, and the House of Commons ought 
to do nothing but accept the assurance 
that it was powerless, then the law was 
no use to the commercial community of 
the City of London, and the sooner it 
was altered the better. For his own 
part, not being a lawyer, and therefore 
not bound by that code which appeared 
to make lawyers alway defend each 
other, he should, in the interests of 
ordinary commercial morality and the 
protection of honest people, most unhesi- 
tatingly vote for the Amendment. 


THe SOLICITOR GENERAL (Sir 
Epwarp Carson, Dublin University): I 
may perhaps, be allowed to intervene in 
this debate for a very few moments, be- 
cause, of course, the House will readily 
understand that I was associated in the 
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consideration of the course the Attorney 
General ought to take, and in the con- 
sultation to which he has referred, and 
although the responsibility for the action 
taken rests, and must rest, upon him, my | 
hon. and learned friend, inthis case, asin all 
cases of importance, consulted not merely 
myself as a Law Officer but also others 
who were eminent in the criminal law 
and in the administration of it in this 
country. In the first place let me say | 
that this is not an Amendment directed 
against the Government but against the 
Attorney General. [An Hon. MEMBER : 
“No.”] I will tell you why it is not 
directed against the Government. It is 
one of these matters in which the sole 
responsibility for what is done must rest 
upon,and must be taken by, the Attorney 
General, and if the Cabinet tomorrow 
were to order and direct the Attorney 
General to institute a prosecution in this 
or any other case he should refuse, and 
rightly refuse, to do so unless it com- 
mended itself to him upon a full con- 
sideration of the facts and the law apper- 
taining thereto. What is the reason why 
the hon. Member who has just spoken 
is going to vote for such a Motion ? 
Because he says that the commercial 
world has been shocked by the revela- 


tions. 


Mr. W. McARTHUR: The Official 
Receiver has been shocked. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON: Very well, 
thatthe Official Receiver has been shocked. 
Is the hon. Member aware that one of 
the persons called in to advise and to. 
express his opinion with a view to guid- 
ing the Attorney General was the Official 
Receiver, who, he says, has been shocked | 
by this case? Is the hon. Member | 
aware that the Official Receiver brought | 
all the documents before that officer to | 
the notice of the Attorney General and | 
those engaged with him in the consulta- | 
tion? ‘Therefore, if that is so, and if 
the Attorney General has not overlooked | 
these matters, and has taken the proper 
course in consulting these parties, is the 
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sion in the matter? From whatI know 
of my hon. friend, I think that before 
he does so he will ask himself on what 
grounds he does so. Of course the hon. 
Member has a right to do so. Is it be- 
cause the hon. Member believes that the 


| Attorney General has acted dishonour- 
/ably in the exercise of his discretion ? 
Does he believe that he acted to the best 
of his ability 1 I am perfectly sure that 


the hon Member does. This is not a 
matter of one, two, or three hours 
consultation or consideration at all. The 
decision was arrived at in the most 
deliberate way in the investigation of the 
facts which the officials were able to 
bring before the Attorney General in his 
official capacity ; and, therefore, as far as 
honesty of opinion, care, and caution in 
the framing of .that opinion are con- 
cerned, I am sure the hon. Member 
would say that no case can be made out 
as against the Attorney General. What 
is the Attorney General blamed for ? 
Is he blamed for having come to a wrong 
conclusion? [Cries of “ Yes.”] I hear 
hon. Members say “Yes.” Do _ hon. 
Members think that upon a short debate: 
in the House, without having the facts 
or materials before them, they are able 
to re-try a case which the Attorney 
General has at great labour already tried 
for the purpose of seeing whether it 
would exercise his discretion to 
order a public prosecution or not? 
I say that is absolutely ridiculous. 
You might as well at once abolish the 
office of Attorney General in relation to 
these prosecutions if upon each occasion 
when certain hon. Members think he has 
come to a wrong conclusion, they, upon 
statements brought before them, and. 


/ upon such a discussion as is taking place 


in this House, take upon themselves to 
review the decision he has come to, and 


| ask the House to vote that the Attorney 


General was wrong after having honestly,. 
and to the best of his ability, come 
to a conclusion. That is really what it 
comes to. It is said that Mr. Whitaker 
Wright published a false balance-sheet. 
I believe that he did. I think that it is 
an admitted fact that this was done; but 
will any one get up and say that a man 


hon. Member, who confessed that he is | can be prosecuted because he publishes a 


not a lawyer, going to set up his judg- 


ment in the matter against that of the 


Attorney General, who has had all the 
facts before him in coming to a conclu- 





false balance-sheet ? [Cries of ‘‘ He ought 


to be,” and ‘Why not alter the law ?”] 
Then the House must pass a law. But 
surely, if it is necessary to pass a Jaw for 
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that purpose, there ought not to be a 
vote of censure on the Attorney General 
because he does not prosecute under a 
law that does not exist. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Peckham, who, I am sure, has no 
ill-feeling towards the Attorney General, 
says that certain persons were, by reason 
of this balance sheet, induced to give 
credit. Is that an indictable offence ? 


Mr. LAMBERT: It is an attempt to 
defraud. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON: Thequestion 
isnot so simple as hon. Gentlemen imagine. 
These are all matters with which the 
Attorney General is competent to deal—at 
all events, as competent to deal as the 
ordinary layman; and, once you admit 
that the Attorney General is honest and 
competent, you cannot review his action in 
this House without turning the whole legal 

rocedure of the country into a farce. 

e are told that a large number of share- 
holders have been injured by reason of 
this false report, doctored report, fraudu- 
lent report, if you like. ts it not an 


extraordinary thing that not a single 
shareholder in this company has, upon 
that report, taken a civil action to get 


back his money from Mr. Whitaker 
Wright, who is perfectly well able to pay ? 
Is it because they have sympathy with 
Mr. Whitaker Wright, or is it because 
they have the same advice that such an 
action is not maintainable? It is also said 
that there are a number of shareholders 
and creditors burning to take action, and 
that what deters them is the cost of the 
proceedings. Personally, I venture to say 
that the cost of the proceedings has little 
to say to it; but the House should not 
imagine that the hon. and learned Member 
for Dumfries has stated what the rule is 
as to the demand for costs when private 
individuals take these proceedings. The 
London and Globe Finance Corporation 
is in liquidation ; and I am told that the 
liquidator has spoken very strongly of 
the frauds committed by Mr. Whitaker 
Wright. It is open to any of the share- 
holders to go before the liquidator and 
ask him to allow a prosecution to be 
brought, and to have the costs defrayed 
out of the assets of the London and Globe 
Corporation. Has any shareholder done 
that? And if not, why not? Every- 
body is burning for a prosecution, and 
yet no one will take the responsibility 


Sir Edward Carson. 
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for it. There is also the power of 
charging Mr. Whitaker Wright with 
malfeasance, and having the matter 
investigated by the liquidator ; and if 
any material facts can be brought out, 
they can have them so brought out, and 
subsequently laid before the Public 
Prosecutor. The truth of the matter is 
that there is remedy after remedy open 
to the parties who are said to complain of 
the decision of the Attorney General ; 
and yet not one of them has moved a 
step. It is said that the shareholders are 
writing every day to Members of Parlia- 
ment. I think hon. Members would find 
in some cases that they were men who 
bought their shares as a speculation for a 
shilling or eighteenpence, when the 
London and Globe had practically smashed 
up. All these circumstances tend to show 
that the advisers of those who have 
remedies open to them and do not take 
them have come to much the same con- 
clusion as that of the Attorney General, 
on whose shoulders rests a very much 
greater responsibility. What the House 
is now being asked to do is what the 
Press has been doing for months past, and 
what makes the administration of the law 
all the more difficult—and that is to force 
the hand of the Attorney-General and to 
overrule the discretion which he properly 
exercises on the facts which are laid 
before him. 


*Srr JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire 
Northwich) said they had heard from the 
hon. and learned Member the Attorney 
General that reprehensible things had 
been done; they heard also from the 
hon. and learned Member for Plymouth 
that scandalous things had been done, 
and that it was quite obvious by whom 
they had been done. They heard 
from the Solicitor General that a fraud- 
ulent balance-sheet had been published, 
and that it was quite obvious by 
whom it was published. They heard 
from the Attorney General that the 
persons who had done this deserved 
to be punished. The Solicitor General 
had tried to persuade the House that 
this Amendment was an attack upon the 
honour of the Attorney General. That 


was said merely to prejudice the case. It 
was not an attack upon the honour of 
the Attorney General, but what they did 





find fault with was that, according to 
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the law, the person who was to blame | 


could not be prosecuted by the author- | 
ities constituted to perform that duty, 
and that the Government had made no 


a to amend the law. The Solicitor | 
n 


eral said this was not an attack on h 


the Government. 


Sirk EDWARD CARSON : I did not | 
say so. 


*SinJOHN BRUNNER said he would re- 
peat that the hon. and learned Gentleman | 
said this was not an attack on the Govern- , 
ment. Well, it was the first time he had | 
heard that doctrine enunciated in that 
House. An Amendment to the Address 
is always held to be a censure of the 
Government, but he was prepared to 
denounce that as an absurd fiction. He 
thought the House ought to be able at all 
times to express an honest opinion in an 
Address to the Crown without its being 
represented that they intended to attack 
the Government. 
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Law Consolidation Acts of 1861, and also 
the Companies Act, 1862. But he rose 
very largely that night to say that if that 
were not the case, it would be a great 
discouragement to those Members who 
served upon the Departmental 
Committee of the Board of Trade only 


a year or two ago—in 1889—to revise 
| the Companies Acts, and to frame a Bill, 
| which afterwards became an Act, con- 
‘taining a clause which, at any rate, had 


apparently been overlooked by the 
Solicitor General, when he said that 
the Act had yet to be passed to deal 
with what he admitted to be a false 
balance sheet. The material part of the 
clause ran: “If any person in any 
return, report, certificate, or balance- 
sheet, makes a statement, false in any 
material part, knowing it to be false, he 
shall be guilty of a misdemeanour.” He 
failed to find a difficulty in interpreting 
these words ; and having served on the 
Committee, and having had the advan- 


tage of discussions with Mr. Justice 
Buckley, Lord Davey, and other col- 
|leagues like 


Sir John Hollams, he 


| believed it to be largely declaratory of 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) 
said thatno onecould enterinto this debate, | 
after what had been said, without a com- | 
pelling sense of public responsibility. It 
had been asked what was the law worth | 
if it could not meet such a case ; and it | 
might wel! be asked what was the Public 
Prosecutor worth if he could not deal 
with a question of this kind. While he 
had every respect for the numerous | 
counsels’ opiniuns offered gratuitously that | 


what was the Common Law bearing on 


the subject. 

He was very far from partaking in 
any censure on the Attorney General, 
either officially or personally, or the 
Government for their inaction in this 
matter. In any case he would be very 


|reluctant to do so; but he neverthe- 
‘less thought it would not be consis- 


tent with loyalty to his profession 
of the law if he were to give or not to 


evening, he must say that he ventured to | _. : : : : 
; | give a silent vcte without expressing his 
respectfully differ from them, unusually | dividual opinion on this ome pF 


“ordinary case of alleged stupendous 
fraud, followed by absolute impunity. 


unanimous though they were. The 
Solicitor General had said that it was | 


clear that a false balance sheet had | ee 
been published, and he had also said | He asked the House to dismiss from 
‘their mind the fringes of the case 


the Act had yet to be passed which 
would make that a criminal offence. He 
differed from the hon. and learned Gentle- 


man. Hebelieved thatthe publication—and | 
he said it with a high written authority— | 
of a false balance sheet, which was the | 


means of obtaining almost millions from 
the confiding public, was an offence at 


Common Law. At any rate it might be,in | 


his view, made the subject of a conviction 
for conspiracy at common law, and when 
there were several defendants, in one 
sense there was less difficulty in establish- 
ing conspiracy. He believed the case also 
to be within the terms of the Criminal 


|and the mere phrases used by his hon. 
friend. He was quite sure that his hon. 
friend did not intend to impute any- 
thing to anybody in bringing forward 
‘this Motion, and he was also sure that 
' references to personal honour were alto- 
‘gether out of place. The suggestion of 
a Government conspiracy to suppress 
the consequences of a crime was equally 
absolutely inadmissible, and he certainly 
would not recognise, in such a non- 


' political matter, the technical suggestion 


that in taking a particular course one 
was expressing censure. He preferred 
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to accept the words of the Attorney 
Genera himself that he was responsible 
to the House. He agreed with the 


Attorney General when he said that a 


prosecution would be a very serious 
responsibility; but, it should be re- 
membered, that there would be pre- 
viously a searching magisterial investi- 
gation. And, in his opinion, if the 
admitted falsity of the balance-sheet 
were proved, coupled with the inevitable 
inferences of fraud from the vibration of 
paper balances, just at the moments 


when they were financially required, | 
and with the other circumstances de- | 
tailed in the reports of the Official | 


Receiver, and the examinations before 


the Registrar, the onus — which was | 


always, in such cases, an important con- 


sideration—of displacing those inferences | 


from facts, and of rebutting the pre- 
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in dealing with this subject, but it was 
necessary to protect large bodies of men 
and women, shareholders, and creditors 
and the public, who, if they were specu- 
‘lative, were nevertheless entitled te 
'justice. They were a body of people 
who had no cohesion ; and when it was 
| found that the result of transactions like 
| this was illimitable misery in numerous 
| directions, great damage to the commerical 
| character of our country, a deterrent to 
| the investment of capital, and a reflection 
‘on our whole public judicial system, 
' something should certainly be attempted 
to remedy the grievance, and to put to the 
| test of legal judicial inquiry and investiga- 
tion in the magisterial and other courts, 
| whether there had, in fact, been falsity 


the King’s Speech. 


'and fraud, and, by argument in open 
|court, whether or not, in point of law, 
‘there had been a criminal and indictable 
| offence. 


sumptions of intentional fraud, would | 


be shifted from the prosecution to the | 


accused. He maintained that on the 
facts as presented by the Official Re- 
ceiver, there was a primé facie case— 
and, after all, that was the whole 
question — which demanded investiga- 
tion in the interests of justice and of 


this House, whose concern it was to see | 


that justice was impartially administered 
without regard to persons or to classes. 
They were not trying the case, and he 
quite granted that the mode proposed 
in the Amendment of dealing with the 
case was not the only one, for not only 
could any individual, technically, pro- 
secute, but the Liquidator might do so by 
leave of the court, but, in any event, 
there would be almost insuperable 
difficulty in dealing with the matter 
from that point of view. He ventured 
to say that even if there were any 
funds, as suggested by the Attorney.| 
General, they would be quite inadequate | 
for justice to be done to the public. | 


The very expensive preliminary investi- 
gation alone involved such large sums 
that no individual ought to be asked to 
assume tie responsibility. Therefore, it 
was that the Public Prosecutor existed, 
and they were asking him to vindicate 
his existence and his utility. He also 
ventured to say that if the law confessed | 
itself impotent to deal with a matter of | 
this kind it would be a great reflection 
upon the administration of justice in this 
country. He had felt great reluctance 


Sir Albert Rollit. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I need hardly 
‘say that I do not intend, Mr. Speaker, to 
obtrude any legal opinions upon the 
'House, not merely because the hour is 
late, but because I am incapable of giving 
an opinion on such a subject which is 
worth listening to. But I think I have 
gathered what it is that has influenced 
| most of the speakers, and many of those 
| who have listened to them, who feel that 
'the House of Commons ought to take 
some action on the present occasion. | 
‘do not misinterpret the feeling of thé 
_House when I say that there is no man 
on either side of the House who, either 
| in public or in private, or even to himself, 
‘has made any suggestion of suspicion as 
'to the motives by which the Attorney 
' General was actuated in the course that he 
‘has taken. There is probably no man in 
‘this House, not even those who, like 
myself, are entirely ignorant of the law, 
who doubts that the Attorney General’s 
advice has not only been honestly given, 
but has been given by a man eminently 
qualified to give advice upon any matter 
connected with the laws of this country. 
The third observation I think I may 
make with general assent is that it is not 


‘intended on this occasion to make an 
| attack 


upon His Majesty’s Government. 
It is De ort true, as an hon. Gentleman 
said opposite, that every Amendment to 


the Address is an attack upon the Govern- 
| ment, and in that sense, of course, this is 
| an attack upon the Government ; but it 1s 


not an attack upon them in a matter in 
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which they have any discretion. It is 
due to the Attorney General to say in 
the clearest manner, not only in the 
interests of the Attorney General but in 
the interest of all, that his position as 
the Director of Public Prosecutions is a 

ition absolutely independent of any of 
fis colleagues. It is not in the power of 
the Government to direct the Attorney 
General to direct a prosecution. No 
Government would do such a thing; no 
Attorney General would tolerate its being 
done. Though it is, I believe, peculiar to 
the British Constitution that political 
officers, like the Lord Chancellor or the 
Attorney General, should occupy what 
are in fact great judicial positions, nobody 
doubts that in the exercise of their judicial 
or quasi-judicial functions they act entirely 
independently of their colleagues, and with 
astrict and sole regard to the duty they 
have to perform to the public. That is 
the position of my learned friend, and 
that is the position of the Government in 
connection with this subject. 


Now I pass to what I believe to be the 
animating motive of almost all the speeches 
we have heard tonight in favour of the 
Amendment. 1 think that motive is a 
feeling of aeep and profound indignation 
at the fraudulent transactions in which 
Mr. Whitaker Wright has been engaged. 
Nobody can have even a most cursory 
knowledge of those transactions without 
being conscious that if these are things 
which can be done in a great commercial 
centre like London, in connection with a 
vast transaction like that of the London 
and Globe, and can be done with im- 
punity, a great fault lies somewhere. 
The only question is where that evil lies. 
I venture respectfully to say that no man 
can have listened to the debate tonight 
and have weighed—-I will not say the 
reasoned legal view of my learned friend 
the Attorney General, because I imagine 
he was precluded by the fact that there 
were proceedings pending in this matter 
from going into the details of the reasons 
which have influenced his judgment—but 
have listened to what he said, or what the 
Solicitor General told us of the enormous 
pains taken by the Law Officers of the 
Crown in examining this case, without 
admitting that the fault does not lie 
either with the Director of Public Prose- 
cutions, or with those who advised him. 
The fault lies in the law. 


MEMBER on the OpposiTION side of the | 
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House: No, no.] Is that a lawyer or a 
layman? Does the hon. Gentleman 
imagine that it is the jury which make 
the law? My hon friend below the 
Gangway says that in his view an offence 
has been committed. 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT: Under the 
yoga of 1861 and 1862, and at Common 
aw. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Well, both the 
question of Common Law and the question of 
Statute Law have been critically and care- 
fully examined by the Law Officers of the 
Crown, and they, rightly or wrongly, 
take a different view from that held by 
my hon. friend. Whilst all admit that if 
such scandalous frauds are allowed to go 
unpunished the fault lies somewhere, I 
venture to say to the House that the 
fault does not lie with my learned 
friend, but with the language of the 
statute. The phraseology of the statute 
is evidently intended to protect the 
shareholders in a company and the 
creditors of a company against fraudulent 
prospectuses; and it is a very grave 
omission in the framing of the statute 
that it does not provide an adequate 
remedy against fraud, however gross, 
however scandalous, which is not directed 
against these persons. My learned friend’s 
attention has been called to this defect in 
our law by the very scandalous and pain- 
ful case of Mr. Whitaker Wright and the 
Globe Finance Company; and he has 
expressed his opinion to the Government 
that there ought to be an amendment 
to the law making such practicesabsolutely 
impossible. The Government, advised 
in that sense by my learned friend, 
entirely share his view, and think that 
an amendment of that kind ought to be 
introduced as soon as possible. I need 





[An Hon. | 
, that view into effect. 


hardly say we shall take steps to carry 
Meanwhile, what 





379 Address in Reply to 
I ask the House to do is to make the 
law what it ought to be, and not to 
attack a judicial officer whose duty it is 
to administer the law as he finds it. I 
cannot imagine a worse precedent than 
that this House should constitute itself 
a kind of grand jury in criminal matters ; 
that, moved by passions which in this 
case we all share, and which, I believe, 
are amply justified by the facts, we should 
endeavour to compel a judicial officer to 
do that which, in his conscience, he be- 
lieves he ought not todo. Let the House 


reserve itself for the function for which 
it is fitted—the amendment of the law— 
bringing it into a condition to meet the 
needs of the community, and into har- 
mony with the general principles of 
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will not differ from the general principle 
I have laid down, and will be content 
with the pledge I have given, that we 
shall endeavour to amend the law in 
accordance with that broad view of 
commercial morality so ably defended 
by my hon. friend. We shall do that 
which it is our function to do, and not 
set a precedent which, in this case, may 
only do an injury to the Government 
and my hon. and learned friend, but 
which, followed in different circumstances 
by the House, may inflict a real blow on 
the criminal jurisprudence of this country. 


the King’s Speech. 


Question put. 


The House divided:—Ayes, 115 ;¥Noes, 
166. (Division List No. 4.) 


justice. 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.Z£.) 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Atherley-Jones, L. — 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8S.) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derhyshare) 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John ; 
Rete, T. G. (Lynn Regis) 
Broadhurst, Henry ¥ 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J 

Delany, William 

Dewar, John A.(Znverness-sh.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, ss A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Zanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Saml. T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


I hope and believe the House 


AYES. 


Hayden, John Patrick 

Heime, Norval Watson 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Mortey) 
Jordan, Jeremi 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Law, H. Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lowther, Rt Hn. James (Kent 
Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M’ Arthur, William (Cornwall?) 
M’Govern, T. 

M’ Kean, John 

Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph, (Louth South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, K’d’l ( Tipperary Mid. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly, James(RoscommonN. ) 
O’Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee. James John 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 











Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roche, Juhn 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8. M. ( Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Spencer, Rt. Hn. C R( Northants: 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas,Sir A. a ff.) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper Pade 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason,JohnCathcart(Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R. 
Whiteley, George( York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. eee 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Mr, 
Lambert and Mr. Soares. 
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Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
‘Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Man’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V C W (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord, Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J A (Worc 
Chapman, gy or 
Charrington, ncer 
Todicenn, Won. Thee. H, A. E. 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Right Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Corbett. A. Cameron (Glasq.) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, Norvh) 
Cox, Irwin Edwd. Bainbridge 
Craig, Charles C. (Antrim, S.) 
Cranborne, Lord 

Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Denny, Colonel 

Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Ed. 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
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Fison, Frederick William 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gibbs, Hn. Vicary (St. Albans 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Higin & Nrn 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt Hn Ld.G.(Midz 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hobhouse, RtHnH (Somrst HE 
Hope, J. F. (Shef., B'tside) 
Hoult, Joseph 
Hudson, George Bickersweth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Me-ton 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 
Kimber, Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgov: 
Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monm’th) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 

. W. (Bristol, §. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
ae pg 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon 
Morrell George Herbert , 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
+ vate Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, tHnA.Graham( Bute 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Parkes Ebenezer 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
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Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
ftandles, John S. 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Reid,SirR. Threshie (Dum/ries 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, 2 

Ridley, Hon. M. W (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, RtHon Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Sumuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col.Samuel Alexander: 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut-Col. Thos. Myles 
Seely, MajJ.E.B. (Isle of Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H. (Renfrew: 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, HC(Northmb. Tyneside) 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edwd.M. 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond,Rt. Hon. Sir Wm.H. 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts 
‘Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Arch bald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.\( Yorks) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R( Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George- 
Wyndham,Quin, Major W.H. 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Main Question again proposed. 


Offices of Ministers of the Crown with 
those of directors of public companies, 
The speech to which the House had just 
listened was a fitting introduction to the 
question he wished to raise, although 
the Prime Minister, who knew so many 
things, was not versed in finance or in 
criminal law. The impress. of finance 


MINISTERS OF THE CROWN AND 
PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.) 
said the question with which his Amend- 
ment dealt went to the very root of 
public life. He wished to insist on the 
incompatibility of the union of the 
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had been very prominent in recent dis- | influence of the Government, the Motion 
cussions, and the phrase “due regard to| was defeated in the House. But the 
economy” was replaced in the King’s/ opinion outside the House was very 
Speeches by references to considerable | different, for nearly every paper in the 
expenditure and to Imperial responsi- | Metropolis—including The 7imes—insisted 
bilities. He would think that the first | on the impropriety of the union of the 
step in reducing the public expenditure | two offices. On the 8th May, 1900, he 
would be to lessen the number of again brought forward a Motion direct- 
directors in the Ministry. This question | ing the attention of the country and of 
had frequently been brought before the the House of Commons to the matter, 
House. So far back as 1891, Mr. | and was defeated, curiously enough, by a 
Goschen, who was then the Leader of | majority of eleven—a majority which 
the House, was asked if the Government | included no fewer than twenty Ministers 
would grant a return of its members| of the Crown, of whom eleven held 
who held directorships in public '| among them nineteen directorships. 
companies. He immediately got very | Now he had no personal feeling towards 
angry and insisted that it would be any Member of the House in this matter, 
invidious to comply with the request. | but he would like to give the names of 
‘Then the matter was in abeyance till | those eleven Ministers. They were Mr. An- 
1895, when the Member for King’s struther, Mr. Gerald Balfour, Mr. Akers 
Lynn asked the First Lord if he was Douglas, Mr. Fellowes, Mr. Hayes Fisher, 
aware that twenty of the new Ministers Sir John Gorst, Lord George Hamilton, 
held sixty directorships among them, | Mr. Walter Long, Mr. W. E. G. Macart- 
and if they would be called upon to) ney, Mr. A. G. Murray and Mr. Ritchie, 
resign them. Therighthon. Gentleman, | They were the men who defeated his 
in reply, said he would not institute such | Motion, and he said, without any hesita 
an inquisitorial investigation, and there | tion whatsoever, that the public opinion 
the affair rested. Four years ago he of this country and of the House itself 
himself moved an Amendment to the | wasin favour of the widest possible chasm 
Address calling attention to the incom- | separating Ministers on the Front Bench 
patibility of the union of the two offices, from the front pages of prospectuses. He 
and a curious thing happened. No was happy to know that the Radical 
fewer than eighteen gentlemen took | leaders had adopted the principle laid 
part in the discussion, and of them all | down by Mr. Gladstone of insisting on 
only four had a word to say iu favour | the resignation of company directorships 





of the union of the offices. One of the | 
four was the First Lord himself, who 
was not a director, but who, out of a 
mistaken feeling of chivalry, defended 
‘his colleagues—thereby making a very 
considerable mistake ; and anotherspeaker 
was the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Bristol, a former | 
Finance Minister, whose absence from | 
the House he deplored. Thanks to the 
Mr. Swift MacNeill. 


as a°preliminary to the acceptance of 


| public office. What were the cardinal 


‘principles on which this Motion was 
supported? The principle which he 
maintained was that Ministers of the 


'Crown, when they held directorships, 


could not liberate themselves from the 
suspicion that arose from the conflict of 
the administration of their Department 
and their interests as company directors. 
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When the vote of a Minister of the 
Crown was impugned in that House on 
account of his connection with a public 
company, all his colleagues voted straight 
for him like soldiers on parade, and thus 
he was sure of thirty-one or thirty-two 
yotes in his: favour. Mr. Gladstone had 
said that he hated the idea of the 
slightest inequality between Members, 
but there was one power entrusted only 
to a Minister of the Crown, that of impos- 
ing a charge on.the public funds. Let 
them imagine what a situation would be 
created if the President of the Board of 
Trade, in his zeal, wanted to bring in a 
comprehensive measure for railway 
reform! He would have to submit it to 
a Cabinet no fewer than seven of whom 
were railway directors. He remembered 
when Mr. Mundella, as honourable a man 
as ever entered the House, resigned his 
position at the Board of Trade owing to 
his connection with a public company. 
No man, consistently with the dignity of 
the public service, could act as Minister of 
the Crown and at the same time be a paid 
servant of a trading company. Every 
person who entered into the service of 
the State should give his whole time to 
that service, and not place himself in a 
position in which there was any possi- 
bility of his public and private duties 
coming into conflict. His Amendment, 
he admitted, was worded strongly, but it 
was not so strong as the denunciation of 
the late Lord Russell of Killowen, who 


said that the union of the positions of | 


Minister of the Crown and company 
director constituted a perfect scandal in 
public life. The great majority of the 
heads of Departments in the present 


Government were company directors. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer who, by 


virtue of his office, was the head of the 
[FourTH SERIES. ] 
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Civil Service in this country, was a 
director in two public companies. 


Tae CHANCELLOR or THe EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr. Ritcuig£, Croydon): No. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said he was 
delighted to hear even of that late re- 
pentance; he was glad the right hon. 
Gentleman had shed them, although he 
had held them until a year ago. Under 
the rules of the service he was bound to 
censure, if not dismiss, a civil servant for 
actitg as a company director, and how 
could he do that if he were himself 
breaking the rule. Might he not be 
told “Physician heal thyself?” He 
would now come, by an easy transition, 
from the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
to the Secretary of State for War. He 
was a gentleman of many parts, and he 
excelled in them all according to the 
opinion of certain hon. Members opposite. 
He was a man of wonderful and versatiel 
genius, and he was also a company 
director. He had lately posed in~ mili- 
tary aspect, and had received ioyal 
salutes as a militia officer. He, in his 
capacity as Secretary of State for War, 
would cashier any poor officer who 
had nothing but his pay and who was 
induced to take a directorship. Yet he 
was a company director himself. When 
he first directed attention to the right 
hon. Gentleman’s companies they were 
the mystic number of seven. That num- 
ber was reduced to five, then to three, 
and now the right hon. Gentleman was 
director of only one company. It was 
the right hon. Gentleman’s pet lamb, and 
he would tell the House something about 
it. That wonderful financial genius, who 
was not at all unknown to the Treasury 
Bench he meant the revered Mr. Hooley— 
in whose case a prosecution was incon- 


O 
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venient and unsuitable—used to say that 
the principal thing in a prospectus was 
the front page, and that he had paid no 
less than £60,000 for a good front page. 
Now the right hon. Gentleman was a 
famous man ; his fame had extended to 
what Mr. Austin, the Poet Laureate of 
the Party opposite, called the “ gold reef 
city.” An advertisement appeared in a 
Johannesburg paper setting forth the 
directors of the Rock Life Assurance 
Company, and they included, in double- 
leaded type, “The Right Hon. St. John 
Brodrick, M.P., Secretary of State for War.” 
When attention was drawn to it, directions 
were given that the name of the Secretary 
of State for War should appear in small 
type, and not be double leaded. He was 
“no longer to appear as a “double- 
barrelled front pager.” 


Mr. STRUTT (Essex, Maldon) saidthat 
the advertisement appeared without the 
authority of the Secretary of State for 
War, and was inserted by the agent of the 
company in Johannesburg. Immediately 
it was discovered it was corrected by 
cable, 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said he 
thought the Secretary of State for War was 
able to defend himself, even though he 
could not defend his office. 


Mr. STRUTT said the right hon. 
Gentleman had not asked him to defend 
him. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said there was 
one observation he felt bound to make, 
which he thought would anticipate an 
argument which the First Lord of the 
Treasury might advance in his reply. 

Mr. Swift MacNeill. 
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No doubt the right hon. Gentleman would 
reply very well, because he knew nothing 
about the subject. It might be said that 
Gentlemen on the Treasury Bench, many 
of whom were not wealthy men, should 
be allowed to eke out the pittance given 
to them by an ungrateful and parsimonious 
country by accepting directorships. At 
present eighteen Ministers, the greatest 
geniuses the earth had ever produced, were 
starving themselves on salaries amounting 
to £93,000 per annum, and they held 
fourteen directorships. He stated, and 
he would defy contradiction, that thirty- 
threeout of fifty-six Ministers of the Crown 
whoconstituted the present Administration 
held sixty-eightdirectorships. Inthatwas 
included the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
who had now been converted, and, there- 
fore, the correct number of Ministers 
holding directorships was thirty-two, and 
they held no fewer then sixty-eight 
directorships. Out of the 670 members 
of the House only thirty-two per cent. 
were directors, but more than fifty per 
cent. of the members of the Government, 
who ought to give all their time to the 
country, were directors. Ministers should 
not incur the suspicion of being engaged 
in a conflict between their public and 
private duties. No one would say a word 
in disparagement of the Duke of Devon- 
shire, but he should not be president of 
an Armaments Committee when he was 
chairman of a company which supplied 
arms to the navy. The Duke of Devon- 
shire waschairman ofthe Barrow Hematite 
Company andadirector of the Furness Rail- 
wayCompany. AstotheSecretary of State 
for War, he would appeal to the First Lord 
of the Treasury, now that Army Adminis- 
tration was in such difficulty and danger, 
to ask him to retire from the Rock Life 
Assurance Company. The Secretary of 
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State for India was alsoa director. He 
was on the Board of the Pelican Life 
Insurance Company. It was the last of 
many directorships held by the noble 
Lord,.a kind of “ pelican in the wilderness.” 
The President of the Board of Trade held 
nine directorships, but he resigned them 
when he was appointed. He maintained 
it was inconvenient that a gentleman who 
had held no fewer than nine directorships 
should be at the head of a depart- 
ment dealing with company matters, 
and in which he must always ‘come into 
conflict with company interests. As to 
the Lord Advocate, he had three director- 
ships, some extraordinary and some 
ordinary. 


*THoe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GraHaAM Murray, Buteshire): The hon. 
Member is wrong. I have no extra- 
ordinary directorships. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said, that as 
Public Prosecutor, the Lord Advocate 
would have to intervene in cases of 
fraud. How would he manage in a case 
of fraud against one of his own com- 
panies? Would a prosecution be in- 
convenient and unsuitable? Another 
Scotch Minister, Lord Balfour of Burleigh, 
had three directorships. The President 
of the Board of Agriculture had no 
directorships, and he thought he knew 
what that right hon. Gentleman’s 
opinion was about Government director- 
ships. The Postmaster General had no 
directorships, but he had directorships 
before he became a Minister of the 
Crown. Onthe6th May, 1901, he asked 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
the following questiont— 





+ See (4) Debates, xciii., 741. 
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‘* Whether he is aware that last September a 


proclamation was issued by the Governor of 
Johannesburg dealing with the conduct of 
banking business in that city, and containing 
the announcement that notes of the Bank of 
Africa would be accepted as cash at all the 
Government offices within the town and district 
of Johannesburg, and what is the reason for the 
conferring of this privilege on the Bank of 
Africa?” 

The Secretary of State for War, who 
replied, said he had not seen the proclama- 
tion, but that inquiry would be made. 
He repeated the question a few months 
afterwards, and then tried the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office, who also 
said that inquiries would be made, but 
he had never heard anything further 
about it. When he asked that question 
he knew that the Postmaster-General 
was a director of the Bank of Africa 
with Mr. Rochefort Maguire, of the Rand. 
As to the minor Ministers, they had 
fifty-three directorships. One of them, 
the Chancellor of the Duchy, had no 
directorships. He was Whip for many 
years, and was a gentleman whom they 
all admired and respected ; but although 
he held no directorships, he, as Whip of 
the Party opposite, was in some way or 
other associated with company promot- 
ing financiers. He kept the cheque for 
£30,000 that Mr. Hooley gave to the 
Conservative funds until the Govern- 
ment thought it would be inconvenient 
to cash it, and sent it back. It was 
alwaysa rule of the House that Ministers 
should, as far as possible, be exempt from 
commercial and financial transactions. 
The Secretary to the. Treasury was 
chairman of a company. Surely it was 
inconvenient that a Whip should have 
anything to do with such matters, having 
regard to the way in which committees 
on railway matters were constituted. 
Turning to the Junior Lords of the 
Treasury, the hon. Member for St. 
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Andrews was a director, but he was a 
kind of proselyte, having received the 
office since his appointment as a Minister 
of the Crown. The offer of a director- 
ship to a Minister of the Crown was a 
very ugly thing for those who made it, 
to say nothing about those who 
accepted it. The hon. Member for 
Sevenoaks was a director of six com- 
panies; he only hoped that since his 
acceptance of office the number had been 
reduced as much as his majority. He 
was glad to be able to say of the 
Attorney General, who had just had a 
bad quarter-of-an-hour, that he was not 
a company director. But the Solicitor 
General was a director, which showed 
that the hon. and learned Gentleman 
had, in his exile in England, acquired 
the financial genius of the English people. 
The Treasurer of the Household was a 
director of the Barrow Hematite Iron 
and Steel Company, which provided 
munitions for ships of war. 





Mr. RANDLES (Cumberland, Cocker- 
mouth) said the Company made only 
iron and steel rails. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said that 
would suit his case still better. Then 
there were eight Lords-in-Waiting, and 
five of them had as many as twenty-two 


directorships. Ten members of the 
Cabinet had fourteen directorships, 
half of which were of railway 
companies, though the Minister for 
Agriculture had said, in a_ re 
cent speech, ‘ Railway companies 


are managed by ornamental directors.” 
He knew for a fact that a gentleman 
who had sat on the Treasury Bench 
was offered a directorship with £400 
and told he would not be 
required to go near the board, but 
Mr. Swift MacNeill. 


a year, 
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simply to give his name. He was a 
poor man, but honourable, and refused 
the offer. Guinea-pigging, which was 
a reproach to this House, but which, 
he believed, was much exaggerated, 
would cease to exist if they could only 
weed out directors from the Treasury 
Bench. The position of guinea-pigs in 
the House of Commons must be made 
intolerable, and he urged the House to 
purify the Treasury Bench by insisting 
that Ministers should consider the 
reward of the salary they received 
from the country as amply sufficient, 


without attaching their names to 
trading institutions. He begged to 
move. He concluded by moving his 


Amendment. 


Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.) formally 
seconded. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“At the end of the Question, to add the 
words, ‘and we humbly represent to Your 
Majesty that thirty-three of the fifty-six 
Ministers of the Crown who constitute Your 
Majesty’s Administration hold among them 
no fewer than sixty-eight directorships in 
public companies, and that we consider the 
position of a public company director to be 
incompatible with the position of a Minister 
of the Crown, and that the union of such 
offices is calculated to lower the dignity of 
public life.’”—(Mr. MacNeiil.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there added.”’ 


Debate arising. 


And, it being Midnight, the Debate 
stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed Tomorrow. 


Adjourned at one minute after 
Twelve o’elock. 
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393 Returns, 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Friday, 20th February, 1903. 


ROLL OF THE LORDS. 


THE LorpD CHANCELLOR acquainted the | 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had prepared and laid it on the Table. 
"The same was ordered to be printed. 
| (No. 4.) 


TURKEY, No. 1 (1903). 


Correspondence respecting the affairs 
& of South Eastern Europe. 


CHINA, No. 1 (1903). 
Despatch from His Majesty’s Minister 
at Peking forwarding a Report by Mr. 
W. J. Clennell, His Majesty’s Consul at 
Kiukiang, respecting the Province of 
K ; 


iangsi. 


ARMY (MILITIA TRAINING ESTAB- 
LISHMENTS). 
Militia Training Return (1902); Pre- 
sented [by Command], and ordered to lie 
on the Table. 


SARDINIAN LOAN. 


Annual Account for 1902; Final ac- 
count. 


GREEK LOAN. 
Annual Account for 1902. 


NATIONAL DEBT (SAVINGS BANKS 
AND FRIENDLY SOCIETIES). 
Account of the gross amount of all 
* sums received and paid by the Commis- 
 sioners for the Reduction of the National 
= Debt on account of banks for savings and 
societies in Great Britain and 

Ireland, from their commencement at 
. 6th August 1817, to 20th November 

1902, inclusive. 

Account of the several transactions 
which have taken place, during the year 
ended 20th November, 1902, in the in- 
vestment of all moneys which came into 
the hands of the Commissioners for the 
Reduction of the National Debt for sav- 
ings banks and friendly societies. 

Account showing the aggregate amount 
of the liabilities of the paatinens to 
the trustees of savings banks and friendly 
societies respectively on 20th November, 
1902, ete. 


VOL. CXVIII. 


*) at the commencement of a Speech indicate. 


[FourTH SERIES. | 
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Laid before the House (pursuant to 


| Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


House adjourned at twenty 
minutes before Five o'clock, 
to Monday next, a quarter 
past Four o’clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 20th February, 1903. 





The House met at Twelve of the clock. 





ADJOURNMENT. 
Resolved, that this House, at the rising 


of the House this day, do adjourn till 
Monday next.—(Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood. 


ood.) 





NEW WRIT. 


For Dublin University, in the room of 
the Right Honble. William Edward 
Hartpole Lecky (Chiltern Hundreds).— 
(Str Alexander Aciand-Hood.) 





PETITIONS. 


DETENTION OF POOR PERSONS 
(SCOTLAND). 

Petitions for legislation: from New- 
burgh; Monimail; Abernethy; Kilin- 
drach ; Kilsyth ; Hamilton; Jura; and, 
Largs ; to lie upon the Table. 

FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS 
(SANITARY CONVENIENCES). 

Petition from Manchester, for enforce- 
ment of the Home Office Order; tolie 
upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TURKEY (No. 1, 1903). 

Copy presented, of correspondence re- 
specting the affairs of South Eastern 
Europe [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 

CHINA (No. 1, 1903). 

Copy presented, of despatch from His 
Majesty's Minister at Peking forwarding 
a Report by Mr. W. J. Clennell, His 
Majesty’s Consul at Kinkiang, respect- 
ing the Province of Kiangsi [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 

P 


| 
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CIVIL CONTINGENCIES FUND, 1901-£. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 19th February.—Mr. Hayes 
Fisher]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 18.] 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
(IRELAND). 

Return presented relative thereto 
{ordered 19th February.—Mr. Hayes 
Fisher]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 19.] 


NATIONAL GALLERY (REPORT). 

Return presented relative thereto 
{ordered 19th February.—Mr. Hayes 
Fisher]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
‘be printed. [No. 20.] 


GREEK LOAN OF 1898. 


Account presented up to 31st Decem- 
ber, 1902 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 21.] 


SARDINIAN LOAN. 


* Account presented, of the Total Sums 
issued out of the Consolidated Fund and 
advanced to His Majesty the King of 
Sardinia, and of the Sums received to 
3lst December, 1902, for Interest and 
Sinking Fund thereof [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 22.] 


NATIONAL DEBT (SAVINGS BANKS - 
AND FRIENDLY SOCIETIES). 


Annual Account presented, for the 
period ended 20th November, 1902 [by 


Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be, 


printed. [No. 23.] 

CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS (APPROPRIATION 
ACCOUNTS). 


Appropriation Accounts presented, for 
the year ending 31st March, 1902, 
together with ‘he Reports of the Comp- 
troller and Auditor General thereon, and 
certain Reports upon Store Accounts 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 24.] 


NAVY (MANCEUVRES). 

Copy presented, of Narrative of the 
Combined Manceuvres by Mediterranean, 
Channel, and Cruiser Squadrons, 1902 
|by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIR- 
CULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
Scotch Education—Grant. 

Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): To ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury what 
sum it is proposed to allot to Scotland as 
an equivalent for the increased grant to 
elementary education in England and 
Wales directed by the Education Act 
of last session; and what form this 
grant to Scotland is to take having re 
gard to the fact that no Bill for dealing 
with Education in Scotland is announced 
‘in His Majesty's Gracious Speech as 
intended to be brought in during the 
present session. 





| (Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) The 
| amount of the grant is still under con- 
sideration between the Treasury and 
the Scotch Education Department, but 
| will, I hope, be settled very soon. The 
| method of allocation must depend upon 
| the amount of the grant, and it is not 
| yet possible to say whether it will involve 
| any legislation. 


Ireland—Delay in Erection of new Post 
Office at Belturbet. 


Mr. McGOVERN (Cavan, W.): To ask 
the Postmaster General, whether he is 
| aware that the post office in Belturbet, 
| county Cavan, was condemned over two 
years ago as being in an unsuitable 
position and incapable of affording 
| proper accommodation to the public and 
| officials employed there, and can he 
state the reasons why nothing has been 
done towards erecting a new post office 
as promised in March 1901, and when 
it is proposed to commence building on 
the site that has been secured. 





(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) — 
No funds have as yet been available 
for building the new post office at Bel- 
turbet: but it is proposed to make a 
beginning next financial year, if Parlia- 
ment votes the necessary money. 


Criminal Procedure Code in the 
Transvaal. 

Mr. TOULMIN (Lancashire, Bury): 
To ask the Postmaster General, as repre- 
senting the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, whether he will lay upon the 
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Table the Criminal Procedure Code, 1903, 
romulgated by Lord Milner in the 
Pasevesl. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain 
for the Secretary of State for the Colonies.) 
There will be no objection to lay the 
ordinance on the Table as soon as it 


is received from Lord Milner and con- | 


sidered by the Secretary of State. 


Drainage and Improvement of Land 
Acts—Expenditure for 1902. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northampton - 
shire, E.): To ask the President of 


the Board of Agriculture what have 
been the amounts of the expenditure 
charged on estates in Great Britain for 
improvements under the Drainage and 
Improvement of Land Acts for the year 
1902, in respect of farm _ buildings, 


labourers’ cottages, and mansion houses 


respectively. 


(Answered by Mr. Hanbury.) The 
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exceeding 6s. 6d. but not exceeding 6s. 
9d., exceeding 6s. 9d. but not exceeding 
7s., and exceeding 7s. per ton. 


(Answered by Mr. Ritchie.) The quanti- 
ties of coal not exceeding a value of 6s. 
the ton free on board shipped from the 
United Kingdom during each of the four 
quarters of 1902 were as follows :—1st 
| Quarter, 509,652 tons; 2nd Quarter, 
| 781,756 tons ; 3rd Quarter, 951,639 tons ; 
| 4th Quarter, 1,033,386 tons; Total, 
| 3,276,433 tons. No record is kept of the 

quantities at intermediate values between 
|6s. and 7s, the ton. The figures for 
| shipments exceeding 6s. and not exceed- 


_ing 7s. the ton in value, and those for 





shipments exceeding 7s. the ton, are being 
made up, but will not be completed for 
| two or three days. 

| 

Income Tax. : 

| Mr. MORTON (Deptford): To ask Mr. 
|Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
|commercial firms, whose:Income Tax 


amounts charged in the year 1902 upon | returns have been independently certified 
estates in Great Britain under the | bya professional accountant and auditor, 
Drainage and Improvement of Land Acts are liable to be surcharged by the 
(including the Limited Owner’s Resi- | Income Tax Commissioners, or to send 
dences Acts) for the works to which the | in their accounts to be examined. 

hon. Member refers, were as follows :— | 

Farm Buildings, £54,438; Labourers’! (4nswered by Mr. Ritchie.) If the 
Cottages, £22,612 ; Mansion Houses and | istrict Commissioners are not satisfied 





other Residences, £29,604. 


Tuberculosis Commission—Publication 
of Report. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): To 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, whether he can state when 
the Report of the Commission on Tuber- 
culosis will be issued. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Ihave 
no later information on the subject than 


| with the return rendered by any person 
| for the purposes of assessment to Income 
| Tax (whether certified by an independent 
/accountant or not), they have power 
| under Section 113 of the Income Tax Act 
| of 1842 to make an assessment accord- 
| ing to their own judgment subject to an 
| appeal. On appeal the Commissioners 
-are authorised by Section 120 of the 
'same Act to require at their discretion 
any particulars or accounts which they 
| may deem necessary. 


that given in my reply to the hon. | 


Member on the 17th December last.+ 


Coal Tax—Shipments during 1902. 
“Mr. DAVID THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, if he can state the quantities 
of coal shipped quarterly during 1902 
not exceeding 6s. per ton, exceeding 6s. 
but not exceeding 6s. 3d. per ton, ex- 
ceeding 6s. 3d. but not exceeding 6s. 6d., 





+ See (4) Debates, exvi., 1591. 


| Trade and Navigation Returns—Defini- 
| tion of Small Coal. 

Mr. DAVID THOMAS: To ask the 
President of theBoard of Trade whether, 
in view of the new form of the monthly 
Trade and Navigation Returns, any 
definition of small coal has been laid down 
for the guidance of exporters in declaring 
the description of their shipments, or 
whether it is left to their discretion ; 
and, in the latter case, will he consider 
the advisability of prescribing a maximum 


P 2 
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distance between the bars of the screen 
through which coal must pass in order 
to constitute small. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) The 
distinction now drawn in the official 
Trade Accounts between small, large, 
and “through and through” coal has 
been made experimentally to meet the 
wishes of exporters, and on the under- 
standing that these descriptions are, 
generally speaking, well understood in 
the trade, although the precise -defini- 
tions may vary somewhat in the different 
coalfields. These statistics are based, 
like all the export Returns, on the 
declarations of exporters, subject to check 
when necessary. It is not thought 
desirable to prescribe a hard and fast 
rule, at !east until more experience has 
been gained. 


Leicestershire County Council’s Education 


Scheme — Objection by the Board of 


Education. 


Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough): To ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Education if he will state upon 
what grounds he based his objection to 
the education scheme originally submitted 
by the Leicestershire County Council in 
accordance with the requirements of the 
Education Act, 1902. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) The 
County Council of Leicestershire has not 
as yet sent to the Board of Education a 
scheme for publication under Section 17 
of the Education Act. A draft scheme 
framed by a Committee of the Council 
has been sent to the Board with a view 
to the informal discussion of its provisions. 
The Board does not yet know whether 
the suggestions made in the course of 
that discussion have been favourably 
considered by the County Council. 


THE GRENADIER GUARDS—QUESTION 
OF PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports- 
mouth): Mr. Speaker, I beg to draw 
your attention to the circulation amongst 
Members this morning of a letter which 
has been published in The Times on the 
subject of a recent incident in the 
Grenadier Guards. It is an er parte 
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statement on a case pending and makes | 





Bills. 


high positions. In these circumstances, 
and seeing that those officers are not in 
@ position to protect themselves and 
make a counter statement, I desire to 
ask you whether this proceeding is con- 
sistent with the privileges of Parliament, 


Mr. SPEAKER: I do not see what the 
suggestion of privilege is. There is no 
breach of privilege. 





NEW BILLS. 


CHURCH DISCIPLINE BILL. 


“To amend the Church Discipline 
Act of 1840 and the Public Worship 
Regulation Act of 1874,” presented by 
Mr. David Maclver; supported by Mr. 
Austin Taylor, Mr. Charles M‘Arthur, 
Mr. Mellor, Mr. M. W. Ridley, Mr. 
Hoult, Sir Albert Rollit, and Mr. Brand; 
to be read a second time upon Friday 
13th March, and to be printed. [Bill 1.] 


RATING OF MACHINERY BILL. 


“To amend the Law relating to the 
rating of hereditaments containing 
machinery,” presented by Mr. Chap- 
man, supported by Sir Edward Strachey, 
Sir William Houldsworth, Sir John 
Dorington, Mr. QOawley, Sir William 
Tomlinson, Mr. Emmott, and Colonel 
Royds ; to be read a second time upon 
Friday, 20th March, and to be printed. 
[Bill 2.] 


LAND VALUES ASSESSMENT AND 
RATING BILL. 

‘‘ To provide for the separate assessment 
and rating of Land Values,” presented 
by Dr. Macnamara ; supported by Mr. 
John Burns, Mr. Dillon, Mr. Charles 
Douglas, Mr. Emmott, Mr. Fenwick, 











Mr. Lloyd-George, Mr. Robson, Mr. . 


Trevelyan, and Mr. Whitley ; to be read 
a second time upon Friday, 27th March, 
and to be printed. [Bill 3.] 


MERCHANT aise (LIGHTHOUSES) 


“To amend the Law with regard to 
Lighthouses, and to abolish Light Dues,” 
presented by Mr. Charles M‘Arthur; 
supported by Mr. Evelyn Cecil, Colonel 
Denny, Sir Francis Evans, Mr. Field, 
Sir William Houldsworth, Sir John 
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Leng, Mr. Nicol, Mr. T. P. O’Connor, |@ second time upon Friday, 8th May, 
Mr. Renwick, Sir Robert Ropner, and | and to be printed. [Bill 9.] 
Mr. Charles Wilson ; to be read a second | 
time — Friday, 3rd April, and to be | 
printed. [Bill 4.] 

|tion Act, 


LICENSING LAW (COMPENSATION FOR | Markham ; 
ciprertnns cpamiaaesdeceame _ | Dilke, Mr. Pickard, Mr. William 
“To provide Compensation in certain| Abraham, Mr. Thomas Bayley, Sir 
cases of Non-Renewal of Licences to sell Walter Foster, Mr. Hatch, Mr. Jacoby, 
Intoxicating Liquors,” presented by Mr. Mr. Keir Hardie, Mr. Theodore Taylor, 
Butcher ; supported by Mr. Galloway, | Mr. M‘Kenna, and Mr. Herbert Lewis ; 
Mr. Flower, and Mr. Groves; to be read to be read a second time upon Friday, 
asecond time upon Friday, 24th April, 15th May, and to be printed. [Bill 10.] 
and to be printed. [Bill 5.] 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 


COAL MINES REGULATION BILL. 

“To amend the Coal Mines Regula- 
1887,” presented by Mr. 
supported by Sir Charles 


AGED PENSIONERS BILL. 
WIFE'S SISTER BILL. “To provide Pensions for the aged de- 
“T a ths I eae serving poor,’ presented by Mr 
_+0 amend the ‘aw as to Marriage Remnant; supported by Mr. Goulding, 
with a Deceased Wife's Sister,” presented + Morrison. Mr. Bull, Mr. Forde 
by Sir Gilbert Parker; supported by | Ridley, and Mr Groves; to be read a 
Mr. Bu therford, Sir Brampton Gurdon, | second time upon Friday "22nd May, and 
Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice, Mr Hambro, | ¢, be printed (Bill 11 ] , 
Mr. M. W. Ridley, Sir Joseph Leese, Mr. , P ; ; 
Maclver, Mr. Mellor, Mr. Melville, Mr. consprRaAcCY LAW AMENDMENT BILL. 
Charles Shaw, and Sir Barrington “By amend the Conssiresy Lawi,”’ 
Simeon ; to be read a second time upon | presented by Mr O'Dowd : canned 
ipl @ Ist May, and to be printed. /by Mr. Cullinan, and Mr. Patrick 
‘ O‘Brien ; to be read a second time upon 
Friday, 8th May, and to be printed. 
[Bill 12.] 


STEAM ENGINES AND BOILERS 


TRADE DISPUTES BILL. 


“To legalise the peaceful conduct of 
Trade Disputes,” presented by Mr. 
Shackleton ; supported by Mr. Bell, Mr. | (PERSONS IN. CHARGE) BILL. 

John Wilson (Durham), Mr. Broad-| “To grant Certificates to Persons in 
hurst, Mr. William Abraham (Rhondda), Charge of Steam Engines and Boilers,” 
Mr. Keir Hardie, Mr. Fenwick, “Sir! presented by Mr. Fenwick; supported 
Charles Dilke, Mr. Jacoby, and Mr. by Sir William Allan, Mr. John Wilson, 
Pickard ; to be read a second time upon 'Mr. Pickard, Mr. Cameron, Mr. Levy, 


Friday, 8th May, and to be printed. ‘and Mr. Jacoby; to be read a second 
{Bill 7.} time upon Friday, 27th March, and to be 


ead | 





printed. [Bill 13.] 
INNKEEPERS’ LIABILITY BILL. 


“To amend the Law relating to the 
Liability of Innkeepers,” presented by Sir 
Brampton Gurdon; supported by Mr. | 
Broadhurst, Mr. Gretton, Mr. Bousfield, 
Mr. Levy, Mr. Seeley, and Sir John 
Brunner; to beread a second time upon 
Friday, 6th March, and to be printed. | 
[Bill 8.] 


RAILWAYS (PRIVATE SIDINGS) BILL. 

“To explain and amend Section 76 of 
the Railways Clauses Consolidation Act, 
1845, and to amend the Railway and 
Canal Traffic Acts, 1854 to 1888,” pre- 
sented by Sir John Brunner ; to be read 





| HALL-MARKING OF FOREIGN PLATE 
BILL. 


“To amend the Law with regard to 
the assaying of Gold and Silver Plate 
and Jewellery,” presented by Mr. Samuel 
Roberts; supported by Mr. Stuart- 
Wortley, Sir Benjamin Stone, Sir Joseph 
Dimsdale, and Mr. Remnant ; to be read 
a second time upon Friday 27th March, 
and to be printed. [Bill 14.] 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 

ON SATURDAYS (IRELAND) BILL. 

“To amend the Law relating to the 
Sale of Intoxicating Liquors in Ireland 
on Saturdays; and for other purposes 
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esented by Mr. TOWN TENANTS (IRELAND) BILL. 


connected therewith,” —y 

Sloan ; supported by Sir Thomas Esmonde,| ‘To amend the Law relating to Town 
Colonel Saunderson, Mr. O'Shaughnessy, | Tenants in Ireland,” presented by Mr. 
Mr. Flynn, ; Mr. T. L. Corbett, Dr.| Kendal O’Brien; supported by Mr. 
Thompson, Sir James Haslett, Mr. Hugh | Field, Mr. Lundon, Mr. Cullinan, and Mr. 
Law, and Mr. T. W. Russell; to be read | Condon ; to be read a second time upon 
a second time upon Friday, 6th March, Fyiday, 22nd May, and to be printed. 
and to be printed. [Bill 15.] | [Bill 20.] 


women * o-m AMEND- ROMAN Sa 
‘To amend The Elementary Ravcation | ‘*To provide for the removal of cer- 
organ and a a oe —_ | tain disabilities affecting Roman Catho- 
,” presente r. Heywood | lics in Great Britain and Ireland,” 
Johnstone ; sup stad be Mr. Hobdane, | cennetil by Dr. Robert Ambrose; 
Sir William douldsworth, Sir Joseph | supported by Mr. Clancy, Mr. Dillon, 
an _— —_ ee — —_ | Mr. 7 Redmond, Mr. Bic Abra- 
ey, Mr. Leigh Bennett, Mr. Bond, | ham ork), Captain Donelan, Mr. 
ah peer Fone, ee Dr. on + Petnich oie, Mr. William O’Brien, 
second time upon Friday, | and Mr. Reddy; to be read a second 
20th March, and to be printed. {Bill 16.] | time upon Friday, 12th June, and to be 


| printed. [Bill 21. 
LABOURERS (IRELAND) ACTS * 
a. an reaver ‘oosint JURY ACTS (IRELAND) AMENDMENT 
‘To amend the Labourers (Ireland) | . 
fit Brveeaned ty. = ag ———— | ‘To amend the J ury Acts (ireland),” 
ro 8 Serine a “ = , r. : presented by Mr. O'Mara ; supported by 
Pees ; to be mite oneal eh a s ee ee ‘ ris he ugh 
; ? ‘ | Law, Mr. Mac\Veagnh, an r. Koche ; to 
ann oe May, and to be printed. be read a second time upon Friday, 20th 
[Bill 17.} | March, and to be printed. [Bill 22.] 


FOREIGN SHIPOWNERS’ LIABILITY EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


: | To amend the Education (Scotland) 
‘**To amend the Law relating to the | 09 th « 
liability of Foreign Shipowners for per- ae wigs of "hoes 
mueua? wanna be pa Lacon | Mr. Cameron Corbett, Mr. Charles 
Mr pth Wilson. Sir  Geor , | Douglas, Sir John Leng, and Sir John 
Wate Wc Dieet it Zeek pi | Stirling-Maxwell ; to be read a second 
rence, Mr. Bell, Mr. Seonthases Mr. | — agi , 2th April, and tote 
Morton, Major Evans - Gordon, Mr. | Prnte RS eee ‘J 
he tad tineed oe ces ae | LIGHT LOCOMOTIVES (IRELAND) BILL. 
| 


8rd April, and to be printed. [Bill 18]; “ To provide for the authorisation of | 


| races with Light Locomotives in Ireland,” 
; | presented by Mr. Scott Montagu; sup- 
DETEN'SCOTLAND) BILL | we by Mr. acing ag Oo hy mes 
fous Colonel Saunderson, Mr. Patrick O’Brien, 
ae + Beata | Mr. Delany, and Mr. Minch ; to be read 
regard to the Detention of Poor Persons # second time on Tuesday next, and to 
in poorhouses and parish hospitals,” | be printed. [Bill 24.) 
presented by Mr. Baird ; supported by | 
Sir John Stirling-Maxwell, Mr. Cameron | PISTOLS BILL. 
Corbett, Sir Andrew Agnew, and Mr.| “To regulate the sale and use of 
Hunter Craig; to be read a second time | Pistols or other Firearms,” presented by 
upon Friday, 15th May, and to be printed. | Mr. Helme; supported by Mr. M. W. 
[Bill 19.) | Ridley, Mr. Herbert Gladstone, and Mr. 
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Stuart-Wortley; to be read a second | 


time upon Thursday, 2nd April, and to 
be printed. (Bill 25. ] 


LICENSING (IRELAND) BILL. 


“To amend the Law relating to the 
Sale of Intoxicating Liquors in Ireland,” 
presented by Mr. Hugh Law; supported 
by Sir Thomas Esmonde, Mr. Wood, Mr. 
O’Mara, Sir James Haslett, Mr. Jordan, 
and Mr. T. L. Corbett; to be read a 
second time upon Friday, 6th March, 
and to be printed. [Bill 26.] 


DRUNKENNESS AND REGISTRATION 
OF CLUBS (IRELAND) BILL. 

“To amend the Law relating to 
Drunkenness and the Registration of 
Clubs in Ireland,” presented by Mr. T. 
W. Russell; supported by Mr. Jordan, 
Mr. T. L. Corbett, Mr. Kennedy, Mr. 
John Gordon, Mr. M‘Govern, and Sir 
Thomas Esmonde; to be read a second 
time upon Friday, 3rd April, and to be 
printed. [Bill 27.] 


SHOPs BILL. 


‘To amend the Law relating to Shops,” 
presented by Sir Charles- Dilke; sup- 
ported by Mr. John Burns, Mr. Flower, 
Mr. Lloyd- George, Mr. Kemp, Mr. 
M‘Orae, Mr. Melville, Mr. Nannetti, Sir 
Barrington Simeon, and Mr. Tennant; 
to be read a second time upon Friday, 
6th March, and to be printed. [Bill 28.] 


FRANCHISE AND REMOVAL OF 
WOMEN’S DISABILITIES BILL. 
“To establish a single Franchise at all 
elections and thereby to abolish Univer- 
sity representation, and to Remove the 
Disabilities of Women,” presented by Sir 
Charles Dilke; supported by Mr. Bell, 
Mr. John Burns, Mr. Keir Hardie, Mr. 
Atherley-Jones, Mr. Logan, Dr. Mac- 
namara, Captain Norton, and Mr. 
Shackleton; to be read a second time 
upon Friday, 6th March, and to be 
printed. [Bill 29.] 


WAGES BOARDS BILL. 


“To provide for the establishment of 
Wages Boards,” presented by Sir Charles 
Dilke ; supported by Mr. Bell, Mr. John 
Burns, Mr. M’Kenna, Mr. Tennant, and 
Mr. Trevelyan ; to be read a second 
time upon Friday, 6th March, and to be 
printed. [Bill 30.] 
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LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

“To give the ratepayers a direct Veto 
on the po Traffic in their respective 
areas in Scotland,” presented by Mr. 
Hunter Craig; supported by Mr. Crombie, 
Mr. Cameron Corbett, Mr. Black, Sir 
William Dunn, Mr. Eugene Wason, Dr. 
Robert Wallace, Mr. John D. Hope, and 
Dr. Farquharson ; to be read a second 
time upon Friday, 20th March, and to be 
printed. [Bill 31.] 


OUT-DOOR RELIEF (FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES) BILL. 

“To amend The Outdoor Relief 
(Friendly Societies) Act, 1894,” presented 
by Sir Edward Strachey ; supported by 
Sir Samuel Hoare, Sir William Holland, 
Mr. Goulding, Mr. Brand, Sir Albert 
Rollit, Sir Harry Bullard, Mr. Warner, 
Mr. Thomas Bayley, Mr. Yoxall, Mr. 
Rigg, and Mr. Harry Samuel ; to be read 
a second time upon Friday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 32.] 


COUNTY COURTS JURISDICTION 
EXTENSION BILL. 

“To extend the Jurisdiction of the 
County Courts,” presented by Sir Albert 
Rollit ; supported by Sir Henry Fowler ; 
to be read a second time upon Monday 
next, and to be printed. | Bill 33.) 


SOLICITORS BILL. 


“To amend the Law relating to 
Solicitors,” presented by Sir Albert 
Rollit ; supported by Sir Henry Fowler ; 
to'be read a second time upon Monday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 34.] 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 

“To prohibit the Sale of Intoxicating 
Liquors on Sunday,” presented by Mr. 
Perks ; supported by Mr. Charles Wilson, 
Mr. Crawford Smith, Mr. Compton 
Rickett, Mr. Randles, Mr. Fenwick, Sir 
Joseph Firbank, Mr. John Wilson, Mr. 
Hain, and Mr. Pickard; to be read a 
second time upon Friday, 3rd April, and 
to be printed. | Bill 35.) 


OLD AGE PENSIONS BILL. 


“To provide Pensions for persons over 
sixty-five years of age,” presented by 
Mr. Channing; supported by Mr. Burt, 
Mr. John Burns, Mr. John Wilson 
(Durham), Sir Walter Foster, and Mr. 
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Broadhurst; to be read a second time 
upon Friday, 22nd May, and to be 
printed. [Bill 36.] 


CORONERS’ INQUESTS (RAILWAY 
FATALITIES) BILL. 


“To amend the Law ge | to 
Coroners’ Inquests in the case of Fatal 
Accidents on Railways,” presented by 
Mr. Channing; supported by Mr. Bell, 
Mr. John Burns, and Mr. Schwann ; to 
be read a second time upon Friday, 6th 
March, and to be printed. [Bill 37.] 


VACCINATION PROSECUTIONS BILL. 


“‘ To provide that no Prosecution under 
the Vaccination Acts shall be commenced 
without the authority of the Guardians,” 
presented by Mr. Channing; supported 
by Sir John Rolleston, Mr. Goddard, 
Mr. Cremer, Mr. Brigg, Mr. Broadhurst, 
Mr. Corrie Grant, and Mr. Bell; to be 
read a second time upon Friday, 6th 
March, and to be printed. [Bill 38.] 


KING’S SPEECH (MOTION FOR AN 
ADDRESS). 


Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Amendment [19th February 
to Main Question [17th February], “ That 
an humble Address be presented to His 
Majesty, as followeth :— 


“* Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
leave to offer our humble thanks to Your 
Majesty for the Gracious Speech which 
Your Majesty has addressed to both 
Houses of Parliament.”—(Mr. Gretton.) 


Which Amendment was, at the end of 
the Question, to add the words— 


“And we humbly represent to Your 
Majesty that thirty-three of the fifty - six 
Ministers of the Crown who constitute Your 
them 
no fewer than sixty - eight directorships in 
public companies, and that we consider the 
position of a public company director to be 
incompatible with the position of a Minister of 
the Crown, and that the union of such offices 
is calculated to lower the dignity of public 
life."—(Mr. MacNeill.) 


Majesty’s Administration hold amon 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there added.” 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) said 
that in dealing with the important 
matter raised by the Amendment he 
would speak temperately. In his 
opinion the House ought to look at 
this matter from a lofty standpoint. 
Hon. Members were sent there to 
protect the weak rather than to increase 
the power of the influential. He was 
rather surprised last night at the levity 
with which some hon. Members appeared 
to regard the subject. They did not 
seem to realise that the honour and 
dignity of the House in the matter of 
legislative impartiality were to a certain 
extent involved. The question, in his 
opinion, involved the fundamental 
principle of equity, because this House 
was recognised as a judicial authority 





}| 


from which all legislation emanated. 
They were charged with the duty of 


| making impartial laws in the interest of 


| public utility. He submitted that if 
| legislators, and especially if they sat on 
| the Front Ministerial Bench, had private 
| interests in connection with the subjects 
| which were brought under the considera- 
| tion of the House, it was only natural 
that they should have biassed minds. 
| He would give an example from the 
| past. It was in a Parliament composed 
of landlords that the Land Laws were 
| made, and it was seen from the Statute- 
| book that the measures which were 
| passed were framed for their profit, and 
| to protect them in their privileges. We 
lived now in a commercial age when 
limited liability companies existed in 
unlimited numbers. He held that it 
was quite possible, in connection with 
measures which tended to public utility, 
‘such as those promoted by railway 
companies, 
companies, electric companies, and water 
companies, a policy might be followed 
which was opposed to the general 
interests of the community. He held 
that right hon. and hon. Members 
should not be permitted to remain or to 
become directors in a concern which 
was a State protected monopoly. That 
was a very plain proposition which 
would commend itself tothe commonsense 
of everybody. They were all elected as 
the custodians of public and not of 
private interests. 


He should like to know whether any 





| Member of that House would try to defend 





shipping companies, gas- 
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the present system, and appeal for the sup- | meetings of the directors. If this form 

rt of his constituency as the director of a | of temptation was put forward to private 
railway, shipping, or water company. He | Members, what temptation, amounting 
admitted that hon. Members were directors | to thousands of pounds, might be offered 
before they became Ministers, but those | to a Minister who wielded a power in 
positions should be relinquished, because Society and in the State? Therefore, he 
their full time should be given to the held that it ought to be the duty of the 
performance of their public duties. In| First Lord of the Treasury to consider 
the course of his Parliamentary career he | this matter seriously and take away that 
had had many opportunities of assisting temptation from his colleagues. They 
at deputations on very important matters, | all knew—those at least conversant with 
and it was almost invariably urged by | public affairs—the revelations which took 
Ministers that pressure of time would | place in regard to the Panama Canal; and 
not enable them to go fully into the | they were also aware of the allegations of 
subjects. The result was that the | American lobbying and the manner in 
deputations were generally dismissed | which legislation was there carried on. 
without receiving that consideration to | They likewise knew that the system of 
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which they were entitled in regard to 
matters of immediate public interest. It 
was quite evident, from the experience 
of hon. Members in commercial matters, 
that Ministers had more than sufficient 
to do to fulfil their public duties without 


attending to pressing private affairs. | 


But in addition to those public utility 
companies, there was another class of 
companies which might be termed 


dangerous—for instance, Stock Exchange | 


Syndicates. They all knew what a rush 
there was on these during the war. 
There were also companies which con- 
structed war vessels and contracted for 


armaments and war material. Director- | 


ships on such companies should not, in 


his opinion, be held by any hon. Member | 


of this House, and that opinion was more 
emphatic in regard to right hon. 


Gentlemen on the Treasury Bench. He) 
was sorry to see that Ministers were not | 


in their places, for this was a matter in 
which they were directly concerned, and 
they ought to attend a debate in which 


their conduct was being discussed. His | 


was a view which had been put forward 
by many high-minded English statesmen 
in the past. In the case of Ministers 
especially, private interest should not 
clash with public duty. It would be 
advisable if the House should not allow 
this occasion of temptation to continue in 
perpetuity as a possible cause of friction 
between this House and the people. 

Some hon. Members might think that 
no temptation existed. Let him give an 
instance. Since he became a Member of 
Parliament he had had more than one 
offer of the necessary amount of shares 
in a company. to qualify him for a 
directorship. He was to receive a 
modest salary, and need not attend the 


American lobbying had been transferred to 
a large extent to Westminster. He held 
that under these circumstances a condition 
of public affairs existed which ought not 
to be permitted to continue. He was 
‘certain that any Member of this House 
would deplore the adoption of the methods 
| pursued in other countries ; and he held 
'that prevention was better than cure. 
He did not intend to make any personal 
attack on any hon. or right hon. Member 
of this House. He put his argument in 
a temperate manner and entirely from the 
|point of view that they in this House 
were public men, there in the interest of 
the public, and not as private in- 
| dividuals doing private work which should 
not belong to a public position. He 
submitted, therefore, that the practice of 
directorships being held by right hon. 
Gentlemen on the Treasury Bench and 
their subordinates, or even by hon. Mem- 
bers of the House, should be discontinued 
unlsss in the case of purely commercial 
‘competitive concerns. With regard to 
directorships in companies dealing with 
| public utilities which were State protected 
| monopolies-—these should be held by no 
|Member of the House. He wished the 
'House to note the distinction he made. 
Now this was a perfectly plain business- 
like proposition that would bear examina- 
‘tion and could be discussed without 
| heat or loss of temper. 

| He would give a notable instance 
‘of what had occurred in the House. 
'It was said that there were seventy 
‘railway directors in this House, and 
| fifty in the House of Lords. Now, 
'when a Railway Bill came before the 
| House, the directors always voted solid 


| for it, no matter what side of the House 
‘they belonged to, unless where the 
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interests of one railway company clashed 
with another. With respect to the 
London and North Western Railway 
Company’s Bill alluded to the previous 
night by his hon. friend who introduced 
the Amendment, that Bill was only 
under discussion for three hours—that 
was before the new Rules were passed— 
when a director of that company actually 
stood up and moved the Closure, which 
Mr. Speaker accepted. He did not know 
whether Mr. Speaker was aware of the 
fact that that hon. Member was a director 


of the company under discussion. At | 


any rate that was a position which ought 
not to be taken by any Member who was a 
director. He maintained that a director 
should not have the power to stand up 


and move the Closure in the discussion of | 


a matter of public interest. If such a 


{COMMONS} 


expediency, and when a large question 
came before the House and was dis- 
cussed at length and promises given, 
nothing more was done. However, he 
trusted that the annual recurrence of 
this Amendment would impress itself on 
| the minds of those who were responsible 
for carrying on the business of the 
House and country. His conviction was 
that the people outside the House, and 
many Members inside, were determined 
that the present state of things should 
not continue. No worthy effort had 
ever been attempted without sacrifice, 
and he hoped the Prime Minister would, 
at the close of the debate, give some satis- 
factory assurance that the present system 
was about to be ended. 





| 
Sir GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
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method of conducting debates on transit | 
affairs were continued, it might menace | N.) said that it was unfortunate that 
the welfare of the community, and | this question was raised on the Address, 
impede the commercial progress of because they could not vote on it 
the nation. That fact was beginning | since it would be taken as a vote of 
to be recognised by the non-official | want of confidence in the Government. 
Members of the House, and to be| In regard to directorships being held by 
accepted by the Press and the people Ministers, it seemed to him to be unfor- 
outside. Public opinion should be the | tunate that the rule observed by the late 
breath of the law, and public opinion | Earl of Beaconsfield and Mr. Gladstone 
said that some change in this direction | had not continued to be enforced. No 
was necessary. |one doubted the honour of any member 

He wouldsuggest tothe Prime Minister, | of the Government, or any Member 
whom they all respected, although they | on either side of the House, but it seemed 
might differ from him on many matters, to him that it would be wise if those in 
as the trusted guardian and custodian of | charge of the affairs of this enormous 
the rights and privileges of this House, | Empire should devote the whole of their 
that he should takesome measures quietly, | timetothe discharge of their official duties, 
but effectively, to put an end to the | andnot bemixedup with public companies. 





continuance of this objectionable system. 
He was aware of the fact that the 
Prime Minister had shown a_ good 
example by not being a director of any 
company. He granted that it was not 
reasonable to expect that the right hon. 
Gentleman should, at the close of this 
debate, abandon his colleagues in office. 
No; the right hon. Gentleman was the 
chosen Leader of a great Party, and he 
would be, as he ought to be, loyal to his 
official colleagues. But they were in an 
age in which precedent did not sanctify 
an abuse. He knew there were difficul- 
ties in the way, but the right hon. 
Gentleman could surmount them. He 
was aware that heroic remedies or drastic 


The real point appeared to him to be 
|that they had a great country to 
manage, and that as the position of a 
Minister of the Crown was one of great 
honour it would be wiser—he would not 
impute any improper motives whatever, 
that would be a mistake—not to pass a 
law, but that the moral feeling and 
general idea should be that a Minister 
on taking office should relinquish any 
directorships he might hold. He re 
gretted the discussion, as it seemed to 
him to lower the great position of 
Ministers of the Crown. Further, when 
they considered the onerous duties which 
attached to high offices in the Govern- 
ment, it was not reasonable to suppose 





measures were not populary nor perhaps 
probable, in the House as at present con- 
stituted. They lived in an age of 


Mr. Field. 


that men could attend to their public 
duties as well as to their duties as direc- 
tors. They could not serve two masters 
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properly, and it seemed to him much | 
wiser that they should relinquish one 
position or the other. 

The experience of the last few years 
showed that occasions might arise 
which would give the public an 
opportunity of saying things which 
it was not desirable should be 
said of Ministers of the Crown. Their 
responsibilities and duties might not 
come into conflict with their private 
interests, but the man in the street 
thought they did, and that tended to| 
lower the dignity of a Minister of the 
Crown. Heshould however besorry to see 
a law passed with reference to the matter. 
He acknowledged that there were 
drectorships and directorships. Some, 
no doubt, were above suspicion ; still, | 
he thought it would be wiser if there | 
was a sort of general understanding | 
that, without it being made obligatory, | 
it should be the general idea — the | 
correct thing—that when a man took | 
office he should resign duties which did | 
not appear to be quite compatible with | 
his duties as a Minister. That was his | 
view, and he believed that many mem- | 
bers of the Government held it also. | 
Having regard to the enormous growth | 
of the country and to the development 
of trade, it was better that thése who | 
had the guidance of the State should | 
not be mixed up with large commercial | 
transactions, which were often associated 
with the expansion of the Empire. He 
should be glad to see the rule to which | 
he had referred recognised, but, of | 
course, on the present occasion he could | 
not possibly vote for the Amendment. 





Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower | 
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right hon. Gentlemen opposite could’ 
complain of the tone and temper with 
which the debate had been conducted. 
There was no desire to reflect on the 
present Government, and his hon. friend 
who moved the Amendment, though he 
had to give instances to prove his case, 
made no personal attack on any mem- 
ber of the Government. In no sense: 
was it a Party question, but he did not 
think that any previous Government 
had carried the matter to such an 
extent as the present Government. 
The fact that thirty-three members of 
the Government held sixty-eight director- 
ships seemed to him to be a very serious 
matter, and one which it was the duty 
of the House to consider as a matter of 
principle. The right hon. Gentleman, in 
discussing the subject a few years ago, 
seemed to think that it was not only an 
attack on the Government, but a sort of 
general depreciation of directorships as 
such. 

They might rightly assume that all 
the directorships held by the Govern- 
ment were legitimate, but that was 
not the question. The question was 
whether a directorship put the member 
of the Government who held it in a 
false position. The instance which his 
hon. friend gave yesterday, of the way 
in which directorships held by Ministers 
might be used, was one of the strongest 
arguments he had ever heard in favour 
of the Motion. He need hardly say he 
made no reflection on the Secretary of 
State for War, but it appeared that. in 
an advertisement of the insurance com- 
pany, of which the right hon. Gentleman 


| was a director, his name was put at the 


head of the list of directors, and was 





Hamlets, Poplar) said he agreed with | printed in large characters. That was 
the hon. Gentleman in regretting that done without the right hon. Gentle- 
such discussions should occur, but there| man’s knowledge, and he immediately 
was a simple remedy, and that was that stopped it when it was brought to his. 
the Government shculd adopt what was attention. The company was a very 
really the substantial view on both sides | respectable company, but was it not 
of the House. He regretted also that quite certain that if the secretary to- 
the matter had to be raised on the, the company did so, the agents of 
debate on the Address, as he should|the company would also draw special. 
have liked to have had an open vote on attention to the fact that the Secretary 
it. But it was difficult to raise it in any of State for War was one of the 
other way. It could not be raised on directors of the company? It 
the salary of an individual Minister;| seemed to him that members of 


and, even if it could, that would be | the Government who were also direc- 
still more invidious than raising it as a tors were in a serious dilemma. 
general principle. 


He 
He did not think | assumed they were directors’ because 
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they intended to give attention to| The only rule was the rule which was 
the affairs of their companies, but if | applied to the Civil Service, and to the 
they did that they were bound, in the | Army and Navy, and that was that while 
present pressure of business, to neglect | a man was serving his country he should 
their public duties. The work of the not hold adirectorship of any sort orkind, 
principal offices of State was enough, on the ground that in the first place it 
and more than enough, to occupy any | would occupy his time, and on the much 
man’s full attention. If a Minister was| more important ground that a conflict 
a director he would either neglect his of interests might arise. There was 
puulic duties or the interests of his share- | one rule, and one rule only, and that 
holders and be a mere guinea-pig director. was that directorships should not 
A year or two ago it was said that be held by members of the Government. 
private interests would in such circum- 
stances always give way. He was sure | day seemed to him very much te the 
they would, but it was not a case of a point, namely, that when any Member 
mere shareholder. A director's interests of this House took an office under 
were not private interests. He was Government he had to give up any 
acting as trustee for the shareholders, directorships which he held. The late 
and he was put ina false position when Secretary to the Admiralty helda director- 
his duty to his country and his duty to ship, but when he accepted an appoint- 
his shareholders conflicted, as they were ment under Government he had to give 
almost bound to do in the existing it up. What was sauce for the goose 
state of things. The right hon. Gentle-| was sauce for the gander. They knew 
man himself had practically admitted the ths case was stronger in the Civil Service. 
validity of the arguments they had The argument with regard to the Civil 
advanced. A year or two ago he said Service was a very strong one. Our 
that his colleagues, instead of holding standard for the Civil Service was far 
sixty directorships as at one time, held and away the best in the world, and that 
then only forty-one, and he pointed out was largely due, in his opinion, to the 
that it was an advantage that thenumber fact that: as public servants they were 
of directorships held by Ministers had been not allowed to have any private interests 
reduced by one third. But that forty- which mifht conflict with their public 
one had now increased to sixty-eight, duties. That was the standard we should 
and the right hon. Gentleman’s point 4pply to Members of this House as well 
fell to the ground. Yesterday his hon. 28 the Civil Service. By the Rules of 
friend said that the Chancellor of the the House no hon. Member of this House 
Exchequer held two directorships. The WS allowed to accept a contract from 
right hon. Gentleman shook his head a Government Department. He regretted 
and said he did not ; and he himself was *hat this rule, which was adopted in days 
very glad that the right hon. Gentleman , 8°"° by, should be of so little use now, 
had given them up. His point was that | °¥8 to the fact that private concerns 
they could not discriminate between WeTe Now to a large extent turned bs 
company and company, and directorship | limited companies, and thus hon. Members 
: : : became interested, either directly or in- 

and directorship. If it were left to the directly. in Go Th 
discretion of individual members of the @¢cHyY, 12 Government contracts. 
Government as to the directorships the eee Cepaeennnr ween Ot ree 
sheath. or ahatd act babt bh ae oe “4 | tions of the private concerns, and if it were 
doubt that a proper discretion would be |) 44 a Sy. ee oF Ee See 
penn Bat they eyes Retro metie should accept contracts from the Govern- 
of that ; and it seemed to him it was not | saath ts Wish Cagney Wrang, thet Shuebene 


, : ag of the Government should be in a position 
possible that the Prime Minister should 1to receive them as directors of limited 
say toa particular colleague: “ You are | companies, and so become, directly or 


entitled to hold this directorship, but). ,. ’ ‘ 
you should give that one up.” NS ued indirectly, interested in them. He agreed 


could tell in which way the interests of that if the rule was carried out it might 
a company of which a Minister was a | be hard on some Members who were 
director would come into conflict with | asked to accept office, but, after all, when 
that Minister's pub'ic duties. they came to that House they had to 


Mr, Sydney Buxton. 


The case put by his hon. friend yester- 
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make sacrifices and they should accept | entirely consist of bookworms, and that 
the situation loyally. | the disqualification. for office in the 
In regard to the sacrifices they had ' Government should be that the Member 
to make upon taking office he re-|who it was proposed should fill it 
minded the House that the hon. Mem- | should still continue to know what he 
ber who put forward the Motion had said | had to do. One of the hon. Members for 
that the members of the Cabinet divided | Durham had said that all directors voted 
between them in salaries £93,000 a/ solid. Of course they did, and the same 
year, and in that case his argument was | might be said of any body of men who 
still stronger, because one could not ay -had a community of interests. Why 
that members of the Cabinet, at all! should they not? He thought this 
events, were so badly treated by the | Motion was far from consistent with the 
country that they ought to fall back on | public traditions of the greatest com- 
the emoluments of directorships. What | mercial country of the world. 
did such a statement mean? Some 
members of the Government had been 
in office for eight years and had received| Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
in public money between £600,000 and | mouthshire, W.): I do not think this 
£700,000, so when they talked of a | case ought to be disposed of in the way 
poor man taking office that was not a/|in which it has been stated by the hon. 
factor that ought to be considered in | Member who has just sat down. This is 
the matter. The fact was that while |a very serious matter, and has been so 
hon. Members were in the wilderness | regarded by the Government. The hon. 
they were grateful for any manna | Member who has just spoken said it was 
which might come down to them, but | avery good thing that the members of 
when they accepted office, received the | the Government Should be occupied with 
emoluments and divided the spoils of | other things than the Government of 
office, they ns og to relinquish all other | the country, but I cannot accept that 
interests which might clash and conflict | proposition. I think that men who 
with their public interests. He heartily | ogcupy official positions of great responsi- 
supported the Motion. bility should devote themselves ex- 
clusively to that work and to no other, 
Mr. PURVIS (Peterborough) said he | and that is a proposition to which, in my 
had never held a directorship, and had | opinion, there ought to be no exception 
never in his wildest dreams imagined | whatsoever. You do not allow it, as my 
himself a member of the Government. | hon. friend has just now said, in your 
He submitted that the question really | Qivil Service. You do not permit for a 
was whether the House of Commons, | moment any one of the subordinates of 
the mirror of the people of this country, | the Government to appear as directors 
was ashamed of men actively connected | of companies. Then why in the world 
with business affairs. That was the way | should you not apply that principle to 
in which the matter presented itself to him. | the heads of the Government. What is 
Was the Government to he composed of | far more important is the notion that a 
mere doctrinaires and pedants who had no | man, the head of a Department of the 
practical knowledge of anything actually Government, may be held out as an 
going on? Was every member of the inducement to the investors of this 
Government to be a mere academic | country. That is a shocking thing to 
debater? Was the House of Commons, | ry mind. I have never been a director 
the representative House of the people of | of a company in my life, and never shall 
such @ country as this, to be engaged }. but what is the fact? The fact is 
merely in talking of things they did not ‘that the appearance of these names in 
understand, or things which they under- ‘the prospectus is to give the company a 
stood merely from hearsay? They all | credit which it is not entitled to possess. 
knew, as was once said by a great The notion is that when a man is 
debater in this House, that commerce | put forward as a director of any of these 


was in England the master feather in ‘ , ; 
the eagle’s ors Tt seemed to him |C°™panies, he should be occupied with 





that this Motion proposed that the looking after the business of the company, 
Government of the British Empire should | and that should not be the case with 
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responsible Ministers of the Crown. 
‘Therefore, it is not necessary, in my 
opinion, to argue a question of the kind. 
We know perfectly well of the extremely 
painful case of a colleague of my own 
who, being a director of a company, was, 
through no fault of his own, placed 
in such a position that he felt bound 
to resign his position in the Government. 
No Minister should be placed in such a 
position—a position in which he is nomin- 
ally responsible—as to oblige him to 
resign his office. 

This is an argument with reference to 
limited liability companies which, in 
my opinion, is unanswerable. A 
Minister of the Crown should run no 
risk of his character being compromised 
in this way, and I shall heartily vote for 
the Motion, unless the head of the 
‘Government will give us an assurance 
that the system will be put an end to, 
when it will not be necessary to 
divide upon the question or to record 
our opinions in regard to it. I know 
there are objections felt to raising a 
question of this kind on the debate on 
the Address, because it may appear to be 
directed against the Government, but it 
is quite within their power to prevent 
such a debate being raised in the 
future. The Prime Minister has only to 
give us an undertaking that measures 
shall be taken to meet the views put 
forward by those who have supported 
this Motion. There is no reason why 
such an undertaking should: not be 
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has been put an end to, and is it forthe 
Government to come forward now and 
say that these highly paid offices do 
not furnish enough work for the whole 
of their time and attention? I ven- 
tare to assert that it is impossible for 
any member of the Government to 
entertain or to put forward such a defence 
as that. The hon. Member for Peter- 
borough said it was better that people 
should have some experience in business. 
May I remind him that there is a period 
of oppositionin which a man can do that ; 
he does not become a Cabinet Minister 
as soon as he leaves school, and he has 
ample opportunity to get an _ in- 
sight into business affairs if he 
chooses. But when a man takes a 
responsible position such as that of a 
Minister of the Crown, I say it is only 
common sense to lay down the rule that 
he shall give up the whole of his time 
to the responsibilities of that position. 
This seems to me to be a proposition 
which can be unanimously accepted, 
and, therefore, I hope that the right 
hon. Gentleman at the head of the 
Government, accepting and realising his 
responsibility in this matter, will give us 
an assurance that this system, or rather 
this practice, shall be put an end to un- 
conditionally. 


Str WILLIAM TOMLINSON (Pres- 
ton) deprecated the application of a hard 
and fast rule in matters of this kind. 
| He did not suppose that there would be 








given. The Government have already |a large majority of the House in favour 
promised two Bills in consequence of | of saying that a person holding a high 
discussions which have taken place on | position under the Crown ought to be 
Amendments to the Address, and it is | able to devote himself to a business that 
perfectly open to the right hon. Gentle- | would take up a large portion of his 
man to give the assurance that we now |time. But he did think hardly any 
ask for, that this system shall be put an | one would maintain that no Minister of 
end to at once, without exception, and |the Crown ought to be possessed of 
that directorships shall not be held by | means other than emoluments belonging 
Ministers of the Orown. to his office. They must not forget 

I took a part myself in laying down |that the tendency of the day was to 
and carrying out the principle that the | convert property of various kinds intu 
Law Officers of the Crown should not | limited liability companies. Sometimes 
engage in private business, because it | large estates, for the convenience of 
was held that they had quite enough | management, had been turned into com- 
public business to do, and that it was | panies, but because a man held a position 
possible that in undertaking private in them it ought not to be any great 
business they might have to deal with | disqualification to his holding high office 
matters which came into conflict with under the Crown. There was a great 
their responsibilities to the Government | difference between one kind of company 
and to the country. Well, that system | and another, and it would be very unjust 


Sir William Harcourt. 
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to say that a Minister ought necessarily | but as a matter of fact, all the hon. 
to be disqualified from continuing to | Gentleman’s facts are untrue. The Com- 
occupy @ position he had occupied in the | mittee is not an Armaments Committee. 
past. I presume the hon. Gentleman was 

alluding to the Defence Committee of the 


Taz PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST Cabinet. Well, that Defence Committee 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. has to discuss very important questions, 
BaLrour, Manchester, E.): This ‘is not | but it has not to discuss the particular 
dio Gret time on which I have had to | 2@ture of the guns and rifles which are to 


; . . be used by our troops or by our fleets in 
ea ee and the views of my the event of war. It is not, therefore, an 


colleagues, upon this question. I have! 4 ,aments Committee at all. The second 
argued it at length upon many previous |... into which he fell was the as- 
occasions. I have also heard on many sumption that the Duke was the chair- 
previous occasions the arguments which | 14, of a company which made arma- 
have been advanced on the opposite side, | ants. Well, he is not, so far as I know, 
and I can only say that I do not see my | the Chairman, or even a_ director, 
way to change the opinions which prior | therefore, the hon. Member is entirely 
to this I have laid before the House. I | incorrect. I do not believe that the 
have no desire to complain of the tone Duke of Devonshire has anything what- 
in which this debate has been carried ever to do with the company to which 
on, although it is true that the hon. | the hon. Gentleman refers. I believe 
Gentleman who moved the Amendment’ that some years ago he had, but so far as 
is sometimes misled by the rapid and /my information now goes—I have not 
tumultuous flow of his own eloquence | been able to verify the fact—he is now 
into making something in the nature no longer connected with it. 
of a personal attack upon members of | 
the Government. | Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Perhaps 
| the right hon. Gentleman will permit me 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal to correct him. The ape hon. Gentle- 

; : ” | man refused to give me a list of Ministers 
tices at aateehcone ‘and their directorates, and the only 
, |means which I, therefore, had was this 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Oh, yes; you ‘book, the “Directory of Directors,” 


do me a great injustice. I may have) 1-3 | regard : 
: gard as the bible of the 
been called out on business here and) yjinistry, and in that I find that the 


there, but I can assure the hon. Member | Duke of Devonshire, K.G., is described as 


I have the trend of his discourse (hairman of the Barrow Hematite Steel 
clearly in my mind; so much so, that Gompany, Ltd 
: . pany, . 

i did not require to refresh my memory | 

by reading the reports which appeared | Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is a 
in the newspapers this morning. I/| company with which I believe, though 
remember that the hon. Member chose |[ am not sure, the Duke of Devonshire 
for attack, of all members of the present was connected, which did makearmaments, 
Government, the Lord President of the | but he has not been connected with it for 
Council, and asserted that he was a direc- | many years. I only mention this because 
tor of the Barrow Railway, the Barrow | it is really too bad to drag in the Duke of 
Hematite Iron Works, and of the Furness | Devonshire, or if he be dragged in it 
Railway. He went on to say that one | should be with some accurate knowledge 
of these companies produced armaments, | of the facts. I will pass to what is much 
and also to suggest that a Member of the | more important than the case of any 
Government who was also a Member of | particular Minister—the general principle 
the Armaments Committee, ought not | which, in my judgment, ought to guide 
to be at the same time chairman of a/| the House in coming toa conclusion on 
company which produced armaments. | this matter. —— are only two possible 
Had any of the facts stated by the hon. | objections that I am able to see to a 
Gentleman been true, I think the House | Minister holding.a directorship ; one, that 
would have felt that even then the Duke of | it is likely to take up too much of the 
Devonshire might well have been left out | time which ought to be devoted to the 
of account in a discussion of this kind ;| public service, and the other that the 
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mere fact that-he is a director may bring | have been called ; but I am convinced 
him, in that capacity, into collision with | that no man with the smallest acquaint 
ll sy gered pote ae — to | ance — — — for a moment 
? ’ nn wi &/ suggest that t t 
company, he may, if that company and its hard, a be yelinng if tt bathe ~ 
directors become involved in difficulties, | the service of their country. ? 
throu seve oe bring, I will = | I therefore pass to what I think 
nos omc 9 gr tre Ba ie Pe | influences hon. Gentlemen in their 
aie of the Government as a whole. | Hs agadlon neater par adap cst 
Those are two arguments which are | =. apes Sa 
urged in favour of the absolute general ao a that a ge are 
rule that no member of any Government d se dily diame a , we the argument 
should ever hold any directorship. aes —— por ge ee 
Everybody must admit that no man has ae fro on Bn f = aa oe EY 
a right to join a Government unless he is| OY ‘70M the ‘act that a Munister, 
prepared to give the best of his time to | through no ora of his own, rw 
the work, or, indeed, to give all the time | -saggeie involved in transactions which 
which the duties of the office require. | “© and his colleagues will have every 


But does that mean that a member of a| T#80n to regret. 1 want very much to 
Government is never to transact any know how the mover of this Motion 


kind of business of his own? For distinguishes the case of a director of & 
generations many of the most dis- | public company from that of a member 
tinguished, honoured, and trusted members of a private firm? There are certain 
of the Government of this country | legal and technical distinctions between 
have been men born to responsibilities | @ limited liability company and one of 
which could not possibly be discharged | Unlimited liability. Is it on those legal 
without some expenditure of time, | distinctions that the whole principle of 
whether in or out of office. Are they to | this Amendment is based? If so, surely 
hand over their property to somebody | it is the flimsiest thing in the world. 
else? Are they to abandon all interest | The hon. Gentleman must base his case 
in it? Are they to neglect the responsi- | 02 something very different from that. 
bilities which the possession of a great | The first question I ask him, therefore, 
property involves? If not, you are, '8 — Does he think there is a valid 
driven to the conclusion that it is not | distinction between a private and a 
inconsistent with the duties of a Minister | public company? If he comes to the 
of the Crown to devote, at all events, Cotclusion, as he must, that the prin- 
some part of his time to his own affairs, | ciple if applied to public com panies must 
or affairs other than those of his office. be extended to private companies, is 
Nobody can deny that general proposi- he prepared to say that no man in busi- 
tion, it is all a question of degree. A | Des8 is to take part in the government 
Minister is bound to see that his energies, of the country’ 
strength, and health, are given to the! I heard last night a most excellent 
service of hiscountry,andthatthedutiesof | speech—though I did not agree with 
his office have the first call on allhe hasto| it — from the hon. Member for the 
give; but I have never heard the rule | St. Austell Division of Cornwall, who, 
laid down, and no such rule can be laid in supporting an Amendment hav- 
down, or if it were it could not be|ng reference to some very scandal- 
enforced, that a member of @ Govern- | ous frauds in the City, avowedly spoke 
ment should have nothing to do with | as what I may call the exponent of com- 
any business except that immediately mercial morality in the City of London. 
connected with his office. I donot think | I notice that the hon. Gentleman is a 
it will be asserted that any one of the| member of a firm—I have no doubt a 
Gentlemen who now occupy the Treasury | most excellent and honourable firm—in 
Bench has done other than devote the the City. When the Party opposite come 
very best of his energies to the public | to this side of the House, is a man like 
service. Hon. Gentlemen may disagree | that to be excluded from office because 
wth them; they may think them not’ he belongs to a business firm in the City 
worthy of the high places to which they | of London? [‘No.”] Why not? Does 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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a private business take up no time? Do{ where, upon great questions of public 
private businesses not get into difficul- policy in which, directly or indirectly, 
ties? Are members of private firms|the railway interest may be involved ? 
never involved in unfortunate commercial The only result of this principle, if driven 
enterprises? The proposition is really an | to its logical conclusion, will be to make 
untenable one. Unless you are going to public life, not purer, but poorer, by 
lay down that a country, which is, | drawing out of it some of the best men 
above all, a business country, is to| now engaged therein. I am, of course, 
permit every class of man except the | ready to admit that no Minister ought 
business class to compete for the regula-! to hold a directorship, or to take an 
tion of its affairs, I do not see how the | interest in the affairs of any company 
Amendment before the House can be | with which he may have to deal adminis- 
supported. |tratively. All will agree that for the 
The hon. Member for the St. Patrick | President of the Board of Trade, for 
Division of Dublin seemed to limit his | ¢@™ple, to be a director of a railway 
objection to what he called “publicly company would be most improper. 
regulated monopolies,” by which he, 
really meant, broadly speaking, railway! Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Or the 
companies. His view was that nomem- | Prime Minister ? 
berof a Government ought to bea director | 
of a railway company because railway Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not 
affairs often come before Parliament, and | know of any Prime Minister who was 
the position of such a Minister as a connected with a railway company. 
director might collide with his duties as| There may be such, but I should not 
a member of the Cabinet or of the Govern- | like to dogmatise. [‘‘Rosebery.”] Oh! 
ment. I am far from denying that the this introduces interesting and personal 
relation which this House bears to all elements upon which, fortunately, it is 
these great corporations presents some | unnecessary to dwell. 
difficulties, but the principle which the| 1 come now to the broad consideration 
hon. Gentleman lays down, if adopted at | which I think ought to influence the 
all, must be extended—and I believe he | House, even if the arguments I have 
was prepared to extend it —to all | already adducedareineffectual. An hon. 
Members of this House and of the House | Gentleman opposite said the members of 
of Lords. If you are going to lay down the present Government would have 
the proposition that no Minister is to| no reason to complain if they were for- 
give a vote in this House, or take any | bidden to hold directorships because they 
part in legislation or administration, | had had the fortune, good or evil— 
who is connected with one of the great | I really do not know which—to be in 
railway companies, it would be absurd | office for a large number of years, and, 
to stop at the Treasury Bench ; you must | during that period they had drawn 
go to the Front Opposition Bench and their official salaries as members of 
tothe general body of Members. Oneisin |the Government. Yes, a great many 
the habit of talking as though the only | of my colleagues have been in office 
persons of administrative responsibility | for a number of years; but, looking at 
in the country were the gentlemen | the constitution of this country, and to 
actually holding office at a given moment. | the forces which determine the fate of the 
We know that that is not the fact. Next | Government at any moment, can you 
in importance to the Ministry for the count, in the future,on long tenure 
time being comes the ex-Ministry, who | of office by any particular set of Ministers ? 
exert an enormous influence on the course Judging the future by the past, how 
of legislation, both in this House and in | can you say that this is likely to be the 
the other. But will anybody venture to | ordinary :ule. I remember the first 
say that Lord Rosebery, for instance, | Government I was in—the Government 
was to blame when the other day he | of 1885—which lasted, I think, about 
joined the Board of the Great Northern | eight months—I am not sure that it 
Railway Company ? Is he by that action | lasted quite so long. . The next Govern- 
to be precluded from giving his opinion, | ment, for anything I know, may have a 
either in the House of Lords or else- life as brief and interesting as the 
VOL. CXVIII. [Fourrs Series. |} Q 
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Government of 1885. The Minister who 
has to select his colleagues, if this rule 
be laid down,}will be absolutely obliged 
to say to this or that gentleman who 
may be eminently qualified to serve 
his country, “I ask you to take office 
under me. ! think you will be eminently 
suited to manage this or that par- 
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ticular Department.” The reply will | 


probably be, “How long is the 
Government going to last? Isit to 
be a matter of six months or six years?” 


wo epee 
who wil 
are doubtful ; the majority at my back 


is not large, and I can certuinly hold | 
out no prospect that this Government | 
will be anything more than a temporary | 


or passing arrangement.” The gentle- 
man will probably reply, “‘ How can you 
ask me to give up my business work, on 
which I largely depend, for a tenure of 
office which, by your own confession, 
may last no longer than three months.” 

I am not arguing that this rule affects 


the men who do take office, because | 


there are many who make great personal 
sacrifices in order to take up office. 
My point is that it is injurious to 
the country, and that it 


ew guard . Hon. Gentlemen opposite 
augh, butthere may bemoments whenevery 
Minister called upon to form a Cabinet 
may find some difficulty in selecting a col- 
league. I know there are always at least 
ten gentlemen qualified, in their own 
opinion, to fill the place. But whether that 
be so or not, no one will deny the general 
truth of my contention. It is not an 
easy matter to form a Cabinet. It is not 
at all an easy business, and every arti- 
ficial difficulty you put in the way is 
an injury not to the Party, not to the 
individual, not to the Minister, but it 
is an injury to the country; it is an 
injury which you ought not to inflict 
by laying down any hard and fast rule 
of this kind, which would be absolutely 
illogical and absurd unless you extend 
it from public companies to all kinds of 
business. I am aware that there is 
supposed to be something disgraceful 
in being the manager and director of 


a public company. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: No, no! 
Mr, A. J. Balfour. 


MONS} 


a Minister will be forthcoming | 
say,“"The signs of the times, 


limits | 
the choice of the Minister of the day. | 
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| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
_I am in the least misrepresenting the 
_ tone of the comments malo by the hon. 
| Gentleman who moved this Amendment. 
He talks of it being discreditable to a 
Minister to hold one directorship, 
| he says he is still more guilty if he 
holds more, and if he holds three or 
four directorships he becomes almost a 
criminal. I think such attacks, instead 
of being in the interests of commercial 
purity, have precisely the opposite 
effect. I believe that a man of unspotted 
honour who gives his labour to the 
direction of a public company does the 
very wisest thing he can do in the 
interests of this commercial country. 
No one has ever thought it worth while 
to ask me to become a director, and [ 
can assure them, especially after the 
criticism which has been so freely made 
this afternoon, that I should regard any 
such requests from an honourable com- 
pany as a very high compliment indeed. 

strongly object, in the public interest, to 
this notion that a person is doing some- 
thing he ought not to do, something 
which he ought to be ashamed of, 
if he accepts the responsibility of aiding 
one of those great corporations which 
carry on so much of the business on 
which the country itself so much 
depends. Such energies and such brains 
as Providence may have given to any 
persons in this country may well be 
used in this manner. I cannot withdraw 
from the position I have held heretofore 
on this question. I am certain everyone 
of my colleagues in the Cabinet who still 
hold directorships have carefully con- 
sidered whether they are such as to 
permit them to discharge with credit the 
duties of the office to which they have 
been called. Some of them have con- 
sulted me on this particular point, and I 
have always found them fastidious to 
the last degree in the decisions to which 
they have come. I have not pressed 
my views upon them; I have not asked 
them for Ma sharrsan and I do rot mean 
to ask them. I have absolute confid- 
ence in their honour and discretion, and 
I believe it is confidence in the honour 
and discretion of the public men who 
are called to office in this country, and 
not in any hard and fast illogical rule 
laid down by this House, that the credit 
and honour of public life in this country 


, for all time will depend. 
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*Mr HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) said 
that if the hon. Member divided the 
House on this Amendment he should 
certainly support him. He should do so 
without imputing to any member of the 
present Cabinet the desire to do any- 
thing dishonourable. He took his stand 
on what he regarded as a fundamental 
principle of right, which was that no 
man should ever be placed in a position 
in which there might be a_ conflict 
between his interests and his duty. The 
members of a Cabinet exercised quasi- 
judicial duties; they determined what 
measures’ they should introduce and 
what Bills they would support which 
were introduced by others. One of the 
fundamental principles of law, ethics, 
and morality was that no man should 
have an interest in any case in which he 
had to exercise judicial functions. That 
was the foundation of his objection. The 
objection to Ministers being directors 
had been put by speakers on both sides 
of the House upon two grounds. In the 
first place it was said that being a 
director took away some portion of the 


time which otherwise would be devoted | 


to the public service. There was a great 
dealin that objection, but if that were 
the only one he thought possibly 
that it might be got over, although 
it appeared rather inconsistent that 
Members of the Civil Service should be 
precluded from holding directorships in 
public companies. He rested his objection 
on the higher ground that Ministers 
who were directors of great public com- 
panies should not hold those director- 
ships while they were members of the 
Cabinet. Occasions must arise in the 
course of their deliberations in the 
Cabinet when the interests of those par- 
ticular companies would be more or less 
involved. It was impossible to disabuse 
the public mind of the belief that the 
fact of Cabinet Ministers being members 
of public companies would operate upon 
the policy which they would advocate in 
this House. That was a most alarming 
state of things, and would tend greatly 
to shake public confidence in the integ- 
rity and the honour of the House of 
(Commons. 

The First Lord of the Treasury 
had endeavoured, by a_ sort. of 
reductio ad absurdum, to get rid of the | 
argument in favour of this Motion, and 


{20 Frpruary *903} 
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he said that if they pushed this argu- 
ment to its extreme conclusion, no great 
landowner ought to be a member of the 
Cabinet. Could anything be more re- 
mote from the question they were now 
considering than such a suggestion ? 
Did they expect that officers in the Civil 
Service should have no property? Was 
there going to be a rule to say that no 
man should enter the Civil Service unless 
he disposed of all his private property ? 
How could that be compared with the 
fact of Cabinet Ministers being directors ? 
A Cabinet Minister who was a d rector 
must either betray his trust to his com- 
pany or to his country by letting the 
interests of the private body of which he 
was a member prevai! over his duty as 
a Cabinet Minister. 


He therefore dismissed that argument 
as almost puerile and absurd. The sug- 
gestion that his hon. and learned friend 
the Member for South Donegal made a 
personal attack on the Duke of Devon- 
shire was also unworthy of the First 
Lord of the Treasury. Surely the House 
of Commons was not to be overshadowed 
and overpowered by any name, however 
great. Surely the maxim of the law, 
that “the King can do no wrong,” was 
not to be extended to read “the Duke of 
Devonshire can do no wrong.” Why 
was that introduced unless it was to throw 
dust in the eyes of some hon. Gentlemen 
opposite and create a prejudice at the 
outset against the principle of this Amend- 
ment ? They were not here dealing with 
any particular individuals. They were 
dealing with a broad fact, and that fact 
was recognised in almost every depart- 
ment of the State. Any man who knew 
anything of the law knew that judges 
who were shareholders in a company 
could not sit and hear any case in which 
that company was interested, no matter 
how remote the interest was. The 
principle was recognised that there should 
be no conflict between the interest of the 
individual and the duty of a judge in the 
administration of justice. How did that 
differ in principle from the case involved 
here? If a director in one of those great 
gain-making companies, such as the 
Peninsular and Oriental Company, went 
into the Cabirflet and a question was 
raised, the decision of which might 
materially affect the interests for good or 
bad of that company, how could they 
expect the public, however undeservedly, 
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not to come to the conclusion that that ; Member who was a shareholder should 
man had not an unbiassed judgment in | hesitate to record his vote. A director 
determining the question. It was obvious was a trustee for the whole body of those- 
to any fair-minded man that there was a| who had elected him to that position. 
fundamental principle at stake which was | Take the case of the London and Globe 
violated by the evil against which this | Finance Corporation. If any of the right 
Amendment was levelled. ‘hon. Gentlemen who were now members 
It was said that it would be a very hard | of the Cabinet, deservedly respected as 
thing when choosing a Cabinet to ask any | they were, had been directors of that 
hon. or right hon. Gentleman who hap- | company, would the fact not have involved 
pened to hold a directorship to give up that | more or less a reflection, not only on the 
directorship. He could not see the hard- | directors themselves but on their col- 
ship of that. Cabinet Ministers were | leagues? He trusted that hon. Members 
well paid for their services, and to make would by their votes show that in their 
use of a homely phrase, “There are as | opinion the important declaration con- 
good fish in the sea as ever were caught.” | tained in the Amendment should be the 
If an efficient candidate for the Cabinet guide in the formation of every Cabinet. 
could not accept the office because of his | This Amendment was not a Vote of Want 
holding a directorship in some great of Confidence in the Government of the 
public company, there would be plenty | day, but it gave hon. Members the oppor- 
of others equally good to fill the place. | tunity of honestly recording their opinion 
Therefore, there could be no suggestion as to whether the Cabinet should be 
that any public loss or inconvenience above suspicion, and whether there should 
would result from such a state of things, | be any violation of the principle that no 
The other suggestion of the right hon. | man should be in a position where there 
Gentleman would be that, if they ex-| was conflict between his duty and his 
tended this to its logical conclusion, no | interest. 
shareholder in a company ought to sit 
on the House of Commons. That, of | 
course, was quite a different thing. Some | 


people thought that if a Bill was brought | a 
forward seriously affecting the interests, The House divided :—Ayes,109 ; Noes, 


if a company, an ordinary unofficial 147. (Division List, No. 5.) 


Question put. 


AYES. 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.Z.) j Dillon, John 
Ambrose, Robert | Donelan, Captain A. 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) | Doo 










Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Right Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.: 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
















Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. ; 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M.Vaughan- (Cardign 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A.(Znverness-sh.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 


Mr. Hemphill. 












gan, P. C. 
| Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith 
Ffrench, Peter 
Field, William 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. FH. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Law, H. Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Levy, Maurice 








M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetii, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. JohnP. (Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, William (Cork) 
O’Connor, James ( Wieklow, IW. 
O’Dewd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly, James( Roscommon, N.- 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
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Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes ; 
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Rea, Russell 
Redmond,John E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid,SirR. Threshie( Dum/fries) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 








Allhusen, Aug. Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Man’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middr.} 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Campbell, Rt Hn J A (Glasg.) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (NV. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V C W (Derbysh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J A (Wore 
a age Edward 

ive, Captain P A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Right Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, Norii) 
Cox, Irwin Edwd. Bainbridge 
Cra‘g, Charles C. (Antrim, S.) 
Cranborne, Lord 


Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Davenport. William Bromley- 
Denny, Colonel 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Ed. 





Main Question again proposed. 
THE CONDITION OF THE NAVY. 


*Sir WILLIAM ALLAN 


moved, as an Amendment to the Address, 
at end, to add: “ And we humbly express 
‘our regret that no mention is made in 





Malcolm, Ian 

Maxwell, WJH.(Dumfriesshire 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmorton 
Mitchell, William 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Crossley, Sir Savile Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, David J( Walthamstow 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHn. A Graham( Bute 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Denald Ninian 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


(20 Fesruary 1903} 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHn.C. R. (Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan,E.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Warner, ‘‘homas Courtenay T. 
Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 


NOES. 


Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, Hn.G. R. CGrmsby-Salop 
Gore, Hn. S. F.Ormsby- (Zinc 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 

Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt Hn Ld.G.(Midx 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashfd 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Helder, Augustus 

Hogg, Lindsay a 

Hope, J. F. (Sheff., Btside) 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Midd., Tottham 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Knowles, Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monm’th) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W.(Hvesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lucas, Reg’ld J. (Portsmouth) 
Macdona, John Cumming 





Navy.” 
(Gateshead) | he had been 








of the Navy. 434 


Weir, James Gallowa: 

White, Luke (York, E. BR.) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. MacNeill and Mr. 
Schwann. 









Pretyman, Ernest George 
Parvis, Robert 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 
Ridley, Hon. M. W.( Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomsou 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rothschild,Hon. Lionel Walter 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Seely,Maj.J.E.B([s/e of Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H. (Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond,Rt. Hn. SirWilliamH. 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. ) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. ( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse,Rt Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


His Majesty’s Gracious Speech of the 
unsatisfactory condition of 
He said that during the recess 


is Majesty’s 


much struck with the great 


number of speeches that had been made 
in England and Scotland by Ministers, 
ex-Ministers, and Members of Parliament, 





* technicalities. 
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and in looking over these speeches he 
found that, with hardly an exception, | 
the importance of the Nery was dwelt | 
upon. What, however, had struck him | 
as very peculiar in all these references | 
was that there never was any allusion to 
an efficient Navy: it was all a question 
of the number of ships. The idea that | 
possessed the minds of those who expressed | 
their love for the Navy was apparently 
“Give us plenty of ships and our Empire | 
will be safe.” That might be so; but | 
these gentlemen, for all they said, would 
be satisfied with a flotilla of mud-punts. 
He had put his Amendment down 
on the Paper solely for the reason that 
he wished to show that the question 
of the Navy was not a matter of mere 
platform platitudes and oratorical dis- 
play. These would not secure an 
efficient Navy, although he admitted 
that some hon. Members wished to 
increase the Navy at the expense of the 
Army. What he wanted, by means of 
his Amendment, was to insist that the 
Navy was in an unsatisfactory condition. 
He started away with that. Now, he, 


for one, with all due allowance to the 
experts, so-called, held that our modern 
Navy was unsatisfactory, and he would 


endeavour to prove his position. What 
constituted a real modern warship, 
an efficient ship? He used the word 
“efficient,” because they were dealing | 
with efficiency. Further, he would ask, 
“ Have we got efficient warships?” An 
efficient warship ought to be of maximum 
offensive power, of maximum defensive | 
power, of maximum steaming power, with | 
safety, and of minimum dimensions with 
least exposure to an enemy. He would 
endeavour to show that we had not got. 
such vessels. He would put his indict- 
ment in as plain language as possible, 
divested entirely of all professional | 
What had we got as a 
safe battleship? He would take the 
“ Russell,” which was built on the Tyne. 
by Palmer, was supposed to be a perfect 
example of the efficiency of British Naval | 
Power, and was to be sent to the) 
Mediterranean to relieve the “Canopus.” | 

It must be borne in mind that in the 
old days of wooden fighting ships a great 
amount of value was given to what was | 
called the fighting tops. These tops were | 
large spaces on which shammatonabeans| 
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fashion, alongside each other, which gave 
our seamen an opportunity to board and 
capture the enemy. But the modern style 
of fighting was very different. The idea 
was still dominant with the Admiralty, 
and with our so-called experts, that the 
fighting would take place with the oppos- 
ing vessels alongside each other. But in 
future naval. battles the ships would be 
4,000, 5,000, or 6,000 yards apart. There 
would be no more “hammer and tongs” 
fighting, and no more boarding pikes. 
We would try to demolish the enemy’s 
ships with our big guns. Now what did 
we find on the “ Russell”? There was a 
foremast and a mainmast both with 
fighting tops each weighing forty-five or 
fifty tons. Now, and this was a question 
of efficiency, what was the use of fighting 
tops on a modern warship? Supposing 
that the “ Russell” was in action and that 
her foremast was struck by a 380 Ib. shell. 
Why the mast, weighing forty or fifty tons, 
would, if it fell forward, crush and disable 
the forward gun turret; if it fell astern 
it would smash every funnel on board ; 
and if it fell to the side it would destroy 
the bulwarks and broadside armaments. 
Suppose the mast had fallen on to the 
funnels, the men would all be asphyx- 
iated between decks. These appliances 
were not fit to stand the stern test of 
war. The ships would be destroyed 
before they could escape. The Navy 
was relying on things of the past which 
were now practically useless. 

He might be asked what he would pro- 
poseinstead. He would make anefficient 
warship with the least possible number 
of things on deck that could be carried 
away. Instead of thirty-five, forty or 
fifty ton masts, he would put up a light 
pole for signalling and showing lights, 
and if that were carried away the blue- 
jackets would be able to throw it over- 
board. With reference to funnels, he 
would go back to the old plan of tele- 
scopic funnels. Take one of the four- 
funnelled frauds, the modern cruisers, 
and put her into action. Where would 
she be if her funnels were knocked down ? 
He would have no top hamper on the 
vessels, and only the least possible 
number of objects that could be hit. He 
had shown the House, he thuught very 
plainly, and at least practically, that the 


stood for the purpose of shooting down | Navy had not efficient ships in that 
on the enemy's vessels. In those days respect. This was a question of design. 
vessels were fought “ hammer and tongs ” He wanted to show that the designs were. 
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bad, and that an efficient warship could {| Admiralty, who imagined themselves the 
not be built from them. The top hamper | immaculate conceptorsof new contrivances. 
and gear which was now fitted on deck | He could not understand the weakness, 
was a very dangerous adjunct to a war-| but he knew that the Admiralty were 


ship. 
He would now refer to the guns. 


‘Two and a half or three years ago he | 


brought to the attention of the House 
the undergunning of ships in the Navy, 
and he referred at that time to the great 
displacement of Navy vessels. If the 
least attention had been given to what 
such vessels should be, as offensive 
machines, they would never have been 
gunned as they were. He admitted that 
the Admiralty were now paying attention 
to the matter. Two great cruisers, the 
“Powerful” and the “ Terrible’ were 
built eight years ago in reply to the 
construction of two Russian cruisers. 
The “ Powerful” and the “ Terrible ” cost 
over a million of money each, and it was 
only now that more guns were bein 
put into them. Why was not that done 
at the beginning? Where were the 
experts, and where was the efficiency ? 
Several of the ships in the Navy were 
undergunned, and there was no getting 
away from that fact. Take the “County ” 
class, which were being built at present. 
What was their discharge ? He thought 
only 1,400 lbs. Why was that? He for 
one could not see the reason for it; 
neither could he see the efficiency of it ; 
but he could see the weakness of it. He 
had taken a special interest in the 
“ Terrible’ and the ‘‘ Powerful,” which 
the then Chief Constructor of the Navy 
had fitted with French contrivances 
instead of boilers. He himself warned 
the Chief Constructor of the danger that 
was looming ahead as the result of what 
he was doing, of the rock he was going 
to strike upon, andthe ruin to which he 
was about to bring the British Navy. 
So much was he interested in the matter 
that he wrote to the Chief Constructor 
and told him that he did not wish to see 
one leaf taken from his laurels, but for 
Heaven’s sake to be careful what he was 
doing. 

The House of Commons was nothing if 
not a business assembly. Hon. Members 
were not theorists. ey should be all 
practical Britons, and look at things from 
a practical point of view, and they 
should not be upset by theoretical notions. 
Boilering was the weak point in the 


&|Scott’s marker. 





afraid to own up to their own short- 
comings. The “ Powerful” was sent to 
China, and he was not exaggerating one 
iota when he said that the vessel con- 
sumed all the spare coal at Colombo and 
Singapore on the way out. He knew the 
quantity of coal she burned, and it was 
startling. She was now home again, and 
what had taken place? Why, nothing. 
She was lying down at Portsmouth, and 
let the Admiralty now try and steam her 
the twenty-three knots for which she was 
designed. Although she was not yet two 
years old, they could not do it. She was 
simply scrap. Then take the case of the 
“ Terrible.” Much had been heard about 
the men of the “Terrible,” who were 
terrible in name and in nature, and about 
their grand shooting with Captain Percy 
ut what did the 
“Terrible” steam? She steamed from 
Wei-hai-wei to Hong Kong in nine 
months ; and during the whole time that 
she was out in China he did not believe 
that she did six months fair steaming. 
Where was she now? She was lying 
at Portsmouth, and let the Admiralty try 
and take twenty-two knots out of her 
if they could. 


He wanted to know how the money 
was being spent, and to direct attention to 
the extravagance, the squandering, and 
the inefficiency which characterised the 
Department which was supposed to give 
the nation a proper Navy. He challenged 
contradiction of what he had said. Hon. 
Members were elected to look after the 
interests of the Empire, and were they to 
sit dumb when Estimates for £33,000,000 
sterling were brought before them, and 
never ask a question as to how thé 
money was to be spent? No Member of 
Parliament had a right to represent a 
constituency unless he went to the 
bottom of the expenditure of the country 
That was his position, and that was the 

ition he had taken up ever since he 
had the honour of being a Member of 
the House. But he could not get at the 
bottom of the cost, or of the extrava- 
gance and ramifications which were at 
work. The result was— and he was 
sorry to say it—inefficiency, and ships 
that could not be depended upon. He 
would not make a single statement that 





439 The Condition 


could not be substantiated up to the 
hilt. He had oftentimes been accused 
of exaggeration and of painting the 
jicture incorrectly ; but every word he 

uttered had been proved up to the 
hilt. He had shown that the ships on 
which they were depending were ineffi- 
cient, and that they were badly designed 
to meet the stress and strain of real war. 
They appeared very well on paper; | 
nothing was more beautiful than a war- | 
ship on paper; but it was war they | 
would have to face; if they were | 
not fit for that, then he held they | 
were inefficient; they would come to) 





grief the moment their top hampers | 
were blown down. No number of 
letters in The Times, or apologies from | 
the late Chief Constructor could get | 
over the facts, which could not be dis- 
puted. 

He now wished to refer to what he 
would call the financial aspect of the | 
unsatisfactory condition of the Navy. | 
As he had said, it was the duty of every | 
Member to get to the bottom of the) 
expenditure of the country if he could. 
What did they find with regard to the | 
Navy? He would show the House | 
conclusively how the money was being | 
spent. Unfortunately hon. Members | 
were kept in the dark, and it was only | 
by adopting certain methods that he | 
got to know what was happening. He | 
would show the House what the | 


country had to pay for inefficient ships. | 
It was well known that the body politic | 
of the Admiralty was nothing else than 


an experimenting body. He would 
show that the work which was being 
carried on by the Admiralty could have 
been carried on for a mere song if the 
experts knew their business, An ex- 
pert, after all, was a man who ought 
to know his business; and an expert 
at the Admiralty who did not know his 
business cost the country millions. It 
was well known that the Admiralty 
decided to fit a German boiler into the 
“Medusa” and a Yarrow boiler into 
the ‘Medea. The Scotch boilers 
in those two ships were perfectly good, 
but the ships were sent down to the 
Tyne, to Palmer's, who were given a 
free hand to cut up the decksand take 
out the so-called old boilers—which were 
quite as fit as a German boiler which 
the Admiralty knew nothing about—and 
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knew only a little. No specification 
was given, and the job was carried out 
on what was known as “time and 
lime.’”” Why did the Admiralty take out 
first-class boilers and put in boilers of 
which they knew little or nothing } 
£50,000 would be spent on each of the 


ships before the job was finished. Why 
|could not the Admiralty experts—the 


word “experts” grated on him—buy 
two collier steamers for £4,000 each ? 
He imagined that many hon. Members 
would be glad to sell two of their ships 
at that figure. The old boilers could be 


_ taken out and the new ones put in; the 
\ships could be run up and down the 
|coast carrying coal for the Admiralty 


and earning their own money ; and the 


| horse-power, the quantity of coal burned, 


and the defects could be ascertained. 


That was one way in which money was 


being spent without a word being said. 
Take another case. The “ Diadem,” a 
brand new ship, was sent down to 
Glasgow to Fairfield’s, and was handed 
over without one scintilla of a specifica- 
tion as to the work to be done. The 
Government were to pay for the labour 
and the material, 20 per cent. for 
charges, and 10 per cent. for profit. He 
would take on the entire Fleet for that, 
and make his fortune mighty quickly 
out of it. But would any business man 
call that business? At present there 
was a ship on the Tyne, and one of the 
officials told him that the contractors 
would keep her as long as they liked, 
as they had no specification and there 
was no check. Hundreds of thousands 
of pounds were being spent in that way, 
and there was nothing to show for it 
but an inefficient Navy. 


He would be prepared to vote money 
without demur. No one could say that 
he had ever raised his voice against ex- 
penditure on the Navy ; but he had raised 
his voice against building inefficient ships 
and deluding the country. He would 
give the House a list of the inefficient 
ships. When the “Canopus,” a first- 
class battleship, was sent abroad there were 
the usual newspaper platitudes, coming 
from the Admiralty, of course, as to what 
a magnificent vessel she was. All the 
vocabulary of Mesopotamia was used 
Now the “Canopus” was home again, 
and although she was only three years 
old she was practically done. Where 
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was the “ Montagu”? She was lying in | quently the ships were being sent to 
harbour now and could not steam. And | Barrow, the Clyde, and the Tyne. He 
why? Simply because the water tube | challenged the Admiralty to disprove 
boilers put into her would not hold peas, | these ‘facts; he challenged them to show 
let alone water. The Secretary to the | there was a single ship they could keep 
Admiralty at one time was a capital on full-speed power continuously without 
critic, but he was muzzled now. He | coming to grief. He was sorry to have 
could not, however, get away from the | to say these things. Nothing would give 
fact that there was a great squandering him greater pleasure than to be able to 
of the public money going on, and that | declare that our Fleet was incomparable 
we were only getting inefficiency in return. | and invincible. But when he looked at 
He would a a list of vessels which were | these vessels—which had cost the nation 
practically of no use to us at the present | millions of money—lyingin ourdockyards, 
moment. They included the “ Montagu,” | doing no work, he was driven sorrowfully 
the “Canopus,” the “ Crecy,” the “ Glory,” | to the conclusion that the public money 
the “Terrible,” the “Niobe,” the “ Dia-| was being spent uselessly and wastefully. 
dem,” the “ Furious,” the “ Europa,” the Take the case of the submarines. What 
“Hermes,” the “ Pactolus,” and the | were we getting in regard to them for our 
“Hyacinth.” These were only a few of | money? We were obtaining these vessels 
the vessels which were laid up, and he | from America, andat the same time we were 
wanted to direct the attention of the | going to France and Germany for our 
House to the fact that all of them) boilers. We had better have the engine- 
were new ships. They had cost the | Tooms staffed with Frenchmen, for ap- 
country from £1,000,000 downwards. | parently we could not do without French- 
They were vessels on which we and the | men in our Navy. But to return to the 
country were told we could depend for | submarines. He told them long ago that 
the defence of the Empire. Was that | they would not do, that he feared they 
the case? It was not. They were | would soon hear of more explosions with 
cripples. Where was their boasted effi | fatal results, and that they would have 


ciency 4 


Parliament voted £32,000,000 or) 
£33,000,000 annually for building and | 
keeping up ships which were of no use. | 
How long were they going to continue | 


that? He could not understand why it 


was they were all so dumb and silent in | 
the face of such a grave position. Mem-. 


bers of Parliament in their speeches of 


further instances of money being wasted. 
One objection to them was that gaso- 
line engines were used in them. The 
fumes from these were very deleterious, 
One never knew what was going to 
happen, and he would not be the least 
surprised at any moment to hear of the 
bursting up of some of these vessels. 
| Had the Admiralty had the interests of 


late had had a good deal to say about the the country at heart, had they been the 
Navy, which they had described as our true patriots they represented themselves 
first line of defence, and on the mainten- | to be, they would have offered a prize of 
ance of which they had advocated the | £5,000 or £10,000 for the best submarine 
spending of more money, even going so boat of British design, instead of buying 
far as to suggest that less should be | them from America and France. Why 
devoted to the Army. They had adopted | did they not experiment with them be- 
that line because they had said that upon | fore they purchased them? They ob- 
the Navy we must depend for the security | tained a number of submarine boats from 
of our food supply in time of war. That | the States without knowing their value 
was all very well theoretically, but what | and without giving them a fair trial. 
were the practical facts? Our ships could | Was it business for a Department which 
not steam, and why? No man could | had the administration of public money 
fight a battle, or run a race, or do any | to go’ and buy vessels costing £30,000 
work if his heart was bad. What was | or £40,000 a pieve without first trying 
the condition of the British Fleet? The| them? He ventured to say it was gross 


boilers are the heart of a ship. The | 


heart of every one of the ships was bad. 
They could not trust them. ‘Their dock- 
yards were piled up with vessels awaiting 


repair. The Government establishments | 
could not overtake the work, and conse- | 


extravagance. There had been a gross 
squandering of the public money, and it 
was the duty of the House to look into 
the matter. 

By pursuing such a 


licy they 
were tending to ruin the Empire, 
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not to save it. Their ships were bad— | reasons already mentioned there were 
the House knew it, and the Admiralty | the following, which called for serious 
knew it. The designs were bad, and the | consideration—the increased strength of 
vessels wereunder-gunned. Hehadwarned foreign navies, the importance of our 
them often, but he had been speaking | food supply, the acquisition by America 
as unto milestones and not to men. He | of our fastest steamers, and the publicity 
had warned them that with such cripples | which had been given to the failure and 
for vessels they might expect at any | defects of our brand new crui-er the 


time to hear of disasters involving the 
loss of many lives. They had no fleet 
on which they could depend. He had 
attempted to prove, and he challenged 
disproof, that they were squandering the 
nation’s money and getting no equivalent 
for it. They were designing ships which 
would be of no use in war time, and the 
were putting in them Babcock and Wil- 
cox boilers which were tried in the 
merchant navy years ago and were 
found not to be a success. At one 
time the. Admiralty was “ Bellevilled,” 
now it was being “ Rosenthaled.” He 
knew all the moves. It was the duty of 
Parliament to look to the safety of the 
Empire, but they are not performing 
that duty. He thought he had proved 
incontestably that the money voted by 
the House for these vessels was not 
spent wisely or well, and that in time it 
would be found to be detrimental to the 


best interests of the Empire. He begged 
to move the Amendment standing in 
his name. 


*Mr. RENWICK (Newcastle-on-Tyne) 


seconded the motion. He said he repre- 
sented a constituency which, like that 


of the hon. Member who had just spoken, | 
took a great interest in naval matters, | 


although on political topics their views 
differed. He was not an expert. He 
desired, however, to give expression to 
the views of his constituents, views 
which were, in fact, those of the man in 
the street, with regard to this important 
matter. What were the reasons generally 


advanced for the statement that the | 


Navy was in an unsatisfactory condition ? 
The first was that so many of our ships 
were fitted with water-tube boilers, the 
second was scarcity of men to man the 
Navy, and the third was the large 


_“ Good Hope,” which had recently taken 
| the Colonial Secretary to South Africa. 
| Speaking not as an expert on naval 
matters, but as a merchant shipowner who 
had for many years taken some interest 
in the improvement of boilers, he was 


absolutely surprised that the Admiralty 


Y had caused our Navy to be used to so 


large an extent for experiments in 
connection with water-tube boilers. 
He had made enquiries in regard to these 
boilers in all directions from experienced 
men, and he was told that the main 
advantage to be gained was that they 
got up steam quickly. He was also told 
that they did not weigh so heavy as the 
Scotch boilers. These were all-important 
advantages, , but what were the disadvan- 
tages? The first was that they are apt to 
break down at a most critical time, and, 
secondly, that the repairs and renewals 
of these boilers were most expensive. 
Concurrently with the outlay of a large 
amount on repairs, the ships had to lie 
idle for a considerable time. They also 
found that the stokers had lost confidence 
in the boilers. That, in itself, would be 
a most serious matter in time of war. 


They further found that there was a 
very heavy coal consumption. What was 
the use of having a boiler lighter than the 
Scotch boiler if they were going to 
counteract that advantage by carrying a 
larger supply of coal ? For thirty years 
he had been told that the water-tube 
boiler was the boiler of the future. It 
appeared to him that it was still the boiler 
of the future. Thirty-five years ago 
| water-tube boilers were fitted to vessels ~ 
'on the Tyne, but they had to take them 
out. They were no doubt excellent 
‘boilers in some respects, and he knew 
of one which had since been used most 
successfully for driving machinery on 


j 


number of ships that were at all times | land, although while it was in a vessel 
unfit to go tosea. Why was it that at | at sea it was found to be’ absolutely , 
a time when there was such uneasiness | inefficient. He found from a Return 
expressed in regard to our food supplies | moved by the noble Lord the Member 
in time of war there was such a general for Woolwich that the highest outlay 
lack of confidence in the Navy? Hein respect of Scotch boilers in ships 
ventured to say that in addition to the | named in the Report was about £8,250. 


Sir William Allan. 
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But what was the case with the water- | 
| that there were not sufficient men to man 


| them. What was the use of continually 


tube boiler? The “Hermes” was only 
commissioned in 1899, and no less than 
£40,863 had been spent on her boilers, 
including £32,400 for new boilers. 
he could mention a ship in which he was 


interested that had on board a boiler of | 
British born sailors, 23,884 foreign born 


150-lbs. pressure, which was built in 
1882, and on which not 500 shillings 
had since been spent. The “Europa” 


had since amounted to £26,935. In the 
case of the “ Powerful,” which was com- 
missioned in 1897 the expenditure was re- 
turned at £20,675. What had the mer- 


cantile marine shipowners been doing for | 


the last thirty or forty years? They had 
been endeavouring to get a boiler which 
would last for a large number of years 
and decrease the coal consumption. That 
boiler was found in the Scotch boiler. 
There was no better or more efficient 
boiler. 


Our Navy had been made the ground 
for a gigantic series of experiments 
with these water-tube boilers. 
not blame the Admiralty for experi- 
menting with new inventions. It was 


not to be exposed to the danger of having 
many of its finest ships fitted with boilers 
which were practically unknown and in 
which there was no confidence. He 
desired to press upon the Admiralty the 
fact that these boilers were likely to 
break down in critical times, such as when 
‘a vessel was called upon to pursue an 
enemy, or to retreat from one who was 
too strong. Even if they had to sacrifice 
some small advantages, they wanted a 
boiler in which they had contidence. He 
would like to ask the Admiralty whether 
they proposed to fit water-tube boilers to 
the two new fast Cunarders which were to 
go longer voyages and be able to overtake 
and destroy the very fastest merchant 
cruisers of other nations. 
what was to be expected of them, they 


ought not to put in boilers in which | 


they had no confidence. 


He was amazed at the number | 
of comparatively modern ships he saw 
in the dock- | 
Some of them had been only | 
making a few observations on the Motion 
| submitted to the House by his hon. friend 


lying absolutely idle 
yards, 
short voyages and others had practically 
never been commissioned. He was told 
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Yet | 


104,000, and 


He did ; 


In view of. 
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and then, in a sori of confidential way,. 


building new ships if there were no means 
of manning them? Ina Blue-book issued 
last session he found that in 1891 we 
had in the mercantile marine 127,567 


sailors and 21,322 Lascars, but on 
31st March, 1901, we only had 120,412 


was commissioned in July 1899. The British-born seamen, whilst the number 


expenditure on her water-tube boilers | 


of foreigners had risen to 32,614, and the 
Lascars numbered 33,610. While, there- 
fore, there was a very small increase in 


the total number, it was entirely among 


the Lascars and foreigners, and the 
British numbers had decreased by 7,150. 
Bearing those figures in mind, and re- 
membering that whilst in 1891--2 we 
only required 61,000 sailors and marines 
for the Navy, in 1901-2 we required 
in 1902-3 the number 
had risen to 120,000, he would ask 
the Admiralty to tell them whether 
they were increasing their reserves 
in a similar ratio to the increase in 
the number of men required, year after 
year, in the Navy. This was a most 
serious matter, because, in time of war, 


their duty to do so, but the Empire ought | the first thing the Admiralty would 


need would be to take men from the 
mercantile marine to reinforce the Navy. 
If that were done, what was to become of 
our food supplies in time of war? He 
sincerely trusted that one of the results of 
the debate would be that the naval author- 
ities would cease to allow our ships to be 
used wholesale for experimental matters. 
If they had made mistakes, let them have 
the courage to retrieve them, and take 
care to regain the confidence of the 
people in the Navy. 


Amendment proposed, at the end of 


| the Question, to add the words— 


“And we humbly express our regret 
that no mention is made in His Majesty’s 
Gracious Speech of the unsatisfactory condition 
of His Majesty's Navy.” —(Sir William 
Allan.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there added.” 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth) said he rose for the purpose of 


that in the first place something was the opposite. He hardly thought the hon. 
matter with the machinery or boilers, | Gentleman behind him, who had seconded 
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the Motion, could have very carefully | tion of the Belleville boiler to the whole 
read the Resolution, because he had | of our ships under construction. But 
practically seconded a Motion expressing | that was a matter long past; and the 


a-wish that there should be in the King’s 
Speech the words, “My Lords and | 
Gentlemen, the condition of my Navy | 
is unsatisfactory.” He deprecated rais- | 
ing a discussion upon this great question | 
in this form. They were close to the 
time when they would have an ex-| 
planatory statement as to the condition | 
of the Navy from the authorised repre- | 
sentatives of the Admiralty, when they 
could discuss it. He deprecated raising | 
a debate upon the matter in this way, 
because, in his opinion, it was neither in 
the interests of the public service nor of 
the Navv itself. 


*Tue SECRETARY To tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForsTER, Belfast, 


last speaker that it would be convenient 
to discuss this question more thoroughly 


than could be done now after he had had | 


an opportunity of explaining the policy of 
the Admiralty in greater detail to the 


House, but it was due to the House, | 


when once the subject was raised, for 
the Minister responsible to the House to 
make some sort of reply. He had listened, 
as he always did, with great interest to 
the hon. Member who brought forward 
the Motion, but he was disappointed 
that the hon. Gentleman should have 
thought it necessary to take an exagger- 
ated view of the incapacity of the 
Admiralty. The House would welcome | 
bond fide criticism of any Department of | 
the State, and especially of the 
Admiralty, but he did not think that 
criticism 
carried to the extreme of some of the 


expressions used by the hon. Member. | 


The great questions of armament and 
machinery were not dealt with under the 
authority of Government officers in the 


light spirit suggested ; and he pointed out | 
that it had been his own happy fortune, | 


during the two years he had been in 
office, to see a large number of changes 


which the hon. Member and others had | 
advocated carried into practical effect. | 


| been discarded 


| adopted had not been followed ? 


became more valuable when | 


Committee had reported to the effect that 
the Belleville boiler, though very good in 
some respects, was the least suitable water- 
tube boiler for the Navy. His hon. friend 
would give the Admiralty credit for the 
fact that from that time the Belleville 
boiler was discontinued, and it had 
for His Majesty's 


, ships. The hon. Member had been an 


advocate of the cylindrical boiler. For 
the first time for many years, the Ad- 


_miralty were trying the newest and latest 


type of cylindrical boiler in our ships, 
and they were building ship after ship in 
which the latest pattern of cylindrical 
boiler was being inserted. The hon. 
Member had often alleged that. They had 


. . | been comparing the cylindrical boilers in 
W.) said he shared the views of the | our ships put in ten years ago with the 


latest pattern of water-tube boiler, but 


they were also giving a trial to the new 
type of cylindrical boiler. Though he 
did not dissent from the finding of the 
Boiler Committee, he thought that 
the opinion expressed by them was far 
from being generally adopted. He could 
not assent to the hon. Member’s criticism 
when he spoke of the inefficiency of the 
Navy—that was a phrase he could not 
consent to allow to go unchallenged. 
Was there any country in the world 
where the practice this country had 
If they 
had to go to war, they would find foreign 
ships with precisely the same type of boiler. 


*Sir WILLIAM ALLAN: That is no 
argument at all. If your opponent has a 
wooden leg are you to put on one also! 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : I think 


the argument is a very strong one. 


It is no 


*Sir WILLIAM ALLAN: 
argument at all. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said he 
thought that the argument was a very 
strong one whenit wasfound that the navies 
of alt other countries were combining 


He was not there to defend the Belle- in the interest of efficiency to introduce 
ville boiler. He was exonerated from | and use certain appliances adopted by 
that task by the report of the Boiler| this country. The hon. Member had 
Committee. He had never been able | spoken of the Babcock and Wilcox boiler. 
to see the wisdom of the great experi- | e had heard him before now draw 
ment which was made in the introduc- | comparisons not altogether favourable to 


Sir John Colomb. 
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this country in favour of the United | “Powerful” and “Terrible,” which had all 
States of America, but the Babcock and | their guns protected. The hon. 
Wilcox boiler had been selected by the | Member said that the Admiralty were 
United States og for half their) entirely forgetting the question of 
battleships and the Niclausse boiler was | gunnery in our ships. He himself had 
also used; so that the hon. Member | shared the opinion of the hon. Member 
was not correct when he supposed | that some of our ships had not the gun 
that we are alone in trying this unknown | power that they ought to have. But 
boiler. | that was years ago. Class after class of 
'those ships had been strengthened 
*Sir WILLIAM ALLAN: The Babcock because other ships had been built to 
and Wilcox boiler, the right hon. Gentle- | compete with them. The “ Terrible” and 
man must remember, is an American | the “Powerful,” the “Centurion,” and the 
boiler and not an English boiler. |“ Barfleur,” and all the ships in the 
|“ Eclipse ” class had had their armament 
Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said that he | strengthened ; and the new ships like 
was unable to see the relevancy of that the “New Zealand” and the ‘“‘ Duke of 
observation. As to the designs of our | Edinburgh ’—which really ought to be 
ships, we had the advantage of having | chosen for comparison with the new 
two designers unparalleled intheir career, | foreign ships—possessed a protection and 
and it was very remarkable that their gun power which were unparalleled in 
design should have been condemned. | any Navy ofthe world. The way in which 
'the hon. Member had spoken of sub- 
*Sir WILLIAM ALLAN: I have not | marines was an example of the extra- 
seen the designs. ordinary rashness and recklessness of his 
assertions. He said that the Admiralty 
*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Then the | ought to have experimented with some 
hon. Member should not condemn them. | of these vessels before committing them- 
| selves, and ought to have introduced 
*Sir WILLIAM ALLAN: condemned | British talent into their construction. 
the ships. | That was precisely what the Admiralty 
‘had done. They bought five of what 
*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: In what was at the time the one successful type, 
respect had these designs been con- | which was available so that trials might 
demned? Mention had been made of be made in more than one place and 
the ‘“‘ Russell.” He had been in many at more than one time. The vessels 
foreign battleships and in all our) were experimented with and examined 
own, and there was not a single battle-|/from every point of view by ex- 
ship in any foreign Navy which was|ceedingly competent naval officers 
so lightly masted, or which had such|and engineers. The value of their 
little top-hamper, or was so little suggestions was utilised to the full, 
encumbered as the “ Russell.” If errors and as a result it had been pos- 
so gross and palpable had been made by sible in this brief space of time 
our designers, it was remarkable that to produce a vessel, substantially of 
the errors should be copied in an British design and wholly of British 
exaggerated form by foreign designers. | manufacture, which was believed to be 
The hon. Member quoted the “ Powerful” }-a great improvement on the original 
and‘ Terrible” as two vessels that showed | boat. 
beyond contradiction the failure of the | 
Admiralty designs in comparison with | Then the hon. Member fell foul of 


those of the “Rossia” and the “ Rurik.” | the Admiralty for the system of re- 
He would take the opinion of any naval 


officer as to which of those two types 


of ships he would rather be on board of 


inan action. He had been in both ; and | 
he could only say Heaven help the men | 
in those vessels with unprotected guns 


in an action with vessels like the 


pairs which they had adopted. He 


| appealed to any large shipowner to say 
whether this system was not the most 
| profitable, and whether it was not found 
that the contractors, instead of swindling 
those who entrusted work to them, saw 
‘it to be to their own interest to do the 
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work as quickly, cheaply, and efficiently | reported, and its recommendations had 
as they could. Tosay that the Admiralty not been left out of sight ; and he should 
knew nothing about what was going on | soon be able to give the effect of the 
in the repairing yards was one of the ex- Admiralty’s proposals with regard to any 
traordinary exaggerations into which the | shortage in the personnel of the Navy. 
hon. Member allowed himself to fall. , He must protest emphatically against the 
The Admiralty had inspectors in all acceptance of such an Amendment, and 
these yards, though personally he did | the suggestion that the Navy was at the 
not place his chief reliance on the present time inefficient. He absolutely 
minuteness of theirinspection. He relied | denied that suggestion. The Navy was 


much more on the fact that the Admir- 
alty was dealing with great companies 
who knew that the continuance of the 


Government’s custom, and the renewal | 


of orders, must depend upon the success 
with which their contracts were carried 
out. He would ask the House to wait 
until the Admiralty had carried their 
experiments further ; and when the first- 
fruits of those experiments-had been 


gathered he believed it would be possible | 


to show that the experience of all the 
great mercantile companies was not con- 
tradicted by that of the Admiralty. 

The hon. Member for Newcastle had 
fallen into a fallacy, which vitiated his 
argument, of comparing the needs of the 
mercantile marine with those of 
the Navy. Any conclusion based 
on an analogy between men-of-war and 
mercantile vessels must be misleading. 
Probably the new Cunarders were not to 


be fitted with water-tube boilers, as the | 
hon. Member suggested. But the class | 


of work which they had to perform was 


totally dissimilar from that of a cruiser | 


doing the ordinary work of the Navy. 
Those ships were specifically designed to 
enable them to overtake the ships of a pre- 


cisely similar character with which they | 


might be confronted in time of war. As 


long as they performed that office, it was | 
all that could be expected of them. The 
case was not strengthened by saying that | 


their arrangements differed from those of 
a cruiser which had to carry on the 


ordinary work of a cruiser in time of: 
As to the question of manning, | 


making very rapid strides in the direction 
of improvement. The advance was 
palpable ; and the hon. Member for Gates- 
head, instead of indulging in jeremiads, 
gren some credit for the 
c 


/might have 
was being made. 


progress whi 


*Smr WILLIAM ALLAN asked leave 
to withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question again proposed :— 


THE HIGHLAND CROFTERS. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) said 
the subject of the Motion which he now 
| proposed to move he had brought before 
the House on many previous occasions, 
and he was now going to make another 
attempt to see if he could not soften the 
heart of the Government in connection 
with this matter, and persuade them to 
make another effort to put a stop to the 
enormous extensions which were being 
made to the deer forests in the high- 
lands and islands of Scotland. This 
was an old-standing grievance. Twenty 
| years ago there were agrarian grievances 
in the Highlands and islands of Scotland, 
/and the Government of that day estab- 
lished the Napier Commission, which 
reported that no one could contemplate 
the changing of good pasture land into 
| deer forests without regret. The Report 
of the Napier Commission was issued ° 
in 1883, but nothing had been done to 
prevent the extension of these deer 


peace. 
there was no difficulty about the manning | 


of the Navy such as the hon. Member | 
suggested. There were certain branches out, though happily Sir George Trevelyan, 
of the Navy in which the Admiralty in- | when at the Scotch Office, did succeed in 
tended to have a larger personnel; but | introducing a Bill, which he passed into 
the personnel as voted by Parliament was law, securing fixity of tenure to the 
actually over borne. He hoped in a few | crofters. He could not understand why 
days to lay before the House the pro-| the Government were so blind to the 
posals of the Government with regard to facts. It ought to be their policy to 
these lacune, which undoubtedly did | keep the pom ol al who were a fine, 
exist. Sir Edward Grey’s Committee had sturdy and martial race, in the Highlands. 
| 


Mr. Arnold Fosrter. 


forests. He submitted that the Govern- 
ment had neglected this matter through- 
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The rentals for deer forests amounted | shought that would be a very cumber- 
in 1870 to £73,000, in 1877 to £230,000, | tome process, especially as machinery al- 
and in 1886 to £363,000, while at present ready existed whereby the matter could 
they amounted to over £500,000. The | be properly dealt with. Hitherto the 
increase of the deer-forest area was |Crofters Commission had done its work 
condemned by all who had the interests | most satisfactorily, and he thought the 
and well-being of the Highland people | time had arrived when its powers might 
at heart, but of course the owners of be so extended that the Commission 
the deer forests did not want their | should be the body to decide what land 
high rentals disturbed. Between 1883 | should be set aside for the people. All 
and 1899, thirty-four new forests were that was necessary was that the Govern- 
_ereated, and the extensions between 1891 | ment should put that machinery into 


{20 Fepruary 1903} 


and 1898 amounted to 142,000 acres, while 
since that date the increase had been even 
more rapid. The House would doubtless 
be told that no evictions had taken place. 
That was true, but what about the 
evictions before the deer forests were 
made? Years ago the people were 
evicted from the land to make big sheep 
runs, and now, as the leases of the sheep 
farms ran out, the farms were’ being 
turned into deer forests. What was 
wanted was that the people should be 


put back on the land, and the sheep runs | 


used by the people for the benefit of the 
people. 


Some consideration should be given 
to the Reports of Royal Commis- 
sions. Where was the use of appoint- 
ing such bodies unless action were taken 
on their findings? For twenty years the 
recommendations of the Napier Com- 
mission had been before the country, but 
nothing had resulted. The Liberals 
would have taken action by which 
500,000 acres would now have been 
placed at the disposal of the people, but 
Sir George Trevelyan was opposed by 
the then Opposition on the ground that 
the Bill he introduced was not sufficiently 
generous. It had been suggested that 


landlords, when they desired to extend 
their deer forests, should come before 


Parliament with private Bills. 


He | 


working order. Before the Napier Com- 
mission reported, the usual plea of the 
|Government was that there was no land 
in the Highlands suitable for the people. 
The Deer Forest Commissioners, how- 
| ever, showed that there were now used 
for sport no less than 1,782,785 acres of 
land suitable for occupation by the 
people, of which 795,000 acres were suit- 
'able for new holdings, 440,000 acres for 
the extension of existing holdings, and 
548,000 acres for moderate-sized farms. 
The excuse now was lack of money. It 
| was a strange thing that the Government 
could find any amount of money to put 
‘the Boers back on their farms, and to do 
things in other lands. Why did they 
not set their house at home in order ? 
| That would be the more creditable course 
to pursue. For years the Government 
‘dangled before the eyes of the country 
\the promise of a scheme. At lust the 
Congested Districts Board was established, 
its chief function being that of migrating 
| crofters and cottars from the congested 
| areas to other parts. That Board was 
endowed with many powers, for the 
carrying out of which Parliament had 
voted altogether about £150,000. But 
of that sum only £18,000 had been spent 
on the purchase of land, and £21,000 in 
connection with small holdings and loans ; 
as the greater part of the latter sum 
would be repaid, it might be said that 








455 The Highland 


only £18,000 out of £150,000 had been 
spent on the main purpose for which the 
Board was created, viz., the migration of 
the people from the congested areas. On 
the Island of Lewis there were 30,000 
people. How they lived was a mystery. 
But not a single shilling had been expended 
in Ross-shire or Argyllshire on migration. 
A Report had been prepared on the social 
condition of the Island of Lewis. He 
would therefore not press that matter, 
but simply express the hope that the 
Government would speedily act on that 
Report. There would doubtless be legis- 
lation when the Liberal Party returned to 
power, but he wanted the present Govern- 
ment to get a share of the honour and 
glory. As they would not have the 
chance much longer, he urged them 
speedily to take up this Report and deal 
with it satisfactorily. 


The depopulation of the Highlands 
was avery serious matter indeed. A 
great deal was heard of “Imperial 
policy.” He was as Imperial as any 
“Tmperialist:” he desired to see 
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the Army and Navy. The land ought 
to be distributed amongst those who 
want touseit. Let the Highlanders have 
the land, and provide them with technical 
education. This would give the popula- 
tion a chance of staying in their native 
land instead of devastating the country 
in order that deer might thrive. They 
had now a difficulty in getting recruits 
for the Army amongst the Highlanders, 
because, when they came back from the 
battlefield, they found their homes burned 
down and their parents turned out of 
doors. That was not the way to 
increase recruits for the Army. He 
implored the Government to do some- 
thing to stay the extension of these deer 
forest areas, and they should give the 
authorities power to allocate land now 
used as deer forests for the people to 


‘live upon. Send the deer up on to the 


hills, and not down into the fertile 


valleys. 


*Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness) said 
he desired to second the Motion of his 





our great Empire maintained; but he | hon. friend. During the last few days 
wished the Government would make | they had been discussing the problem of 
some Imperial experiments nearer home ; the unemployed, but the discussion had 
our own people had the first claim to be been confined very much to the question 
looked after. The Highlanders were | of the unemployed in our great towns. 
becoming poorer every year; large But they had also got an unemployed 


numbers had to seek parochial relief ; and | question in Scotland, and they were 
the taxation increased. 


If only the people | 
were given access to the land, less of this | smemptoped hecngee they aout. net ge 
wretched poverty would exist, and a fine, | *" opportunity to work. There was 
hardy race would grow up in thousands, | Plenty of land to be had, and plenty of 
That was a sad and unhappy state of | men to till it, and yet the men could not 
things. The object of the House ought | be brought back to theland. There was 
to be to keep the people in the country, a demand for small holdings in the 
whereas they had been driven off the | Highlands, and yet they could not be 
land into the slums of the towns. The | obtained. The complaint in England 
Highlands was the very place where the | was that they could not get people to go 
people ought to be kept as a nursery for | into the country to take up small hold- 

Mr. Weir. 
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ings, but in the Highlands there were crofting counties as capable of being cultivated 
\ nduede of ple anxi d willi to profit, or otherwise advantageously occupied 
un § Of people anxious, and WHNNB, by crofters or small tenants, this House is of 
and able to take small hoidings, and they opinion that steps should be taken with a view 
could not get them. He did not entirely | © admit of the ready acquisition of such of 
| these lands as may be required for occupatfon 

condemn deer forests, because they by the people; and further, that the future 


were in many places a benefit, for some extension of deer forests be subject to a Board, 
. : _| such as the Crofters Commission, with power 
of the land was suitable for nothing elee ; to limit new deer forest areas to those lands 


but where deer forests made it difficult only which are not suitable for cultivation or 
to get small holdings, then he thought | occupation by crofter tenants.’ ”—(Mr. Weir.) 
their existence constituted a national Question proposed, “ That those words 
danger. The creation of sheep farms be there added.” 

swept away the tenants and drove them 


down to the sea shore. Some of those rp 4 GRAHAM MURRAY (The 
who turned their estates into sheep 7 o.q - Advocate, ‘ Buteshire): It has 
farms are sorry that they turned off the },., argued that the people of the 
tenants. Those sheep farms are now Highlands should be able to get a 
unlettable and, although deer forests jiving under proper economic conditions 
are fashionable and popular at present, 4» the land of the Highlands, and that is 
the time may come when they, too, what everyone would be glad to see 
will be unlettable; and there was @ attained. I confess that the hon. Member 
danger that in the future in some ,eems tome, in the course of his remarks, 
instances they might find the deer to have forgotten the precise terms of 
forests would be vast tracts of un- the Amendment he has moved, because 
inhabited land which could not be jt is really one which is strictly limited 
used either for holdings or deer forests. | to the extension of deer forests, and that 
It was a great pity that the Highland alone. The hon. Member argues that 
population should not be encouraged the extension of deer forests is detri- 
to settle upon the land. It might be said mental to Imperial and local interests, 
that they could not prevent a man doing | and he tried to show the truth of his 
as he liked with his own, but this proposition by the startling method of 
law had its limitations, and if they | reading the figures of the valuation made 
prevented a man getting a higher rent in successive years, showing that under 
as a deer forest, there were ways of the régime of which he complained the 
compensating him. ; total rateable value had increased about 
| three or four-fold. It is rather startling 

Amendment proposed, at the end of to be told that astate of things which 
the Question, to add the words— has increased the valuation of the country 
| four-fold is detrimental to Jocal interests. 


‘** And humbly to represent to Your Majesty | 3 3 ‘ 
that the present unrestricted extension) There is another matter in this con- 


of deer forests in the Highland crofting | nection. I think itis perfectly impossible 
counties is detrimental to the welfare of the | that this increased money which is put 


Highland population and Imperial interests, 3 : 

inasmuch as it renders more acute the| into the Highlands does not do any local 
difficulties which have so long existed in| good, and I think the fancy picture of 
regard to the Highland land question ; and : 

seeing that the Royal Commission appointed the Highland landlord who gets a large 
in 1892 scheduled 1,782,785 acres of land in the | income from the deer forests and lives 
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in London or Brighton is not at all in 
accordance with the facts. While fully 
recognising the great difficulties in con- 
nection with the settlement of some of 
the more congested districts of the High- 
land population, really this increase has 
nothing to do with the matter, and it 
does not enhance the difficulty. These 
particular lands, more than a century 
ago, were in the hands of small tenants. 
In recent years reafforestation has not 
been coupled with evictions, and the 
inerease of afforestation has in no case 
turned what was arable land into grazing 
land. The only thing that has happened 
is that a certain number of sheep farms 
have been let to sporting tenants. 


So far as these various Commissions 
which have been quoted by the hon. Mem- 
ber are concerned, their findings are en- 
tirely in favour of the deer forests from 
an economic point of view. There is no 
connection between the increase of 
afforestation and the question of getting 
extra land for those who are fit to take 
it. In the Crofters Act, which provides 
for the extension of holdings, although 
the extension of a holding cannot be 
made upon ground which is subject to 
an existing lease, there is a special 
exception if that lease is the lease of a 
deer forest, or a sporting lease of any 
description. In other words, a sporting 
lease or afforestation is no protection 
against the taking of ground for the exten- 
sion of a holding, and whatever it may 
be proposed to do in future by way of 
taking land for the creation of holdings, 
it is neither here nor there whether the 
land is.at the moment under deer or 
sheep. If you were proposing a measure 
which would more or less allow transfers 
from one person to another, there would 
be most probably a good deal less sym- 

Mr. A. Graham Murray. 
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pathy in favour of the sporting tenant 
than the sheep tenant, and the hon. 
Member, instead of finding himself in a 
worse position, would find himself in a 
better one if this land were afforested, 
I think that is an answer to the Amend- 
ment which is brought forward, and I do 
not propose to go beyond the terms of 
the Amendment and deal with the very 
much larger and more serious question 
as to how far it is possible by State aid 
and compulsory legislation to ameliorate 
the position of the people of the High- 
lands by the creation of new holdings, 
further than to say that my noble friend 
the Secretary for Scotland and myself 
are fully alive to the importance and the 
difficulty of the question of ameliorating 
the position of the people of the High- 
lands ; but that question is not touched 
by this Amendment. The subject is one 
which has received the very careful 
attention of my noble friend in his 
Lcapacity of Chairman of the Congested 
Districts Board, and his policy has often 
been before the House, although it has 
not always been approved of. I hope I 
have shown that this subject is not 
touched by the question of afforestation, 
and consequently no case has been made 
out, even upon economic merits, for the 
drastic remedy which the Amendment 
calls for---namely, that a man should not 
be allowed to clear his ground of sheep 
and put it under deer without first ob- 
taining the sanction of the Crofters 
Commission. 


*Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland) said this Motion raised 


a subject of great importance to the 
Highlands and Islands of Scotland. 
The Highlands of Scotland had done 
a great deal for this country, and it 
was on this account that they were 
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venturing to urge this Amendment upon 
the House. There was no doubt as to 
the facts which had been laid before the 
House. Reafforestation was going on 
year by year, and was increasing. That 
was a great wrong to the North where 
men had the capital, but could not 
get the land on any terms whatever. 
A distinguished colleague of the right 
hon. Gentleman had said that the 
crofters had been rack-rented and driven 
from their holdings to make way for deer 
forests; they had been charged rent on 
their improvements, and they had been 
reduced to misery and degradation. That 
was the opinion of the present Colonial 
Secretary. Anyone who had visited the 
Highlands and Islands knew that the 
people were suffering from the want of 
land. What they blamed the Govern- 
ment for was, that with all the power 
at their hands and all the resources of 
the Government, they had not put the 
law into an efficient state. It was 
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nonsense to say that they did not know 
what the people wanted, for it was plain 
to anyone who went to Scotland that 
far too much land was in the hands of 
large sheep farmers and the deer forests. 


*Mr. BIGNOLD (Wick Burghs) said of 
the 1,700,000 acres of land scheduled by 
the Royal Commission of 1902, 1,600,000 
acres were then, and were today, under 
sheep, cattle, and cultivation. The 
Report of the Commission referred, not 
to the deer forests alone, but also to the 
low ground. Out of his own estate in 
Scotland of 30,000 acres, only 256 
acres were scheduled, whilst on the estate 
of Lord Tweedmouth not a single acre 
was scheduled. He yielded to no man 
in his desire to see the people restored to 
the straths and glens. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 98; Noes, 
158. (Division List No. 6.) 





Abraham, W. (Cork, N.Z.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
‘Crean, Eugene 


‘Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardign 
Delany, William 
Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh.) 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Duffy, William J. 
Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Frank 
Farquharson. Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ffrench, Peter 
Field, William 

Mr. Cathcart Wason. 





AYES. 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jameson, Major J. Eustae 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Law, H. Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Jos. F, (Accrington) 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kean, John 

Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 





O’Brien, Kendal (Tipper’ry Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Ritkenny) 
O’Brien, William (Cork) 
O’Connor,J ames (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Dowd, John 
O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
O’Malley, William 
O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee James John 
Palmer,SirCharlesM. (Durham 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Redmond, John, E.( Waterford) 
Redmond William (Clare) 
Reid,SirR. Threshie( Dum/ries) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Roche, John 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Samuel, 8. ML. (Wh hapel 
uel, S. M. (Whitec ) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Sullivan, Donal 
Tennant, Harold John 
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Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 
Tully, Jasper 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 


Adjournment 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Amold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Bain, Colone! James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Man’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barry, Sir Fras. T. (Windsor) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middz.) 
Brown, Sir Alx. H. (Shropsh.) 
Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt Hn J A (Glasg.) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (NV. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V C W (Derbysh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J A (Wore 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Right Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasg.) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edwd. Bainbridge 
oo C.(Antrim, s ) 
Cranborne, Lord 

Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, Sir T. R.(7r. Hamil’ts 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hon. Sir Jos. C. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A Akers 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Ed. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 


Main Question again proposed. 


And, it being after half-past Five of 
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Wason, JohnCathcart(Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, 2. R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, HenryJ. (York, W.R.) 


NOES. 


Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gibbs, HnA.G.H(City of Lond 
Gibbs, Hn. Vicary (St. Albans 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon,Maj Evans-(7'r. Hmlts 
Gore, Hn. & F.Ormsby- (Zinc 
Hon. Geo. Joachim 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

‘ , Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt Hn Ld.G.(Midz 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick G. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Sir Alexan ier 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tot ham 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Kemp, Lieut.-Colonel George 
Kimber, Henry 
Knowles, Lees 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monm’th) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneaze 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W.(Hvesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reg’ld J. (Portsmouth) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monm’th) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W.(Zvesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reg’ld J. (Portsmouth) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W. J. H. (Dum/f-) 
Middlemore, John T. 


' Mitchell, William 


Debate to 
next. 


the Clock, the debate stood adjourned. 





of the House. 
Yoxall, James Henry 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Causton and Mr, 
Spencer. 


Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ( Walth’mst'w.) 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, HerbertPike(D’rlington 
Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Seaman, Wolter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest Geor 
Rattigan, Sir William = 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 

Ridley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse). 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Saunderson, Rt.Hn.Col.Edw.J. 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Tomlinson, Sir Win. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tufn li, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Va entia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col. SirC. EH(Sheffield 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir WilliamH. 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.CE( Taunton 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath): 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyli , Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther.: 


be resumed upon Monday 


Adjourned at twenty minutes 


before Six o’clock till Monday, 
next. 
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Private Bill 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 23rd February, 1903. 

ADDRESS. 


The King’s Answer to the Address of 
Tuesday last reported ;' and Address and 
Answer to be printed and published. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
$ Tue Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
FB House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
& had laid upon the Table the Certificates 

from the Examiners, that the Standing 
= Orders applicable to the following Bills 
= have been complied with :— 
All Saints, Poplar (Rate Abolition). 
Antrim, Down, Armagh, and Belfast 
> Electric Power. 

Aston Manor Improvement 

Baker Street and Waterloo Railway 
(Transfer). 

Bangor Corporation. 

Barnsley Corporation (Water). 

Barry Railway. 

Bath Corporation Water. 

Beckenham Urban District Council. 

Belfast Street Tramways. 

Belfast Water. 

Billingshurst and District Gas. 

Birmingham Corporation. 

Blackheath and Greenwich District 
Electric Light. 

Bournemouth Corporation Tramways. 

Bournemouth Gas and Water. 

Bradford Corporation. 

Bridgwater Gas. 

Brighton Corporation. 

Bristol Corporation. 

Bristol, London, and Southern Counties 
Railway. 
‘ British Gas Light Company (Norwich). 

Broadstairs Gas. 
. Burgess Hill and St. John’s Common 
7as, 

Bury and District Joint Water Board. 

Cardiff Railway. 

Carmarthenshire Electric Power. 

Castleblaney, Keady, and Armagh 
Railway (Extension of Time). 

Central London Railway. 

Chard Corporation Gas and Electricity. 

Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead 
Railway. 

Cheltenham Im 

Cheshire Lines 
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| City and North-East Suburban. Electric 
| Railway. ; 
City and South London Railway. 
Clapham Junction and Marble Arch 
Railway (No. 1). : 
Cleveland and Durham Coynty Electric 
Power. 
Commercial Gas. 
Cork Harbour, 
Coventry and Arley Railway. 
Coventry Electric Tramways. 
Crystal Palace District Gas. 
Derby Gas. 
Didcot, Newbury, and Southampton 
Railway. 
Dover Corporation. 
Dublin Improvement (Bull Alley Area). 
Dublin, Wicklow and Wexford Rail- 
way. 
Dudley, Stourbridge and _ District 
Tramways. 
East Ardsley Gas. 
East Ham Improvement. 
Ebbw Vale Water and Improvement. 
Erith Tramways and Improvement. 
Exeter Corporation. 
Exeter Railway. 
Faversham Gas. 
Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and 
Harbours. 
Frinton-on-Sea Sea Defences. 
Gas Light and Coke Company. 
Gas Light and Coke Company’s Acts 
Amendment. 
Gateshead Corporation. 
Gorleston and Southtown Gas, 
Great Central Railway. 
Great Eastern Railway (No. 1)’ 
reat Eastern Railway (No. 2). 
Great Northern and City Railway. 
Great Northern, Piccadilly, and Bromp- 
| ton Railway (New Lines and Extensions). 
Great Northern, Piccadilly, and Bromp- 
| ton Railway (Various Powers). 
Great Northern Railway. 
| Great Southern and Western Railway. 
Great Western Railway. 


| Great Western Railway (Pension 
| Fund). 

| Grindleford, Baslow, and Bakewell 
| Railway. 


Hainault Forest. 

Hampton Court Gas. 

Harrogate Water. 

Harrow and Stanmore Gas, 

Hastings Harbour. 

Hastings Harbour District Railway. 

Hastings Harbour District Railway 
(Abandonment). 
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Hastings Tramways (Extensions). 
Hexham Gas. 

Highland and Invergarry and Fort 
Augustus Railway Companies.  (Su/- 
stituted Bill.) 

Humber Commercial Railway and 
Dock. 

Hyde Corporation. 

Indiarubber, Guttapercha, and Tele- 
graph Works Company. 

Ipswich Gas. 

ent Water Board. 

King’s College, London. 

Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation. 

Knott End Railway (Extension of 
Time). 

Lancashire anc Yorkshire and London 
and North-Western Railways (Steam 
Vessels). 

Leigh Corporation. 

Lima Railways. 

Liverpool University. 

Llandrindod Wells Improvement. 

London and North-Western Railway. 

London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Railway. 

London Building Acts (Amendment.) 

London County Asylums (Receiving 


Houses). 
London County Council (Electric 
Supply). 
London County Council (General 
Powers). 


London Hydraulic Power. 
London, Tilbury, and Southend Rail- 


way. 

Rhed United Tramways. 

Maidstone Gas. 

Manchester Corporation. 

Market Drayton Gas. 

Maryport Harbour. 

Mersey Docks and Harbour Board. 

Merthyr Tydfil Urban District Council. 

Metropolitan District Railway (Works). 

Middlesbrough Corporation. 

Midland and Belfast and Northern 
Counties Railways. 

Midland Great Western Railway of 
Treland. 

Midland Railway. 

Milford Docks. 

Mullingar, Kells, and Drogheda Rail- 
way. 

Nantwich Gas. 

Nantwich Urban District Council. 

Nantyglo and Blaina Water. 

Neath, Pontardawe, and Brynamman 
Railway. 

Nelson Corporation. 

New Hunstanton Improvement. 


{LORDS} 
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Newcastle-on-Tyne Electric Supply. 

North Cheshire Tramways. 

North-Eastern Railways. 

North Middlesex Gas. 

North-Western Electricity and Power 
Gas. 

North-West London Railway. 

North’s Navigation Collieries. 

Nottinghamshire and Derbyshire 
Tramways. 

Old Bridewell Burying Ground. 

Oldham Corporation. 

Pelican and British Empire Life Oftice. 

Plymouth and Stonehouse Gas. 

Plymouth Corporation. 

Pontypridd Urban District Council. 

Poole and District Electric Traction. 

Port Talbot Railway and Docks. 

Queensland Investment and Land 
Mortgage. 

Rickmansworth Gas. 

Rochester Corporation Tramways and 
Improvements. 

St. Philip’s Chapel (Regent Street). 

Salford Corporation. 

Scarborough Gas. 

Scunthorpe Urban District Water. 

Seaforth and Sefton Junction Railway. 

Sheffield and South Yorkshire Naviga- 
tion. 

Shropshire, Worcestershire, and East 
Denbighshire Electric Power. 

Sittingbourne District Gas. 

Somerset and District Electric Power. 

Southampton Harbour. 

South-Eastern and London, Chatham 
and Dover Railways. 

South Shields Corporation. 

South Shields, Sunderland, and District 
Tramways. 

South Wales Mineral Railway. 

South Western and Isle of Wight 
Junction Railway. 

South Yorkshire Joint Railways. 

Staffordshire and Worcestershire Canal. 

Stoke Newington Borough Council. 

Stroud. District and Cheltenham 
Tramways. 

Sutton Coldfield Corporation. 

Sutton District Water. 

Taff Vale Railway. 

Thames Conservancy. 

Thames Steamboat Trust. 

Torquay Corporation Water. 

Ulster and Connaught Light Railways. 

Walker and Wallsend Union Gas. 

Watford and Edgware Railway. 

Wellingborough and District Tram- 
roads. 

Wellington (Salop) Gas. 
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West Bromwich Corporation. COLONIES (ANNUAL, 
West Cumberland Electric Tramways. | No. 381 Southern Nigeria; Report 
Western Trust. for 1901. 
Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) , : 

Sewerage Board. | RAILWAYS 
West Ham Corporation. | Report on a visit to America, 19th 
West Sussex Water.  Siptdiniber to 31st October 1902, by 
Willesden Urban District Council. | Lieut.-Colonel H. A. Yorke, R.E., Chief 
Winchester Water and Gas. Inspecting Officer of Railways, Board of 
Wirral Railway. ' Trade. 


Wisbech Canal (Abandonment). 
Wolverhampton and Cannock Chase , WAGES AND ee, sad DECEASED 
Railway (Extension of Time). SEA 


Wood Green Urban District Council. | Account of the sums ails and paid 

Woolwich Borough Council. in respect of the wages and effects of 

Worthing Corporation (Tramways). | deceased seamen, in the year ended 31st 
March 1902. 


And the Certificates that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bills, Presented [hy Command], and ordered 
have not been complied with— ‘to lie on the Table. 


| 
Birmingham District yeep RAMSGATE HARBOUR. 


Chatham and District Li ight Railways. Stetement of the resipts and. per- 


] d d ° ° t t ‘ 
aig —— oe P| | ments made by the Board of Trade for 
Harrow Road and Paddington Tram- | the year ended 31st March 1902; to- 

| gether with an account of the receipt 


ways. 
Rive Worthing and District Tram- | 424 issue of stores. 
ways. 
Macclesfield and District Electric | TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANK. 
Tramways. | Eleventh Annual Report of the Pro- 
Metropolitan District Railway (Various ceedings of the Inspection Committee of 
Powers). | Trustee Savings Banks, for the year 
Mid Yorkshire Tramways. ‘ended 20th November 1902; with 
Sheffield Corporation. | appendices. 
Shepshed Urban District Council Gas. 
South Lancashire Tramways. | Laid before the House (pursuant to 
South Staffordshire Tramways. | Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


Strabane and Letterkenny Railway. 

Thames Steamboat Service. | 

Tynemouth and District Tramways. | 
| 


SHOPS (HOURS OF CLOSING) BILL [x.1,] 


To be read 2* on Tuesday the 3rd of 


Wigan Corporation Tramways. 
8 P " March next. 





House adjourned at twenty- -five 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. minutes before Five o’clock, 


till To-morrow, half-pust Ten 
a o’clock. 
ARMY. pix 
State of the Six Army Corps Com- HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


| 
mands. | Monday, 23rd February, 1903. 
! 


NAVY (MANCEUVRES.) 

Narrative of the combined manceuvres| The House met at Two of the Clock. 

by the Mediterranean, Channel, and 
Cruiser Squadrons, 1902. 











| ‘THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND 
MEANS. 
} 


CYPRUS. The Clerk at the Table informed the 


Correspondence respecting the drought | House of the unavoidable absence of the 
in Cyprus. | Chairman of Ways and Means. 


$2 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


| 


| Railway. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lorps]. | 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table | 
Report from one of the Examiners of | 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in| 
respect of the Bills comprised in the List | 
reported by the Chairman of Ways and 
Means as intended to originate in the | 
House of Lords, the Standing Orders | 
have been complied with in the following 
cases, Viz. :— 

All Saints, Poplar (Rate Abolition). 

Antrim, Down, Armagh, and Belfast 
Electric Power. | 

Aston Manor Improvement. 

Bangor Corporation. 

Barry Railway. 

Belfast Water. 

Birmingham Corporation. 

Bournemouth Corporation Tramways. 

Bournemouth Gas and Water. 

Bradford Corporation. 

Brighton Corporation. 

Bristol Corporation. 

British Gaslight Company (Norwich). | 

Bury and District Joint Water Board. | 

Cardiff Railway. 

Carmarthenshire Electric Power. 

Chard Corporation Gas and Electricity. | 

Chatham and District Railways. | 

Cleveland and Durham County Electric 
Power. 

Derby Gas. 

Didcot, Newbury, and Southampton | 
Railway. 

Dudley, Stourbridge, and District 
Tramways. 

Exeter Corporation. 

Exeter Railway. | 

Faversham Gas. 

Frinton-on-Sea Sea Defences. 

Harrogate Water. 

Harrow and Stanmore Gas. 

Hastings Harbour. 

Hastings Harbour District Railway. 

Hastings Harbour District Railway 
(Abandonment). 

Hastings Tramways (Extensions). 

Hexham Gas. 

India Rubber, Gutta Percha, and 
Telegraph Works Company. 

King’s Coliege, London. 

Knott End Railway (Extension of 
Time). 

Lima Railways. 

Liverpool University. 
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London and North-Western Railway. 
London, Brighton and South Coast 


London County Asylume (Receiving 
Houses.) 

Manchester Corporation. 

Maryport Harbour. 

Mersey Docks and Harbour Board. 

Mid Yorkshire Tramways. 

Milford Docks. 

Nantwich Gas. 

Nantwich Urban District Council. 

North Cheshire Tramways. 

North-Western Electricity and Power 


as. 
North’s Navigation Collieries, 
Nottinghamshire and Derbyshire 
Tramways. 
Old Bridewell Burying Ground. 
Oldham Corporation. 
Pelican and British Empire Life Office. 
Plymouth and Stonehouse Gas. 
Pontypridd Urban District Council. 
Poole and District Electric Traction. 
Port Talbot Railway and Docks. 


Queensland Investment and Land 


Mortgage. 


Rickmansworth Gas. 
Rochester Corporation Tramways and 
Improvements. 


St. Philip's Chapel (Regent Street). 

Salford Corporation. 

Scunthorpe Urban District Water. 

Sheffield and South Yorkshire Naviga- 
tion. 

Shropshire, Worcestershire and East 


Denbighshire Electric Power. 


Somerset and District Electric Power. 

Southampton Harbour. 

South-Eastern and London, Chatham 
and Dover Railways. 

South Wales Mineral Railway. 

South-Western and Isle of Wight 
Junction Railway. 

Staffordshire 
Canal. 

Sutton Coldfield Corporation. 


Taff Vale Railway. 
Torquay Corporation Water. 


Wellington (Salop) Gas. 

West Bromwich Corporation. 
Western Trust. 

Willesden Urba~ District Council. 
Wirral Railway. 

Wisbech Canal (Abandonment). 
Worthing Corporation (Tramways). 


and Worcestershire 
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And that they have certified that the | 


Standing Orders have not been complied 
with in the following cases, viz. :— 
Birmingham District Tramways. | 
Hove, Worthing, and District Tram- | 
ways. | 
Macclesfield 
Tramways, 
Shepshed Urban Distict Gas. 
South Lancashire Tramways. 
South Staffordshire Tramways. 
Tynemouth and District Electric 
Tramways. 


and District Electric 


PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS [Lorps] 
(STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED 
WITH.) 

Mr SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the Petitions for the following 
Bills, originating in the Lords, the | 
Standing Orders have not been complied | 
with, viz. :—- 


Birmingham District 
[Lords]. 
Hove, Worthing, and District Tram- | 
ways |Lords]. 
Macclesfield 


Tramways | 


and District Electric | 
Tramways [Lords]. 
Shepshed Urban Distriogy(tas [Lords]. 
South Lancashire Tramways [Lords]. 
South Staffordshire Tramways | Lords]. 
Tynemouth and District Tramways 
[Lords]. 
Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS (STANDING , 
ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of | 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the | 
case of the Petitions for the following | 
Bills, the Standing Orders have not been | 
complied with, viz. :— 


Croydon and District Electric Tram- 
ways. | 

Harrow Road and Paddington Tram- | 
ways. 

Metropolitan District Railway (Various 
Powers). 

Sheffield Corporation. 

Strabane ant 

Thames River Steamboat Service. 

Wigan Corporation Tramways. 
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| to 
| Ord 


| 
Letterkenny Railway. | 
| 
| 
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Ordered, That the Report be referred 
the Select Committee on Standing 
ers. 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 


The Deputy Chairman reported, That, 
after conferring with the Chairman of 


‘Committees of the House of Lerds, for 
|the purpose of determining in which 
| House of Parliament the respective Bills 


should be first considered, under The 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 


Act, 1899, they had determined that the 
Bills contained in the following List 


should originate in the House of Lords, 


| Viz. :-— 


Fife Electric Power Company. 


Hamilton, Motherwell, and Wishaw 
Tramways (Part ITI). 


Life Association of Scotland. 
Scottish American Mortgage Company, 


| Limited. 


BROADSTAIRS GAS. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. James Lowther and Mr. 
Kimber. 


CITY AND SOUTH LONDON RAILWAY. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Bond, Mr. Alban Gibbs, and 
Mr. David Maclver. 


CRYSTAL PALACE DISTRICT GAS. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Fortescue Flannery and Mr. 
Kimber. 


DUBLIN IMPROVEMENT (BULL ALLEY 
AREA). 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Field, Mr. Harrington, Mr. 
M‘Cann, and Mr. Nannetti. 


EAST HAM IMPROVEMENT. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. David Morgan and Mr. Louis 
Sinclair. 


GAS LIGHT AND COKE COMPANY’S 
ACTS AMENDMENT. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. John Burns, Mr. Alban Gibbs, 


| and Sir Joseph Dimsdale. 
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AND EXTENSIONS). 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 


in by Sir Henry Fowler, Mr. Alban Gibbs, 
and Mr. Whitmore. 


GREAT NORTHERN, PICCADILLY, AND | ( 
(VARIOUS | 


BROMPTON RAILWAY 
POWERS). 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Henry Fowler, Mr. Alban Gibbs, 
and Mr. Whitmore. 


GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Fison and Sir Frederick Ban- 


bury. 
HAINAULT FOREST. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | 
in by Mr. David J. Morgan and Mr. | 


John Burns. 


IPSWICH GAS. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Charles Dalrymple and Mr. 
Goddard. 


KENT WATER BOARD. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Griffith Boscawen and Sir 
Barrington Simeon. 


LEIGH CORPORATION. 


{COMMONS} 


GREAT NORTHERN, PICCADILLY, AND | 
BROMPTON RAILWAY (NEW LINES 
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MAIDSTONE GAS. 


| Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
| brought in by Sir Francis Evans and 
| Colonel Warde. 

| 

| METROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY 
WORKS). 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
/brought in by Mr. Perks and Sir 
| Charles Dalrymple. 

| MULLINGAR, KELLS, AND DROGHEDA 
| RAILWAY. 


| Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
_brought in by Mr. T. M. Healy, Mr. 
| Kennedy, Mr. Nolan, Mr. Hayden, and 
Mr. Patrick White. 


| NANTYGLO AND BLAINA WATER. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Sir William Harcourt 
and Mr. Charles Morley. 


NEW HUNSTANTON IMPROVEMENT. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
_brought in by Mr. George White and 
Mr. Hare. 


| STROUD DISTRICT AND CHELTENHAM 
TRAMWAYS. 


Petition, d Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Sir John Dorington and 
Mr. Charles Allen. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | 


in by Mr. Scott and Mr. Cawley. 


LLANDRINDOD WELLS 
IMPROVEMENT. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Alfred Thomas, Mr. Edwards, 
Lieutenant Colonel Pryce-Jones, and Mr. 
Charles Morley. 


LONDON BUILDING ACTS 
(AMENDMENT). 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. John Burns and Mr. Lough. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL 
(GENERAL POWERS). 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. John Burns, Mr. Sydney Bux- 
ton, and Mr. Lough. 


LONDON, TILBURY, AND SOUTHEND 
RAILWAY. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Round and Major Banes. 





WATFORD AND EDGWARE RAIL- 
WAY. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to {be 
brought in by Mr. Halsey and Sir John 
| Blundell Maple. 


WESTERN VALLEYS (MONMOUTH- 
SHIRE) SEWERAGE BOARD. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to 9 be 
brought in by Mr. M‘Kenna, Mr. Samuel 
Evans, and Mr. Abel Thomas. 


WEST SUSSEX WATER. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Emmott and Sir 
| Joseph Leese. 


WOOD GREEN URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL. 


| Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
| brought in by Mr. Joseph Howard and 
Captain Balfour. 
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Returns, 
PETITIONS 


DETENTION OF POOR PERSONS 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions, in favour : from Cambuslang ; 
Currie ; Coldingham ; and, Lauder ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 
Petition from Holmfirth, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


VACCINATION ACT, 1898. 


Petition from Haslingden, against 
alteration of the Law without an inquiry 
by a Select Committee ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


POST OFFICE TELEGRAPHS. 


Copy ordered, “of Account showing 
the gross amount received and the gross 
amount expended in respect of the Tele- 
graph Service, from the date of the 
transfer of the telegraphs to the State to 
the 31st day of March, 1902 (in continua. 
tion of Parliamentary Paper, No. 57, of 
Session 1902).”"—(Mr. Austen Chamber- 
lain.) 


WAGES AND EFFECTS OF DECEASED | ¥ 


SEAMEN. 


Account presented, of the Sums received 
and paid in respect of the Wages and 
Effects of Deceased Seamen in the year 
ended 31st March 1902 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RAILWAYS. 


Copy presented, of Report on a visit to 
America, 9th September to 31st October, 
1902, by Lieutenant Colonel H. A. 
Yorke, R.E., Chief Inspecting Officer of 
Railways, Board of Trade [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 19th February.—Mr. Gerald 
Balfour}; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 25.] 


TRADE AND NAVIGATION. 


Return presented, relative thereto 
ordered 19th February.—Mr. Gerald 
alfour|; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 26.] 


{23 FEBRUARY 1903} 
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RAMSGATE HARBOUR. 

Copy presented, of Statement of the 
Receipts and Payments for the year 
ended 31st March, 1902, together with 
an Account of the Receipt and Issue of 
Stores [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 27.] 


CYPRUS. 
Copy presented, of Correspondence 
respecting the Drought in Cyprus [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 

Copy presented, of Colonial Report, 
No. 381 (Southern Nigeria, Annual 
Report for 1901) [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


ARMY (MILITIA TRAINING ESTAB- 
LISHMENTS.) 
Copy presented, of the Militia Training 
Return, 1902 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


ARMY. 
Copy presented, of State of the Six 
Army Corps Commands [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


WOODS, FORESTS AND LAND 

REVENUES. 
Abstract Accounts presented, for the 
ear ended 3lst March 1902, together 
with the Report of the Comptroller and 
Auditor General thereon [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
(No. 28.] 


ARMY (APPROPRIATION ACCOUNT). 
Copy presented, of the Appropriation 
Account for 1901-2, with the Report of 
the Comptroller and Auditor General 
thereon, and upon the Store Accounts of 
the Army [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 29.] 


TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANKS. 

Copy presented, of Eleventh Annual 
Report of the Proceedings of the Inspec- 
tion Committee for the year ended 20th 
November, 1902, with Appendices [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 30.] 


CANCER (IRELAND). 
Copy presented, of Special Report on 
Cancer in Ireland, being a Supplement 
to the Thirty-eighth Annual Report of 
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the Registrar-General of Marriages, 


Births, and Deaths in Ireland [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


ARTHUR ALFRED LYNCH. 


Return of certified copies of the in- 
dictment, conviction, and sentence of 
the Court in the case of “ The King 
against Arthur Alfred Lynch,” tried in 
the King’s Bench Division of the High 
Court of Justice on the 21st, 22nd, and 
23rd days of January, 1903, and of the 
Order of the Court giving effect to the 
conditional pardon granted to the said 
Arthur Alfred Lynch; and also a 
certificate from the Governor of His 
Majesty’s Prison, at Brixton, that the said 
Arthur Alfred Lynch is held in custody 
by him in pursuance of the said Order. 


CoLonEL NOLAN (Galway, N.): As 
an elector of the borough of Galway and 
the representative of a neighbouring 
constituency —— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! This 
cannot be debated now. It is only a 
Motion for certain documents to be 
presented to the House as an unopposed 
Return. If any steps are taken on 
them, then will be the time to discuss 
the matter. This is merely an Order for 
certain documents to be laid so as to 
place the House in a position to take 
action. 


CoLonEL NOLAN: Of course, Sir, if 
you rule that by no means I can say a 
word on this, I will sit down. My con- 
tention is that the documents asked for 
are incomplete, and that presented in 
this form they may do an injury. 


Mr. SPEAKER: It will be open to 
the hon. and gallant Member to move 
for a further Return. 


CoLoNnEL NOLAN: On another occa- 
sion ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Yes. 


CotoneL NOLAN: Then I will ask if 
the Government will agree to have in- 
cluded in this Order copies of the 
certificates of the sentences passed on 
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the rebels at Natal and the Cape, and 
also similar certificates from the gaolers 
that these rebels are kept in custody. 


Mr. SPEAKER: That clearly would 
bea case for a separate Return. It 
is an argumentative matter, not material 
to this particular Motion. 


CotonEL NOLAN: Then if that be 
your ruling, Sir, I will sit down. 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.): Will due notice be given before the 
issue of the Writ is moved ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
had better put that Question in the 
ordinary way. 


Motion for the Return was agreed to. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Workmen’s Compensation Act—Master 
Potters’ Scheme. 

Sirk CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he can give the House 
any information as to the working of 
the compensation scheme instituted by 
the master potters for injuries caused 
by lead, and alluded to in the arbitration 
on the Home Office rules ; and whether 
His Majesty’s Government have been 
informed by the Potters’ Association of 
the progress of the scheme and of the 
extent to which masters and men have 
co-operated to make its advantages 
general. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers 
Douglas.) I am informed that seventy- 
two firms have joined the Potters’ 
Assurance Association, and that three 
others are insured on the same lines in 
other ways. Most of these firms are of 
importance in the trade, and, as far as 
my information goes, the scheme appears 
to be working satisfactorily, with the 
exception that in eight factories, as I 
understand, the men have refused to 
submit to the medical examination which 
is an essential part of the scheme. 
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South Africa— Native Labour in the | Elementary Education—Suggested Alter- 
Mines. ation in Physical Training. 

Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough-| pp MAGN . 
borough): To ask the First Lord of the | To ask re eae py 3 oF 
Treasury whether the Government has | Education whether he will consider the 
given its assent to any scheme whereby, desirableness of replacing the recently 
either by means of taxation or otherwise, | issued Model Course of Physical Drill for 
Kaffirs are to be induced, by pressure | Children by a course more suited to the 
from the Executive Government of the | needs of young children than the present 
South African Colonies, to work in | compilation, which is prepared from the 
mines; whether the Government has Soldiers’ Drill Book. 
given any assistance to the mine-owners | 
in their efforts to procure Native labour | 
from districts either within or without | (Answered by Sir William Anson.) The 
the area of His Majesty's dominions;| Board of Education have no present 
whether, in either case, the Government | intention of replacing the Model Course 
has imposed on mine-owners any con-} of Physical Training. But they are con- 


ditions of employment ; if so, what those | 
conditions are, and if they include a | 
minimum rate of remuneration. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) No 
assent has been given by His Majesty’s 
Government to any scheme enabling the | 
Executive Government of the South 
African {Colonies to put pressure upon | 
Native labour; nor has any assistance | 
been given to the mine-owners to procure 
Native labour, unless the Native Regu- | 
lations are to be regarded in that light. 
For these Regulations I may refer the | 
hon. Member to the Parliamentary | 
Paper, Cd. 904. | 


sidering the desirableness of issuing a 
kind of introduction to the Model Course, 
showing the steps by which the series of 
exercises in it may be progressively 
acquired. This will greatly assist the 


‘managers of the smaller schools in in- 
| troducing it. 


I may remind the hon. 
Member that though the Board strongly 


| advocate a uniformity of system, both in 


the interests of the teachers (on whom 
falls the burden of imparting the physical 
training) and in those of efficient in- 
struction, they are prepared to consider 
(and have in many cases approved) 
alternative schemes having the same 
scope and aim as the Model Course. 


Local Municipal Contractors as Members 


Official Recognition of Postal Employees | 
Associations. 


"Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny): 
To ask the Postmaster General whether, 
in view of the fact that successive Post- | 
masters General have declared that postal | 
employees have the right to form de- | 
fensive organisations, he will state if, 
members of the Postal Telegraph Service 
who are also members of the Postal 
Telegraph Clerks’ Association have. the 
right to obtain the assistance of the | 
officials of that Union at the time or) 
during the progress of a case between the | 
individual telegraphist and his superior 
officer, on matters affecting his emolu- | 
ments or conditions of service. 


| memorandum 


of Education Committees. 


Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports- 


/mouth): To ask the Secretary to the 
|Board of Education whether it is the 
| intention of the Department to issue any 


or instruction with 


regard to ex-officers and members of 
| school boards whose services might be 


desired on the new education committees, 
but who hold contracts under local 
municipal authorities. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) The 
Board of Education does not think it 


| necessary to draw up any memorandum 


‘or instruction on the subject of dis- 


| qualification for membership of com- 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) | 
There is no objection to such assistance | 
being sought, provided that official docu- | 
ments are not made public. 


mittees under Section 17 of the Educa- 
tion Act. The cases referred to in the 
Question are governed by Section 17 (5), 
and are not affected by Schedule II. (9). 
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Indian Irrigation Commission Report. 

Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire): To 
ask the Secretary of State for India if 
he will say when the Report of the 
Commission on_ Irrigation 
presented to the House. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 


Hamilton.) The Government of India. 
have been asked to send home 1,500} 
copies of the Report of the Irrigation | 


Commission when it is completed and 
printed, and copies will be distributed to 
hon. Members as soon as possible after 
arrival. 


French Bonds—Stamp Duties. 

Mr. STUART SAMUEL (Tower 
Hamlets, Whitechapel): To ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he 
is aware that the French Government 
will require a stamp of 1 per cent. to 
be affixed to the new 2} Consol Bonds 
to Bearer held in France when exchanged 
next April for the existing 2}? Bonds, 
even when these latter already bear the 
full French stamp; and whether he 


will take steps to secure that the stamp 


may be transferred from the old Bonds 


to the new at a reduced charge, as was | 
accorded to the French Government by 
similar | 


the Inland’ Revenue in 
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‘changes it made in the law. It was 
clear that the powers long possessed by 
licensing justices in regard to the refusal 
to renew licences were not increased b 
the Act ; and I do not think that there 
is any further communication on the 
| matter which I can properly address to 
the justices at the present time. 
Ichthyological Committee— 
ecommendations. 

Mr. LAYLAND-BARRATT (Devon- 
shire, Torquay): To ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether he has 

| taken into consideration the recommen- 
dations of the Ichthyological Committee ; 
and, if so, what steps he proposes to take 
to carry them into effect. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) The 
Report is still under consideration. 


Railway in Southern Persia. 

Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
FTo ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he will lay upon the Table the 
Treaty, Agreement, or Correspondence 
conferring on His Majesty’s Government 
the right to construct a railway in the 
South of Persia when railways are con- 
structed in the North of Persia. 


circumstances connected with the recent | 


conversion of French 34 Rentes into 3 
per cent. 


KE (Answered by Mr. Ritchie.) I am in 
communication with the Foreign Office 
on this matter. 


Licensing Act, 1902—Reduction of 
Licences. 


Smrk THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- , 


lets, St. George’s) : To ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department, 


seeing that the new Licensing Act which | 
lately came into force confers no new | 


powers on magistrates in regard to the 


reduction in the number of licences in | 


their districts, will he consider the 


advisability of intimating the present | 


state of the law on the subject to 
licensing benches throughout the 
country. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers 
Douglas.) Before the new Act came into 
force I issued circulars showing what 


(Answered by Lord Cranborne.) An 
assurance to this effect was given to His 
Majesty's Government during the reign 
of the late Shah and has since been 
confirmed. It would not be desirable to 


| present the correspondence. 


Ireland — Ancient Monuments — Hill of 
Tara. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether any excavations 
are now going on upon the Hill of Tara 
in Ireland; whether the Hill, or part of 
it, is now being offered for sale; and 
whether His Majesty’s Government, 
having regard to the historical and 
archeological interest of the Hill of 
| Tara, will endeavour to have it brought 
within the operation of the Ancient 
| Monuments Act, or to take such other 
| steps as may be within their power to 
| prevent the mounds and other charac- 
| teristic features of the surface from being 
| obliterated. 
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(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) I am 
informed that excavations have not been 
resumed at Tara. The tenant’s interest 
in that portion of the Hill where excava- 
tions formerly took place has recently 
been sold. The landlord’s interest has 
not been sold. The monuments on the 
Hill are at present within the operation 
of the Ancient Monuments Act of 1882, 
to this extent, that the Commissioners 
of Public Works have power to proceed 
against any person, other than the 
owner, who injures or defaces the 
mounds. To restrain the owner, the 
guardianship of the mounds should be 
vested in the Commissioners. The 
owner has declined to take this step, and 
there is no power to compel him to do so. 
The Commissioners are watching this 
matter very closely, and will use every 
means in their power to strengthen the 
popular forces at work in order to pre- 
vent any resumption of excavation. 


Crimes Act in Ireland—Case of Messrs. 
Lohan and Finnerty. 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether his attention has 
been drawn to the cases of Messrs. 
Lohan, County Counoillor, and Finnerty, 
District Councillor, who are still confined 
in Galway Prison; and whether in view 
of the fact that they were imprisoned in 
consequence of their endorsement of a 
speech delivered by the Member for 
East Galway who has been released, will 
he reconsider their case. 


(Answered to Mr. Wyndham.) The per- 
sons named in the Question were not 
imprisoned for the reasons alleged. They 
were convicted (and the conviction was 
confirmed on appeal by the Recorder of 
Galway) of taking part in a criminal 
conspiracy. Their cases are under con- 
sideration. 


Census of Ireland—Cost of Printing. 

Mr. M‘KEAN (Monaghan, S.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the census 
printing for Ireland is now complete ; 
and, if so, will he state what the cost of 
it has been. 


(Answered by Mr. Hayes Fisher.) The 
printing for the Irish census, although in 


{23 Fepruary 1903} 





Questions. 486 


an advanced stage, is not yet complete, 
the “ Typographical Index” being still in 
the press. Iam not, therefore, as yet in 
a position to state the cost. 


Volunteers for South Africa—Gratuities. 

Mr. MATTHEW RIDLEY (Staly- 
bridge): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he is aware that men 
belonging to Volunteer regiments volun- 
teered for active service in South Africa 
on the distinct understanding, given in 
Army Order 29 of 1902, Paragraph 12, 
that they would receive a gratuity of £5 ; 
and whether he will reconsider his de- 
cision that Army Order 87 of 1901, to 
which no reference was made in the 
Order under which the men enlisted, 
deprives them of the right to this 
gratuity ; and whether he has any in- 
formation as to the effect this decision 
has had on recruiting for the Volunteer 
forces. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 

All the men who volunteered for 
service under Army Order 29 of 1902 
were granted the war gratuity, except 
those who had already completed a 
period of service in South Africa and 
received a gratuity. The condition of 
this grant was that it should not be 
given twice to any individual. It is not 
apparent how this decision could have 
any effect on recruiting for the Volunteer 
forces ; but if my hon. friend can show 
that there has been any breach of faith 
I will consider the question. 


Service Dress for Volunteers—Govern- 
ment Grant. 


Mr. ERNEST FLOWER (Bradford, 
W.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether it is proposed to give any 
financial assistance to Volunteer Corps 
desirous of adopting the Service dress in 
addition to their present full dress. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
As the adoption of the Service dress is 
quite optional for the Volunteer Corps, 
there appears to be no sufficient reason 
for throwing any of the cost on the 
public funds. 


British Army—Publication of Preliminary 
and Annual General Return. 


Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 





mouth): To ask the Secretary of State 
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for War whether the Preliminary Return 
of the British Army and the Annual 
General Return, the publications of which, 
since 1899, have been suspended, will not 
again be presented to the House ; and, if 
so, whether he proposes, in some other 
form, to provide similar information 
necessary to enable the House to know, 
before discussing Army Estimates, what 
has been the distribution, state, and con- 
dition of the Army during the preceding 
year. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The preliminary Return has been 
abolished. The general Return is being 
carefully compiled, but the difficulties of 
such compilation have proved considerable, 
and I fear no publication can be promised 
earlier than the beginning of April. The 
Report of the Inspector General of Re- 
cruiting, which will before long be pub- 
lished, will supply a considerable amount 
of information. 


Garrison Regiments and Line Battalions 

—Relative Married Establishment. 

GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest): To ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he will state what 
is the married establishment of a battalion 
of the garrison regiment ; and, if this is 
greater than the married establishment of 
a line battalion, what additional expense 
will this involve. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The question of fixing the married estab- 
lishment of the garrison battalions is at 
present receiving careful consideration, 
and it is not possible to state the cost, 
but it will naturally be considerably in 
excess of that of a line battalion. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Co-ordination of Imperial Defence. 

*Sirm CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire. Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he can 
arrange to give to the House any annual 
opportunity, in Supply or otherwise, of 
discussing such matters connected with 
the co-ordination of Imperial Defence as 
between the two Departments primarily 
charged with it as are not at present 
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the subject of any Vote; for example, 
the dwindling of the garrison of 0 
important a coaling station of the Fleet 
as Thursday Island. 


Tae PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.) : We cannot, 
I think, question the motive of the 
right hon. Baronet’s Question, and I have 
some hesitation in answering it in the 
affirmative. There are two reasons, 
First of all, there are technical diff- 
culties in the way, for the discussion, to 
all intents and purposes, would be a 
discussion in Supply not relevant to the 
particular Vote ; but that reason might 
be got over if we were quite clear as to 
the question of policy. But my 
hesitation on the question of policy arises 
because the right hon. Gentleman pro- 
poses, in effect, that there should be an 
annual debate on the strategic position 
of the British Empire and the various 
ways in which we ought to distribute 
our Army in view of a possible combina- 
tion against us. I am not sure that a 
debate of that kind in the House is 
really very useful. It is not merely the 
right hon. Gentleman who will have to 
exercise the right of giving his views on 
all these rather delicate national ques- 
tions, but he would force the Govern- 
ment to make a reply. If the reply was 
a complete reply, which would suit all 
sections of the House, the Government 
would be compelled, I am afraid, to go 
into details which I do not think it is 
much to our advantage that we should 
discuss in the House. If we, on the 
other hand, were {to be content with a 
fragmentary reply, it might be urged 
that we were glossing over the difficulty, 
and I do not know that the general gain 
would be great. As at present advised, I 
am not ready to assent to the request of 
the right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
asked if, when the re-organisation was 
complete, Papers would be laid setting 
forth the nature of the new Committee of 
Defence. 


*Mr SPEAKER: Order. order. ! 
does not arise out of the Question. 


That 
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South African War—Medals for Kaffirs.| diminution in the Volunteer force it 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, | should be remembered that the strength 
§.): To ask the Secretary of State ,for | in 1899, and for many years previous, was 
War on what grounds did Lord Kitchener | only about 225,000, and that an abnormal 
pase his request that 100,000 medals | number of enrolments took place in 
should be despatched to South Africa for | 1899-1900 (113,000), whose period of 
resentation to Kaffirs who were engaged | three years service expired in October 
in the British service during the late | last. 
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war; whether General Lyttelton, now 
Commander of the Forces in South Africa, 
has presented some of the medals to 
Kaffirs, or has directed them to be pre- 


A large number of Volunteers, who 
would have left the service in ordinary 


| times during these three years, have also 


waited to take their discharge till the 


| close of the war. 


sented to Kaffirs; and, if so, how many | 


of those medals were presented; how 


many Kafiirs during the late war drew 
pay from military funds, and for what 
services was that pay drawn ; and, seeing 
that the War Office authorities gave 
assurances that natives took no part in 


the late war, will he state what was the | 


precise character of the administrative 
services for which medals for the natives 
were requested by Lord Kitchener. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): 


Mr. ROBERT SPENCER (Northamp- 
tonshire, Mid): Is there any ground for 
thesuggestion thatthediminution occurred 
owing to the stringency of the new 
Regulations ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: There is no doubt 
‘that stringency may have had some 
effect ; but I am equally certain, seeing 
the Volunteer force was maintained before 
‘the excitement of the war at about 
225,000, that ultimately the strength 
will revert to some such figure. 


I have no detailed information to enable | 


me, in reply to the points raised by the 
hon. Member, to add to the information 


already given tohim. The services on 


which the natives were employed were 
chiefly in connection with transport and 
supply, with intelligence work, and hos- 
pital services. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: But why 
were so many medals sent out ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The number of 
natives employed was very large. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Perhapsthe 
right hon. Gentleman will send a sample 
of the medals into the tea room for 
inspection by Members. 


The Volunteer Force. 
Sirk HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War what is the diminution in 


the strength of the Volunteer force upon | 


3lst January, 1903 compared to 31st 


October, 1901 ; and what is the deficiency | 


of officers at the present time. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The strength of 
the Volunteer force was, on the 31st 
October, 1901, 288,476 ;on 1st January, 
1903, 250,990. The present deficiency of 
oficers is 1,895. In estimating the 


Cape Town—Alleged Military Scandal. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he has made inquiries with 
reference to the incident at Nelson’s 
Hotel, Cape Town, on Christmas Eve, 
1901, brought under his notice on the 
8th August, 1902 by the hon. Member 
for South Donegal ; and, if so, what has 
been the result of these inquiries, and 
what punishment, if any, has been 
inflicted on the officers concerned. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, Sir, I have 
made full inquiries. The officers con- 
cerned were quartered in various parts 
of the world and had to be communicated 
with by letter, this not being a case in 
_which explanations could be given by 
‘cable. The reports are as yet not all 
received, but the military authorities are 
losing no time in the investigation. 


Salutes to the Secretary for War. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War if he 
| will state in what capacity, whether civil 
/or military, was he the recipient at 
| Malta of a salute of seventeen guns ; is 
there any precedent for the conferring 
of this mark of honour on any other 
Secretary of State for War; and on 
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whom does the responsibility rest for its | are permitted to spend their own money 
bestowal. | on services connected with their ships. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Governor; THz SECRETARY To THe ADMIR. 
ordered the salute to be paid to the| ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-Forster, Belfast, 
Secretary of State for War according to| W.): It ‘is the policy of the Admiralty 
the established precedents. No other | to provide for the supply of all stores 
authority was needed or asked. | necessary for the maintenance, upkeep, 

'and decoration of ships, and the regula- 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: If the | tions are framed with the object of giving 
Prime Minister had gone under similar | effect to that policy. It is necessary 
circumstances, how many guns would from time to time to review the issues of 
have been fired % , stores referred to, and at the present 

| time the question of whether the supply 


pe ~~ Dishes | is in all cases adequate is under considera- 
Ministers pany om | tion. Officers are not prohibited from 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL : I beg to ask | spending their own money on services 


the Secretary of State for War whether connected with their ships, but the 


he proposes to take any steps with | saatine is ust enecerased 
reference to the unauthorised use of his , P — 


name by the agents of the Rock Assur- | Ainintenian tuiaien, 


ance Company as a director of that com- | y 

pany in a trade advertisement in a news- | - _ eo _* - “4 ae aoe eg 
. —_ 

dentin aber cee satis | whether the new agreement relating to 


Mr. BRODRICK: The necessary steps | the Australasian Squadron has yet been 


eirmet 
were taken as soon as my attention was | ratified by the Governments concerned. 


ter. |: 
en | Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : The agree- 
Mr. SWIFT MAGNEILL: What | ment cannot be ratified until it has been 
action will the right hon. Gentleman | 4Pproved by the Federal Parliament of 


. : -. a : Australia and the Parliament of New 
Sent OES hs aamige ie enatensays Zealand, which are not yet in session. 





No answer was given. 
Alaskan Boundary Tribunal. 
| 


Mr. Brodrick’s Visit to Malta—Inspection | Mr. ROSE (Uambridgeshire, Newmar- 
of Troops. | ket): I beg to ask the Postmaster General, 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to | a8 representing the Secretary of State for 
ask the Secretary of State for War in | the Colonies, whether, in the selection of 
what capacity, civil or military, did he | members of the Alaskan Boundary 
hold inspections of troops and review | Tribunal, care will be taken that the 
guards of honour at Malta ; and whether | names of the gentlemen to be appointed 
he is aware that Colonel Stanley, who in| by His Majesty’s Government are 
1878, as Secretary of State for War, | submitted to and receive the approval 
inspected troops at Malta, had served in| of the Government of the Dominion of 
the Grenadier Guards, of which he was a} Canada. 
captain, and was honorary Colonel of the | 
King’s Own Royal Lancaster Regiment. | Tus POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
Me BRODRICK: Ih Sails ool | AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
R. : 1 have already told | E., for Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN): The 
the hon. Member that the inspection was | British members of the ARR 
held by the Governor. I have no infor- | Boundary Tribunal will be selected in 
mation as to whether Colonel Stanley consultation with the Dominion Govern- 
inspected the troops at Malta in 1878. | ment. 
| 
Navy Ships’ Stores. Australian Sugar Bounties. 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- | Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : I beg to ask 
dee): I beg to ask the Secretary to the | the Postmaster General, as representing 
Admiralty whether officers in the Navy | the Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
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can he state the effect of the law in the 
Australian Commonwealth with reference 
to public loans or guarantees relating to 
sugar manufactures or refineries, or to 
rebates on sugar grown within the 
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‘and, if necessary, to Sokoto. Beyond 
‘the patrolling of certain unsettled dis- 
'tricts, no military operations are in 
| progress or in contemplation in Southern 
Nigeria. 


Commonwealth, and also with reference | 


to fiscal advantages of any other kinds 
granted thereby to growers or manu- 
facturers of sugar; and will he inquire 
as to the communication made by the 
Premier of New South Wales, protesting 
against New South Wales having to 
bear the cost of a rebate on sugar, and 
lay upon the Table} the text of that 
communication. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The laws of Queensland and Victoria 
authorise the Governments of those States 
to make advances under clearly defined 
conditions to sugar manufacturers for 
establishing and improving sugar works. 
No other fiscal advantages are granted. 
Copies of the laws can be supplied to 
the hon. Member if he desires it. With 
regard to rebates on sugar grown within 
the Commonwealth, all such sugar, in 
the production of which only white labour 
is employed, is entitled to a rebate of 2s. 
per cwt. of the Excise duty, which is 3s. 
per cwt. I will inquire as to the com- 
munication made by the Premier of 
New South Wales, to which the hon. 
Member refers. 


Southern Nigeria. 

Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham): I beg to 
ask the Postmaster General, as represent- 
ing the Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
whether Sir Frederick Lugard intends 
to send a military expedition to Sokoto 
before the Delimitation Commission com- 
mences its work: and whether any 
military operations are in progress or in 


contemplation in Southern Nigeria at 


the present time; and, if so, for what 
purpose. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 


The British Commissioners met the 


French Commissioners at Junju on the 
6th instant, and the Commission has now 
probably begun its work. The questions 
whether the force which has occupied 
Kano will proceed to Sokoto, and, if so, 
when, depend upon the local, political, 
and military situation, but Sir F. Lugard 
has authority to send a force to Katsena, 


Mr. EMMOTT: Has the right hon. 
Gentleman seen the report in the 
Morning Post as to certain expeditions 
into Southern Nigeria? Is it correct ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
can give the hon. Gentleman no informa- 
tion beyond that I have just read. 


Brussels Sugar Convention. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, have His Majesty’s 
Government, since the signature on 5th 
March, 1902, of the Brussels Sugar 
Convention, had any correspondence 
with, or received any communication 
from, any of the signatory Powers relative 
to Great Britain’s obligation under 
Article IV. to impose countervailing 
duties on sugar-sweetened products im- 
ported from her self-governing Colonies, 
when such Colonies grant direct or in- 
direct bounties on the production or 
exportation of those products; if so, 
from what Powers have communications 
been received ; and when does he pro- 
pose to lay them upon the Table of the 
| House, or to state the effect of such verbal 
communications. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cranporne, 
Rochester): I would, in the first place, 
refer my hon. friend to my answer on the 
17th December last. On January 13th 

| His Majesty’s Government despatched a 
circular informing the Powers signatory 
to the Convention that they would not 
consent under any circumstances to be 
_bound to penalise bounty fed sugar 
imported into the United Kingdom from 
| any of the self-governing British Colonies, 
‘and that they were not prepared to 
accept any reference of this Question to 
the Permanent Commission. We have 
received official replies from the German 
and Austrian Governments only. The 
| German Government differ from us and 
reserve their liberty of action, but con- 
| sider that the difference of opinion has 
no practical significance. The Austrian 
| Government have said that they pre- 
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sume that in practice the case contem- 
plated will not arise, but that they 
reserve their full liberty of action. The 
Dutch Government have sent no reply. 
The Italian Government, we understand, 
do not dispute our view. The Belgian 


Government consider the point of no! 
The French Govern- | 


practical interest. 
ment have expressed no opinion on the 
subject. Our ratification has been de- 
posited on the express condition that 
we shall not be bound to penalise bounty- 
fed sugarfrom our self-governing Colonies. 
We have therefore incurred no treaty 
obligation to do so. Papers are being 
prepared and will shortly be laid upon 
the Table. 


The Dardanelles. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, do the treaties still exist of 13th 
March, 1871, and of 30th March, 1856, 
whereby the Great Powers of Europe 
affirmed and engaged to respect the 
principle invariably established as the 
ancient rule of the Turkish Empire, in 
virtue of which it has at all times been 
prohibited for the ships of war of 
Foreign Powers to enter the Straits of 
the Dardanelles or the 


war recently entered and passed both 
those Straits, and when; were any, and, 
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| ment from the Governments:of Russia 
or Turkey before the passage of the 
| vessels. In aecordance with the course 
| pursued on previous occasions Hig 
| Majesty’s Ambassador at Constantinople 
‘on January Ist addressed a Note to 
the Porte in which he stated that the 
permission granted was in contravention 
of existing Treaty stipulations, and 
pointed out that, as these stipulations 
were applicable to all Powers alike, 
His Majesty’s Government must reserve 
to themselves the right to claim similar 
privileges in the future. No reply has 
been returned to this Note by the 
Turkish Government. It is not con- 
sidered desirable to present Papers on 
the subject. 


American Claims against Venezuela. 

Str CUTHBERT QUILTER (Suffolk, 
Sudbury): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, 
whether he has any official information 
showing that the claims of American 
citizens against Venezuela are to be 
paid in full forthwith in gold or its 
equivalent, while those of British 
subjects will have to wait the decision 
of the Hague Tribunal. 


Bosphorus ; , 
have any, and, if so, how many, Russian | 
torpedo destroyers or other ships of | 


Lorp CRANBORNE!: Our informa- 
tion is to the effect that the American 
claims will be dealt with by the Tribunal 


at the Hague. 


if so, what communications on the sub- | 


ject received by His Majesty’s Govern- | 


ment either from Russia or from Turkey 
before the passage of those ships; were 


any representations, verbal or written, | 


made by His Majesty’s Government ; 


has any correspondence passed on the | 


subject either before or after such 
passage ; and, if so, when will he lay it 
upon the Table of the House. 


* Lorp CRANBORNE: The provisions 
of the Treaties of 1856 and 1871 relating 


to the Straits are still in force His) 
Majesty’s Government have been -in- | 
Russian torpedo- | 
boats passed through the Straits on! 
various dates between December 31st | 
and Januaryj30th last; they were to. 


formed that four 


fly the commercial flag and they were 
not to carry cannon or war material. 
No communications on the subject 
were received by His Majesty’s Govern- 


Russian Commercial Treaty with Persia. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether a Commercial 
|Treaty has been recently concluded 
between Persia and Russia; whether, 
|under the provisions of that Treaty, 
_duties so high as to be practically pro- 
hibitive have been imposed on Indian - 
teas imported into Persia; and what 
steps His Majesty’s Government have 
taken to protect British trade in Persia. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: The answer to 
the first Question is in the affirmative. 
Although, as I stated last night, this 
Commercial Treaty is likely to affect 
British trade injuriously in certain re- 
specis, we have no reason to believe 
that it will have anything like the 
effects which the hon. Gentleman sug- 
gests. A large part of the Indian tea. 


j 
| 
| 
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used in Persia is imported through 
Russia, and it is not likely that the 
tariff will prove to be prohibitive as 
regards this particular article. Great 
Britain is at presententitled only to ‘‘ Most- 
Favoured-Nation” treatment in Persia, 
but His Majesty’s Minister at Teheran 
has been instructed to obtain an arrange- 
ment with the Persian Government 
under which this country will, for the 
future, have a more influential voice in 
regard to alterations in the tariff affect- 
ing British trade. I hope shortly to be 
in a position to make a further statement 
on the subject. 


British Trade with Cuba. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether any agreement 
or arrangements have been concluded 
between the Governments of Cuba and 
of the United States regulating the con- 
ditions of commerce between the two 
States and the Customs duties thereon ; 
if so, whether His Majesty’s Government 
can state the effect of such agreement 
upon British commerce, and can lay upon 
the Table the text thereof; and have 
His Majesty’s Government received any, 
and, if so, what, representations on the 
subject from British trading interests. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: A Convention 
between Cuba and the United States has 
been signed, but has not yet been ratified. 
It would therefore be premature to con- 
sider the question of laying it before 
Parliament. The Convention is a re- 
ciprocity Convention giving exclusive 
advantages to the trade between the two 
countries, and must necessarily be to 
some extent disadvantageous to the 
trade of other countries. His Majesty’s 
Government have received representa- 
tions as to the adverse effect which the 
Convention would produce upon British 
commerce with the Island of Cuba. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Is it not 
the fact that this Convention places British 
commerce at a disadvantage of from 25 
per cent. to 30 per cent. in Cuba? 


Lorp CRANBORNE: I do not think 
so, but if the hon. Member will put down 
a Question I will try and get the informa- 
tion. 
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Foreign Trawlers in the Moray Firth. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the resolution 
which was carried at Christiania in 1901 
to the effect that no trawlers should be 
allowed to operate in areas, such as the 
Moray Firth, which have been closed for 
scientific purposes ; and will he consider 


the expediency of communicating with 
the Foreign Powers concerned, with a 
view to the Moray Firth, which is already 
closed against British trawlers, being 
also closed against foreign trawlers. 


The following Questions on the same 
subject also appeared on the Paper :— 


Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he proposes to take diplomatic action in 
the direction indicated by the Reports of 
the Delegates from Great Britain to the 
International Council on Sea Fisheries in 
1901 and 1902, for the purposes of 
protecting from foreign trawlers areas in 
British territorial waters, such as the 
Moray Firth, reserved for purposes of 
scientific experiment in the interest of 
fisheries. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: I propose to 
answer both Questions together. I am 
quite aware that a resolution to the 
effect stated was passed at the Fishery 
Conference in question, but I fear that 
the time has not y2t arrived when a 
proposal of the kind would meet with 
such general acceptance as would 
effectively exclude all trawlers, whatever 
flag they might fly, from visiting the 
Moray Firth. The Secretary of State is, 
however, now considering certain sugges- 
tions which may lead to a practical 
solution of the difficulties which form the 
chief subject of complaint. 


Export Duty on Coal—Patent Fuel. 
*Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthy 
Tydvil): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer whether, when it can be 
shown that small coal used in the manu- 
facture of patent fuel contains nut coal 
of a value that would, if taken out, 
leave the remaining smal] of a value not 
exceeding 6s. per ton, the fuel is exempt 
from the export duty on coal; and, if 
y 
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so, why the duty is imposed on similar 
small coal when exported in an un- 
manufactured state. 
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a by-product of the coal, the remainder 
having been extracted as gas. Both coke 
and patent fuel are dutied on the quantity 


500 


of the dutiable article exported, and so 
far on the same principle. 


Tae CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Ritcuiz, Croydon): 
It is not the fact that fuel is ex- | Income Tax Demands—P. O. Surcharges. 
empted from the export duty on; Sir BARRINGTON SIMEON (South- 
coal if it is shown that the small coal | ampton): I beg to ask the Postmaster 
used in its manufacture contains nut |General if he will explain why an 
coal of a value that would, if taken out, | application for Income Tax marked 
leave the remaining small of a value not | O.H.M.S. is surcharged 2d. when for- 
exceeding 6s, per ton. But if the nuts warded by post to an address other 
actually have been screened out of coal|than that to which it was originally 
which originally exceeded 6s. per ton | directed, considering that if it had been 
in value, and have been sold for a price | originally sent with a penny stamp, and 
which reduces the average value of the without the letters O.H.M.S. on the 
residue to 6s. per ton or less, rebate of | envelope, it would have been redirected 
duty is allowed on such residue, and forwarded without any such sur- 
whether used in the manufacture of | charge. 


fuel which is exported, or exported | 
separately. | Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 


| shall be glad if my hon. friend will send 





Export Duty on Coke. 


*Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask | 
of the Exchequer | 


Mr. Chancellor 
whether the export duty of one shilling 


per ton imposed on coke practically | 


amounts to a duty of only three-fifths 
of a shilling on the coal used in its 
manufacture; and, if so, will he state | 
the principle upon which coal used in| 
the manufacture of other kinds of fuel 
is charged the full shilling duty. | 

Mr. RITCHIE: (1) By Section 3 (5) | 
of the Finance Act, 1901, coke, culm, and | 
cinders are included under coal, and are, | 
therefore, charged with a duty of 1s. per | 
ton on exportation, if exceeding 6s. a ton | 
free on board, without any reference to | 
quantity of coal used in their production. | 
I cannot say whether, as implied in the | 
Question, five tons of coal are, on the | 
average, required to produce three tons 
of coke, as I am informed that the yield 
of coke from coal varies considerably. 
(2) The coal used in the manufacture of 
‘ other kinds of fuel —e.g,. patent fuel, 
is charged with duty when present in the 
fuel exported and exceeding 6s. a ton in 
fee on board value, because Section 7 of 
the above mentioned Act so directs. The 
hon. Member appears to suggest that 
duty ought to be charged on all the coal 
used in the manufacture of exported 
coke. I do not think this would be 





equitable, for the coke represents only 


me the envelope so as to enable me to 
make further inquiry. 


Public House Licences. 

Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, 
whether his attention has been called 
to the refusal by certain petty sessional 
courts to renew the licences of publicans 
against whom no complaint had been 
made of misconduct ; and whether it is 
the intention of the Government to in- 
troduce legislation which will prevent 
such action taking effect until the 
question of compensation has been dealt 
with by Parliament. 


Sir THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
lets, St. George’s): At the same time 


'may I ask the Secretary of State 


for the Home Department, having 
regard to the instances in the United 
Kingdom in which licensed victuallers 
who have spent considerable sums 
of money in the acquisition of their 
premises have been deprived of their 
licences through no fault of their 
own in either the conduct or manage- 
ment of their business, will he state 
whether he can see his way to intro- 
duce legislation such as will admit of 
compensation being granted in all cases 
in which the magistrates withhold the 
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renewal of a licence on the ground that| Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: I suppose 


a reduction in the number of licences in 
the district is desirable. 


*THeE SECRETARY or STATE For 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKeErs 
Doue.as, Kent, St. Augustine’s): Though 
my attention has been called to this 
matter I have no information as to the 
actual results of the present licensing 


‘the right hon. Gentleman will obtain 
|the information in sufficient time to 
| enable appeals to be entered ? 


| *Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: It will 


| be given as soon as the Brewster Sessions 
| are over. 


Mr FLOWER (Bradford, W.): I beg 


ito ask the Secretary of State for the 


sessions, but assuming that the facts Home Department whether the action 


are as indicated in the Questions, I must 
point out that it has long been clear by 


well-known legal decisions that the | 


renewal of a licence may be refused for 
reasons other than misconduct, e.g. for 
the reason that the justices in their 
discretion do not think that the licence 
is required. I can give my hon. friends 
the numbers refused for this reason in 
four years since 1890 if they so desire. 
That discretion must of course (to use 
the words of the Lord Chancellor in his 
judgment on the case of Sharp v. Wake- 
field) be exercised “ judicially,” and what 
has to be done must bedone “ according 
to the rules of reason and justice and not 
according to private opinion. It is to be 
not arbitrary, vague and fanciful, but 
legal and regular, and it must be ex- 
ercised within the limit to which an 
honest man competent to the discharge 
of his office ought to confine himself.” 
If it should appear that the justices are 
acting otherwise, it would certainly be a 
matter of gravity; but I do not think 
that we are yet in possession of sufficient 
information as to the facts to enable us 
toform an opinion. I will call for a 
full return directly the sessions are 
closed. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman send a circular to 
the magistrates, setting forth the admir- 
able opinion of the Lord Chancellor as to 
their duties in the matter ? 


*Srr THOMAS DEWAR: Is the recent 
action of the magistrates in any way con- 
nected with the Licensing Act of last 
year ? 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: That Act 
confers no new powers on justices with 


_ Tespect to the refusal of licences. 


of the licensing justices throughout 
the country in refusing, or in declaring 
their intention to refuse, the renewal 


of licences, is in consequence of any 


instructions issued by Government ? 


| *Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: No, Sir ; 
| the justices are acting in this matter, as 
| they must do, on their own discretion ; 
| and the Government have no authority 
| to issue instructions to them. 


Atlantic Shipping Combine. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade, 
in reference to the agreement proposed 
'to be made by them with Mr. Pierpont 


|Morgan’s Shipping Trust, now known 
as the International Mercantile Marine 
|Company, will they afford this House 
| any opportunity of expressing an opinion 
on that agreement before it is finally 
| concluded. 





|__THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD oF 
| TRADE (Mr. GeraLp Ba.rour, Leeds, 
| Central): I must remind the hon. Member 
that the general lines of the agreement 
have been settled and accepted by both 
parties, and that the Government can- 
not treat them as open to re-considera- 
tion. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Who are 
the parties ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
Government on the one hand and the 
Atlantic Combine on the other. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Then will 
the House have no opportunity of con- 
sidering the question ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Oh yes, 
when the Papers are laid on the Table. 


T2 
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Port of London--Inspection of Food 
Imports. 


Mr. D. J. MORGAN (Essex, 
Walthamstow): I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board 
whether his attention has been called to 
the fact that articles of food imported 
into London, and landed at the wharves 
on the river side, are not subject to in- 
spection by the officers of the Port 
Sanitary Authority of the Port of 
London ; and whether he will consider 
the advisability of issuing an order 
giving to the Port Sanitary Authority 
jurisdiction over all wharves abutting 
upon the Port of London, whether on 
the River Thames or within the area of 
any dock. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N. R., Thirsk): My 
attention has been called to the matter 
referred to, and I am now considering 
the issue of an Order dealing with it. 


Sergeant Hyde, Royal Irish Constabulary. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
Co., N. E.): I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he can state whether an 
inquiry has yet been held into the charge 
made against Sergeant Hyde of supply- 
ing false information with regard to the 
action of the police at Glenville, on the 
23rd of November, in preventing persons 
attending an ordinary meeting of the 
United Irish League, and imprisoning 
those who did attend by fastening 
the door of the League room; whether 
his attention has been directed to the 
proceedings taken against Sergeant 
Hyde before the magistrates at Rath- 
cormac on the 23rd of December and 
their decision; and what is the result 
of any inquiry made into al] the circum- 
stances of this case. 


Tae CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynbuam, Dover): Yes, 
Sir. The sergeant was reduced, as a 
result of the inquiry held, to the rank 
of constable. He was fined for assault 
at the Petty Sessions mentioned. He 
has since retired from the force. 
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Mr. SWIFT MAGNEILL: Has this 
man a pension for his “ deserving” 
services ? ; 


Mr. WYNDHAM: He has a pension. 


Land Purchase in Queen’s County—Mr. 
Walker's Farm at Towlerton. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the Land Commission 
considered they had sufficient security 
when sanctioning an advance for the 
purchase of Mr. John Walker’s farm at 
Towlerton, Queen’s County, by the 
occupier from the representatives of the 
late Mr. Edge ; has the security depre- 
ciated since then; and, if not, will he 
explain on what grounds the Land 
Commission refuse to sanction sale of the 
occupiers’ interest in the holding, and 
demand a fine of £50 from the purchaser. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I would refer the 
hon. Member to a reply to a Question 
put on this matter on the 18th December 
last. The application made to the Com- 
missioners in this case was one in reference 
to which they exercised the discretion 
vested in them by Statute, upon a full 
knowledge of all the facts. It would be 
contrary to practice to discuss their 
decisions in the manner now suggested. 


Imprisonment for Contempt of Court— 
MElligott’s Case. 

Mr. McGOVERN (Cavan, W.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland is he aware 
that a man named M‘Elligott from near 
Bawnboy, County Cavan, has been con- 
fined in Dundalk Gaol during the past 
nineteen months for refusing to give 
possession of his farm to the Irish Land 
Commission at £60 less than he could get 
from a solvent purchaser; and will the 
Government introduce a Bill toamend the 
law relating to contempt of court, in order 
to prevent people being confined for 
indefinite periods for offences of this 
description. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The nature of the 
contempt in respect of which this man 
was committed to prison by the Master 
of the Rolls, was stated in my answer to 
the hon. Member’s similar Question of the 
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90th March last. The Executive has no 
power to interfere in such cases. The 
reply to the second part of the Question 
is in the negative. 


Mr. McGOVERN : Does the right hon. 
Gentleman intend to keep this man 
permanently in prison ? 


Irish Royal College of Science—Lecturer 
in Organic Chemistry. 

Mr. McKEAN (Monaghan, §.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if his 
attention has been drawn to the circum- 
stances under which a recent appointment 
has been made to a vacancy in the posi- 
tion of Lecturer in Organic Chemistry at 
the Royal College of Science in Ireland ; 
whether he is aware that the Assistant 
Secretary to the Technical Instruction 
Department of the Board of Agriculture 
conferred the position on a gentleman 
who only became a candidate for it at 
the solicitation of the Department ; and 
will he explain why another candidate, 
of at least equal qualifications, who is an 
Irishman residing in Ireland, a Roman 
Catholic, and graduate and Fellow of the 
Royal University of Ireland, and who 
was, in addition, recommended by the 
gentleman who obtained the appoint- 
ment, was passed over. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The gentleman 
selected for this appointment, which was 
made by the Department, is an Irishman. 
He has had considerable experience as 
a lecturer. 


Rural Libraries (Ireland) Act. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.) : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the Department of 
Agriculture and Technical Instruction or 
the Congested Districts Board propose to 
encourage the adoption of the Rural 
Libraries Act by a grant to those district 
councils which have already adopted, or 
may adopt, the Act in the future. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Both Departments 
afford aid to village and working-men’s 
libraries in the purchase and selection of 
books. The Department of Agriculture 
has also at present under consideration 
further proposals framed with the view 


of promoting the adoption of the Act by | 


rural district councils. 
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Liscannar Harbour. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lisetonanh of Ireland when the 
improvement of Liscannar Harbour, as 
provided for in the Marine Works ([re- 
land) Act, is likely to be carried out. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In addition to this 
Question, I have received many com- 
munications from the hon. Member for 
West Clare, in whose constituency 
Liscannar is situate. The plans are now 
completed, and, after conferring with 
representatives of the County Council on 
the 28th inst., I trust that there may be 
no cause for delay. 


Irish Proclaimed Districts. 

Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
give the names of the counties and dis- 
tricts in Ireland which still remain pro- 
claimed under the provisions of the 
Criminal Law and Procedure Act. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The counties of 
Cavan, Clare, Cork, Galway, King’s, 
Leitrim, Limerick, Longford, Mayo, 
Queen’s, Roscommon, Sligo, Tipperary, 
Waterford, and Westmeath, and the 
county boroughs of Cork, Dublin, 
Limerick and Waterford, are still sub- 
ject to the provisions of the Act in re- 
spect of special juries and changes of 
venue. The summary jurisdiction clause 
of the Act has been withdrawn from 
portions of ten counties and from three 
county boroughs, and remains in force 
in portions of five counties—Clare, 
Limerick, Roscommon, Sligo and 


Tipperary. 


Mr. DELANY: What is the reason 
for maintaining these proclamations ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The same as in- 
duced the original order, I presume. 


Religious Disturbances at Thurles. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast. S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that, a short time ago, a Noncon- 





formist church in Thurles, County 
Tipperary, was broken into, the har- 
| monium smashed, bibles torn up, and 
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the whole church saturated with paraffin | leaving divine service on Sunday 15th 
oil and set on fire; and if he will state instant ; and will he state what steps he 
howjmany arrests were made. proposes to take in the matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No arrests have; Mr WYNDHAM: The reply to the 
yet been made in connection with this | first inquiry is in the affirmative. The 
dastardly occurrence—none the less re- police have no power to prosecute for 
grettable because it is most uncommon | the offence of refusing to drive a fare. 
in Ireland. With respect to the occurrence on the 

fend agg = erates that a 

: number of little boys were playing foot- 

7 irish Land Conftrence Report. | ball, and that a a was Genes from 
“ Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): I | their direction in that of Dr. Long. He 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | was not struck or otherwise stoned, nor 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he | do the police consider that there was any 
will print and girculate the Report of | intention to strike him. 
the Irish Land Conference as a Parlia- | 
mentary Paper. | Belfast Betting Prosecution. 

| Mr. SLOAN: I beg to ask the Chief 

Mr. WYNDHAM: I peapen to lay Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Papers on some aspects of the land pur- Ireland whether he is aware that a man 
chase question, including a Report on the | named McDuff, who was convicted and 
present condition of past purchasers. I | fined in Belfast for keeping an_ illegal 
will consider the desirability of adding | betting house, made application through 
this Report, although, of course, it is in | his solicitor to have his books and papers, 
no sense an official document, and indeed | which were seized by the police, given 
derives its interest from that fact. - | back to him, which the magistrates re- 

fused; and will he explain by whose 

Prosecution under the Crimes Act— | "ders and on what grounds an order was 

Disqualified Councillors. ‘sent from Dublin Castle to hand them 


Mr. DELANY: I beg to ask the Chief | >#¢- 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 5 : 
Ireland whether he can state the number) Mk. WYNDHAM: _The magistrates 
of county rural district and urban coun-| made no_ order in _ respect to 
cillors and Poor Law guardians respec- either the detention or return of these 
tively, who have been disqualified within books and papers. There was no clause 
the past twelve months in Ireland in| of forfeiture in the Statute and it would 
consequence of sentences of imprisonment | have been unjustifiable on the part of 
with hard labour having been passed | the police to have retained them. Direc- 
upon them under the Criminal Law and | tions for their return were consequently 
Procedure (Ireland) Act; and whether | given. 
he proposes to introduce legislation to | 
remove such disqualification. ' Dublin Post Office—Split Duty Grievance. 
| Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Mr WYNDHAM: The number of} Green): I beg to ask the Postmaster 
cases of the kind mentioned was fourteen. | General if he is aware that the nine clear 
In answer to the concluding inquiry I; hours at home recommended by the 
would refer to my reply to the similar|Tweedmouth Commission has not yet 
Question addressed to me on the 22nd been carried into effect in Dublin ; and 
October last. ' whether, if there is no reasonable hope 
| that it will be carried out, the Postmaster 
Dr. Long. |General could see his way to make some 


*Mr. SLOAN: I beg to ask the Chief | pecuniary grant to the Dublin staff in 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- | lieu thereof. 





land whether he is aware that in Limerick | 

on 14th January last the driver of a car'} Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
refused to drive Dr. Long to attend a am sorry to find that there are still eight 
patient; and that he was stoned after | officers in the parcel office who have not 
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received the benefit of a clear nine hours’ 
interval at home. I have given renewed 


stringent instructions on the subject. 


Dublin Post Office—Stamping Duties. 

Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
Postmaster General if he is aware that 
stamping is largely done by sorting clerks 
and telegraphists at Dublin, while in 
other large centres, such as Glasgow, 
stamping is entirely confined to postmen ; 
and can he say whether stamping comes 
under the strict limit of a sorting clerk’s 
duty, and, if not, will he see that it is 
done by the proper officers. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: It 
is not correct to say that the stamping of 
correspondence at Dublin is largely done 
by sorting clerks and_ telegraphists. 
The duty is mainly performed by post- 
men, but three sorting clerks and tele- 
graphists are allotted to stamp the 
correspondence posted by Government 
Departments, and junior sorting clerks 
and telegraphists assist in the stamping 
of the ordinary correspondence when 
there is unusual pressure of work. Such 
work, although assigned to postmen, when 
the interests of the business require it is 
work which is also proper to sorting 
clerks and telegraphists and in which 
they have to qualify. 


Pay of Irish Telegraph Learners. 

Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
Postmaster General if he is aware that 
learners in many English post offices, such 
as Manchester, Leeds, and Sheffield, are 
paid at the rate of 8s. weekly, and on 
appointment get 16s. per week, and that 
the rates of pay throughout Ireland for 
persons holding the same rank are 6s. 
and 12s. respectively, and whether, seeing 
that the cost of living in the large towns 
in Ireland is at least as great as that in 
some of the English centres where the 
higher rate of pay is given, will he con- 
sider the advisability of granting the 
same wages in Ireland as he does under 
similar circumstances in England. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
Wages of 8s. a week for learners with 
16s. a week on appointment as sorting 
clerk and telegraphist were introduced as 
a temporary measure at certain English 
offices where a difficulty was experienced 
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in obtaining the necessary number of can- 
didates. The ordinary wages are found 
to be sufficient in Ireland to attract the 
required candidates ; and it is not pro- 
posed to increase them. 


Mr. NANNETTI: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman give me a copy of these 
answers ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Yes; 
but if the hon. Gentleman when he wishes 
for a copy of the reply will put down his 
Questions as unstarred that will serve his 
purpose, as copies are supplied with the 
Parliamentary Papers. 


Questions. 


Tory Island Cable. 

Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade if he can now state what decision 
has been arrived at with reference to the 
repair of the Tory Island Cable. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
been informed by my right hon. friend 
the Postmaster General that arrange- 
ments are being made by his Department 
for taking over the Tory Island Cable, 
and that it is intended to repair the 
cable as{soon as circumstances admit. 


International Automobile Race. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg toask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether, in view of the desire in Ireland 
that the International Automobile Race 
should be run in that country, and 
considering that the local councils 
through whose districts the cars will 
speed are prepared to take every pre- 
caution for the safety of life, he will 
introduce a Bill to enable the competitors 
to hold the race in Ireland. 


Cotonen. SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.): Before the right hon. Gentleman 
answers this Question, may I ask is His 
Majesty’s Government aware that this 
is a rare occasion on which the whole 
of the Irish people are at one? Taking 
this fact into consideration, will His 
Majesty’s Government give a favourable 
reply to the Question? (Laughter.) 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I agree that my 
hon. and gallant friend is to-day speak- 
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ing for the whole of Ireland. I under- 
stand that a Bill has been drafted by 
the hon. Member for the New Forest 
Division of Hants. In view of the 
unanimous desire of all the local bodies 
representing districts through which 
the proposed course would run, and also, 
I believe, of all hon. Members of Irish 
constituencies, I venture to express the 
hope that such a Bill would pass as an 
unopposed measure. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny.) 
Will the Government make the Bill their 
own, and thus secure for it the advan- 
tages of such a measure ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not like to 
contemplate the possibility of other hon. 
Members opposing this measure when 
it is brought forward unanimously on 
the part of Ireland. I hope it will pass 
by consent. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : But there 
are other Bills in front of it. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Still, I hope it 
will pass by consent. No one can be 
opposed to it. 


Irish University Education Commission. 
* Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury when 
the final Report of the Royal Commission 
on University Education in Ireland will 
be presented to the House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am informed 
by the Secretary of the Commission that 
the Report will be ready in the first week 
in March. 


Marine Insurance Bill. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 

ol, Exchange): I beg to ask the First 

rd of the Tocmety if it is the intention 
of the Government to reintroduce the 
Marine Insurance Bill at an early date. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Lord 
Chancellor hopes to reintroduce the Bill 
at an early date. I believe it is a measure 
that is much needed, and that it is prac- 
tically agreed to by the important com- 
mercial interests concerned. 
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Commissioners of Woods and Forests— 
Grants to Denominational Schools. 
Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 

Elland): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether steps have yet 
been taken to discontinue the grants 
hitherto made by the Commissioners of 
Woods and Forests to 104 denominational 
schools ; and whether he can yet inform 
the House whether there is any other 
national Department that contributes in 
the same manner to denominational 
schools. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: These grants 
will be continued up to the appointed 
day. After the appointed day, the con- 
tinuation of these grants will be limited 
to the question of repairs; and the basis 
of any contribution, if contribution is to 
be made, is a matter which cannot yet be 
determined. As to the last part of the 
Question, I have no information about 
other Departments, but there would be 
no objection to a Return if the hon. 
Member will move for it. 


DISTRIBUTION OF PARLIAMENTARY 
PAPERS. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): I beg to ask the Financial Secretary 
to the War Office why it is that the White 
Paper dealing with the distribution of the 
six Army Corps has been sent to the 
newspapers and not distributed to the 
Members of the House. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): I am afraid 
I cannot answer the Question, as I have 
been away for the last three days, and 
am not aware of the circumstances under 
which it was communicated to the news- 
papers. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Does this 
come under the Betrayal of Official 
Secrets Act ? 


No answer was returned. 


NEW BILLS. 


SMALL HOLDERS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


“To extend to tenants of small hold- 
ings the benefits of the Crofters (Scotland) 
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Acts,” presented by Mr. Black ; supported 
by Dr. Farquharson, Mr. Crombie, Mr. 

eir, Mr. John Dewar, Mr. Cathcart 
Wason, Mr. J. D. Hope, and Mr. Harms- 
worth; to be read a second time on 
Friday, 24th April, and to be printed. 
[Bill 39.] 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS (SCOTLAND) 
ACT (1897) AMENDMENT BILL. 

“To amend the Congested Districts 
(Scotland) Act, 1897, and to enlarge the 
powers conferred under that Act,” pre- 
sented by Mr. John Dewar; supported 
by Mr. Thomas Shaw, Mr. Weir, and Mr. 
Cathcart Wason; to be read a second 
time tomorrow, and to be printed. [Bill 
40.] 


MEDICAL ACTS AMENDMENT BILL. 
“To amend the Medical Acts, 1858 
to 1886,” presented by Sir John Batty 
Tuke ; supported by Sir John Gorst, Mr. 
James Campbell, Sir Richard Jebb, Mr. 
Talbot, and Sir Michael Foster; to be 
read a second time upon Friday, 24th 
April, and to be printed. [Bill 41.] 


LEASEHOLD ENFRANCHISEMENT 
BILL. 


“To enable certain Leaseholders to 
become Freeholders,” presented by 
General Laurie ; supported by Mr. Spear, 
Mr. Cohen, and Sir George Fardell ; to 
be read a second time upon Friday, 3rd 
April, and to be printed. [Biil 42.] 


COLONIAL MARRIAGES BILL. 

“ Tolegalise certain Colonial Marriages,” 
presented by General Laurie ; supported 
by Mr. Rothschild, Mr. Arthur Stanley, 
Sir Gilbert Parker, and Captain Jessel ; 
to be read a second time upon Friday, 
12th June, and to be printed. [Bill 43.] 


MEDICAL ACT (1858) AMENDMENT 
BILL. 


“To amend the Medical Act of 1858,” 
agg by General Laurie ; supported 
y Mr. Rothschild, Sir Howard Vincent, 
Mr. Middlemore, and Sir Mancherjee 
Bhownaggree ; to be read a second time 
upon Friday, 20th March, and to be 
printed. [Bill 44.] 


MEDICAL ACT (1886) AMENDMENT 
BILL. 


“To amend the Medical Act of 1886,” 
presented by General Laurie ; supported 
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by Mr. Rothschild, Sir Howard Vincent, 
Mr. Middlemore, and Sir Mancherjee 
Bhownaggree ; to be read a second time 
upon Friday, 20th March, and to be 
printed. [Bill 45.] 


MINES EIGHT HOURS BILL. 


“To limit the hours of underground 
workers in Mines to Eight Hours per day 
from bank to bank,” presented by Mr. 
Ellis Griffith ; supported by Mr. William 
Abraham (Rhondda), Mr. Pickard, Mr. 
Joseph Walton, Mr. Thomas Bayley, Mr. 
Jacoby, Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. Hatch, 
Mr. William Jones, and Sir Albert Rollit ; 
to be read a second time upon Friday, 
24th April, and to be printed. [Bill 46.} 


LEASEHOLDERS (PURCHASE OF FEE 
SIMPLE) BILL. 


“To give facilities to Leaseholders for 
the purchase of the Fee Simple of their 
holdings,” presented by Mr. Kearley ; 
supported by Mr. Emmott, Sir William 
Holland, Mr. William M‘Arthur, Mr. 
George Whiteley, and Mr. Field ; to be 
read a second time upon Tuesday, 5th 
May, and to be printed. [Bill. 47.] 


BANKRUPTCY LAW AMENDMENT 
BILL. 


“To amend the Law of Bankruptcy,” 
_ presented by Sir Albert Rollit ; supported 
| by Sir Henry Fowler ; to be read a second 
time upon Friday, and to be printed. 
[Bill 48. } 





HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
(LONDON) BILL. 


“To regulate the conditions under 
which displacements of persons of the 
Labouring Class may be made in London 
under statutory powers, and to require 
the provision of sufficient new Housing 
Accommodation,” presented by Sir John 
Dickson Poynder:: supported by Sir John 
|Gorst, Mr. Claude Hay, Mr. Cust, and 
Major Evans-Gordon; to be read ‘a 
second time upon Tuesday, 3rd March, 
and to be printed. [Bill 49.] 





KING’S SPEECH (MOTION FOR AN 
ADDRESS). 
| Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
| Debate on Main Question [17th February] 
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“That an humble Address be presented 
to His Majesty, as followeth :— 


Army 


“* Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Treland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
leave to offer our humble thanks to Your 
Majesty for the Gracious Speech which 
Your Majesty has addressed to both 
Houses of Parliament.”—(Mr. Gretton.) 


Question again proposed. 


ARMY ORGANISATION. 


*Mr. BECKETT (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Whitby) said that in moving the Amend- 
ment which stood in hisname, he was giving 
expression to the opinion entertained not 
only by many members of that House, but 
by almost everybody outside. To every 
one who had followed the signs of the 
times it could, not but be apparent that 
the policy of the War Office would be 
seriously challenged; and it was only 
right and fitting that this strong disap- 
proval should find utterance in the House 
of Commons. It was not agreeable—in- 
deed, it was intensely disagreeable—to 
find oneself in opposition to a Govern- 
ment which one desired to support, and 
he wished, therefore, to make it perfectly 
clear that he was attacking the policy, not 
of the Government, but of a Department ; 
not the administration of affairs in general, 
but the administration of the Army in 
particular; and in doing this he ran 
counter to no Unionist principles whatever ; 
he claimed to be as sound and loyal a Con- 
servative as any hon. Member who might 
rise in the course of that debate to defend 
the system. His task was not rendered 
easier by the fact that the head of the 
Department attacked was a friend of 
over twenty years standing, for whom 
he had the warmest regard, and whose 
excellent and admirable qualities he 
held in the highest esteem. But when 
one saw a friend embarking on a course 
which must lead to disaster, it was the 
part of a friend to give warning of the 
danger, and to attempt to divert him 
into another course, at the end of which 
was to be found success. He appre- 
ciated the great difficulties with which 
his right hon. friend had had to deal, 
and the zeal and energy with which he 
had tried to cope with them. But the 
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measure of his difficulties bad been the 
measure of his opportunities. No man 
had ever had greater opportunities, but 
he regretted to say that, from their 
point of view, those opportunities had 
been unhappily used or deplorably 
neglected ; and, instead of putting the 
Army on a new and efficient basis, the 
right hon. Gentleman had produced a 
scheme unsound in principle and ruin- 
ous in practice. 


He would endeavour to make good his 
words without going into more detail than 
was absolutely necessary It was high time 
that the nation took stock of its position. 
They had madegreat effortsand great sacri- 
fices, and they seriously needed a period 
of rest and recuperation. He remem- 
bered, just before the war broke out, 
attending a bankers’ dinner at which 
Lord Salisbury was present, and ad- 
dressed a serious warning to the nation, 
telling them they were in danger of 
doing what men of businesscalled “trading 
beyond their capital ”—that they were in 
danger of undertaking obligations they 
would not beable to meet, andassuming re- 
sponsibilities greater than they were able 
to bear. If that warning was needed 
then, how much more was it needed now, 
when we had spent over £200,000,000 
sterling in South Africa. The war was 
over, but the consequences remained, 
as they were unpleasantly reminded 
every time the tax-gatherer knocked at 
their doors. The taxpayer urgently 
required relief ; but taxation could only 
be reduced if expenditure were reduced, 
and reduction of expenditure was 
naturally looked for where it had most 
largely increased, viz., on the Army. 
Every one would agree that if for 
two-thirds of the present cost the 
country could have a thoroughly effi- 
cient Army which would meet all the 
needs of the Empire, it was the duty of 
the Minister for War to provide such an 
Army. His proposition was that for 
twenty millions of money we could have 
an Army better suited than the one 
which now existed to meet all the needs 
of the Empire. Before he asked for thirty 
millions of money, it was the business of 
the Secretary of State for War to show 
that the present force was needed; 
that every man was absolutely necessary, 
and could not be dispensed with, 
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and he had never attempted to do that. | able performance on the part of Jupiter 
The nation wanted to know what were | when, after pains in the head, he pro- 
the needs of the Empire, and what sort | duced from his brain Minerva, fully 
of Army was required for their defence. | armed and equipped; but that per- 
The nation was conscious of ex-|formance sank into insignificance 
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travagant expenditure with inadequate compared to that of the Secretary for 
results, and wanted sufficient security War, who, after a few days’ pains in 
at a reasonable cost. They wanted to his head, produced six Army Corps, 
know what purposes the Army was|armed and equipped, ready for every- 


intended to serve, and how much was | 
to be spent on it. This information had | 
been given to the authorities at Pall | 
Mall, or it had not. If it had, then the | 


nation which had to pay was entitled to | 


be informed what it had to pay for, and | 
why it had to pay so much. If it had | 
not, then the military authorities had 
been organising in a haphazard fashion | 
for an uncertain object, and no wonder, 
then, that the result had been something 


like chaos. 


There had been no authoritative state- 
ment as to the views of the authorities 
as to the requirements from the Army 
except that issued by Mr. Stanhope in 
a Memorandum issued in the year 1891. 
It was a rather interesting document, | 
but he did not propose to read it to the | 
House. He would content himself with 
reading a paragraph— 


“It will be distinctly understood that the 
employment of Army Corps in the field in any | 
European war is sufficiently improb:ble to 
make it the primary duty of the military 
authorities to organise efficiently our forces 
for defence.” 


Therefore, according to that Memo- | 


randum, our primary duty was to | 
organise our forces efficiently for the | 
defence of the country. The outcome | 


} 


of that view was this scheme of six | 
Army Corps. He thought it would be | 
rather interesting if they could ever | 


find out what was the genesis and con- | 


ception of the Six Army Corps scheme. | 
How was it that the Secretary for War | 


| 
} 


managed to hit on this scheme? Was | 
it adopted after long consultation with | 


| 


the officials at the War Office? Was it | 


thing except war. 


He had several objections to this Army 
Corps scheme. His first objection was 
that it was based on a wrong principle ; 
his second was that it was not fitted for 
the real needs of the country ; his third 
was that it was enormously costly; his 


‘fourth was that it did not remove the 


defects which the war in South Africa 
so clearly revealed ; his fifth was that it 
was not adapted to the conditions of 
service in this country; and the sixth 
was that it had no real existence. He 
ventured to say that the defence of this 
country was the primary duty, first of 
the Navy and next of its citizens. Our 
history and our position alike indicated 
this policy to us. It was not for nothing 
that we were hemmed round by the 


| inviolate sea, on which floated the most 
‘powerful Navy in the world. If our 
| position compelled us to maintain our 


Navy at an overwhelming strength, it 


| relieved us from the necessity of main- 
taining a large Army to guard our 
frontiers, for our frontiers were the sea, 


and these could only be properly guarded 
by the Navy. If the War Office con- 
tended, as he understood they did. that 
our Navy did not defend us efficiently, 
that was an argument for strengthen- 
ing our Navy-*not for strengthening our 
Army ; and therefore he absolutely en- 
dorsed the words of the right hon.Gentle- 
man the Member for East Fife, when hesaid 
that an Army organised for home defence 
was a costly, wasteful and foolish luxury. 
His right hon. friend the Secretary for 
War asked, if we lost temporary command 
of the sea, whether we should allow the 


subjected to careful examination and | country to be despoiled by our foes. 
minute criticism? Were those respon-| This meant that we were asked to spend 
sible for the efficiency of the Army | £30,000,000 annually because moments 
called intoconsultation, and did they pro- | might occur, wnich, if they did not occur, 
nounce a blessing upon it? He under- | would be absolutely thrown away. No 
stood nothing of the kind took place.| wise nation will strain its resources, 
He understood that the War Office | cripple its finances, and saddle itself 
repudiated the paternity of this scheme. | with a huge burden of taxation merely to 
They always thought it a very remark- | provide against a contingency that had 
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not occurred for a thousand years, and 
which was never likely to occur again. 
What did the temporary loss of the 
command of the seamean? It meant that 
either the Navy was temporarily dis- 
abled or was lured away to other parts 
of the globe. Did any one imagine that 
under these circumstances any foreign 
foe would dare to land a force on these 
shores, which might be shut up and 
caught like rats in a trap? It was 
Moltke who said that, in such a contin- 
gency, he knew of twenty ways of getting 
into England, but not one of getting 
out. We need not, he thought, be afraid 


Army 


of a temporary raid. 


We ought to rely far more than the 
War Office had done hitherto on the 
citizens of this country. We had never 
appealed to the people of England in 
the right way ; and if we did not appeal 
to them in the right way we could not 
expect them to do what we wanted them 
to do. He believed that if appealed to 
in the right way we should get such a 
response as would astonish the gentlemen 
at the War Office, and would show that 
the people of England were not so dead 
to their duty and interest as these gentle- 
men believed. We had the raw material 
for the finest and cheapest citizen Army 
that the world had ever seen, and, 
properly trained and organised, they 
could repel with ease any temporary 
raid, which, indeed, would never. be 
attempted. It was common knowledge 
that the Volunteer force had been dis- 
couraged by the War Office; and that 
men had been driven out of that 
force because the War Office had laid 
down regulations with which it was 
impossible for Volunteet Officers to 
comply. The Volunteers might not be 
fully trained—as he would show that the 
Regular Army was not properly: trained ; 
but he maintained that an imperfectly 
trained Volunteer was a better man for 
defence of the country than a citizen not 
trained at all. It was not only on 
the Volunteers that the course pursued 
by the War Office had had a most 
pernicious effect, but also on the defence 
forces in the Colonies. He had a letter 
from a General in Australia who was in 


@ position to know, and who said that— 
‘The main obstacle to the organisation of 


the forces of the Colonies of Australia was the 
odiuin in which the War Office was held.” 


Mr. Beckett. 
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And here he would like to make a quota- 
tion from Lord Roberts who, in an article, 
said— 

“ What are really required for Englend, are 
two Armies—a home Army, and a foreign 
service Army. The former should consist, I 
conceive, of some sort of Militia, and this 
should be our reserve. The latter should 
always be in the most perfect state of 
efficiency, ready to take the field in our 
distant possessions upon the shortest possible 
notice.” 


A large Regular Army for home defence 
was not mentioned in that definition ; and 
when the Commander-in-Chief talked of 
operations abroad he referred to our 
distant possessions. He never contem- 
plated that our Regular Army should ever 
be employed on the Continent. He was 
not going to discuss the question of 
Canada. Of what use would two Army 
Corps be in America? If we had to 
contend with America, we would have to 
put the whole nation into the field. It 
might be said that a large Regular Army 
would be required on the Indian frontier. 
He knew something about our Indian 
frontier, and he thought that this idea 
of an invasion of India by Russia was 
a good deal of a bugbear. A Russian 
officer had said to him— 


“In the first place, no one contemplates in- 
vading India. It is true we bring pressure 
upon your Indian frontier when we want to 
get something out of you in other parts of the 
world. We do not seriously contemplate the 
invasion of India, becuse, in the first place, 
we do not want India, and in the second place, 
because it would be impossible.” 


We knew that, armed as we were with 
modern weapons and smokeless powder, 
it would be impossible for an invading 
Army to get through the passes. Then 
we also knew that until Quetta, on whose 
fortification so much had been spent, was 
taken, it would be perfectly impossible for 
Russia to march on India. All that would 
be needed would be to strengthen the 
Indian garrison from home, and it would 
not require a great Army to do that. 
And here he would quote from what 
President Roosevelt, of the United States, 
had said only the other day, which exactly 
expresses our ideal of what the English 
Army ought to be— 


“The [American] Army is small, and it is 
not desirable that it should be other than 
small relatively to the population, but we have 
a right to expect that it shall represent for its 
size the very highest point of efficiency in the 
civilised world. 
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Whatever else could be said about it, the 
great increase in the expenditure on our 
Army was a fact, open, gross and palpable 
to the eyes and pockets of all men. He 
maintained that the Army was not only un- 
suited to our needs, but enormously costly. 
The increaseof expenditure was very great. 
He would take the year 1880, in which 
he had a particular interest hecause the 
father of the present Financial Secretary 
to the War Office was then Secretary for 
War. At that time the total expenditure 
on the Army was £14,980,000, and that 
was just after the Zulu War and the 
Afghan War, and shortly before and after 
we were ready to go to war with Russia. 
In the year 1899 the expenditure was 
£20,617,000. That was the year before 
the Boer War. And now the expenditure 
had risen to £29,310,000—an expenditure 
which was out of all proportion to the 
increase of our population and to the 
increase of our trade. The Government 
said that that increase of expenditure was 
inevitable. Well, let them prove it to be 
inevitable. We had no evidence of the 
fact. There was a point beyond which 
expenditure could not go, for the simple 
reason that the taxpayers of the country 
would rebel against it. Moreover—and 
he strongly urged this consideration—it 


might be that in indulging in this inflated 
expenditure we were running the risk of 
provoking a reaction which might lead to 


a dangerous parsimony. He held that 
the distribution of expenditure upon 
the Army and Navy required reconsidera- 
tion, though he need not dwell on that, 
because it was admitted by everybody 
that the predominant position of the 
Navy must be accepted, and that the 
Army should be supplemental to the 
Navy. 


His contention was that for such 
increased expenditure no adequate result 
had been obtained, although glaring defects 
had been revealed. Would those defects 
be removed under the scheme of the Secre- 
tary of State for War? When he called 
attention to defects in the Army he 
must be understood as making no 
reflection whatever on the officers and 
men, who did their duty so gallantly in 
the field. The defects to which he 
referred were mainly due to three causes— 
the lack of foresight, the lack of organisa- 


tion, and the Jack of training. Nothing 
had been thought out before the early 
disasters of the war in South Africa, 
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and no proper preparations had been 
made to meet what was called an 
“inevitable war.” Recently the Prime 
Minister stated—and his announcement 
created a great deal of interest in the 
covntry—that the Council of Defence 
had been reconstituted. Of course the 
reconstitution was proof, if proof were 
needed, that the previous Brana of 
Defence was a farce and a failure. Yet, 
they should remember that before the 
previous Council of Defence there was 
the prospect of an inevitable war which 
it would have been thought would have 
been a sufficient inducement and stimulus 
to bring the members of the Council 
together in order to deliberate and 
consult and prepare for the war. What 
assurance had the House of Commons 
that without any such stimulus or 
inducement the Council of Defence would 
rise to any higher conception of its duties. 
He sincerely hoped and believed that it 
would ; but their good faith in the matter 
was of the substance of things hoped for, 
and based on the evidence of things 
unseen. He observed one deficiency in 
the composition of the Council. He 
thought that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer ought to be a member of it. 
The members who composed it had one 
eye on the sea and one on shore, but 
they had to have their eyes constantly on 
the Exchequer. Therefore the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer ought to be a member 
of the Council in order to measure its 
schemes by the sound standard of pounds, 
shillings, and pence. He himself wanted 
to know what the Council of Defence 
thought of the present Army scheme, 
and he asked the Prime Minister if he 
would regard the scheme with an open 
mind. The Prime Minister replied that 
he regarded all questions with an open 
mind, in which he himself fully concurred. 
At the same time he wished to know 
whether his right hon. friend would 
regard the Army scheme in particular 
with an open mind, as it involved a large 
expenditure of money if the Army Corps 
were to be put on a more stable, or less 
unstable, foundation. Ministers would 
tell the House of Commons next year 
that the country was committed to the 
scheme, but they now wanted the Council 
of Defence to examine the scheme before 
the country was committed to it, and they 
desired an assurance from the Prime 


Minister that, if needs be, the six Army 
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Corps would be thrown into the melt- 
ing pot. Were the politicians on the 
Council to dictate to the soldiers or 
sailors, or were the soldiers or sailors 
to dictate to the politicians? If the 
Cabinet wanted the plans of the 
soldiers or the sailors they could always 
have them ; and the fact that the plans 
were submitted to the Council of Defence 
did not add any new feature to its com 
position, or give any new assurance of its 
effective working. 


After all, the Council of Defence could 
only examine and dispose of schemes of 
attack and defence on the intelligence 
supplied to it by the Intelligence Depart- 
ment, and the Intelligence Department 
could only supply intelligence if it were 
properly and efficiently manned. At the 
present moment the Intelligence Depart- 
ment of the War Office was very much 
undermanned, and it was practically im- 
possible for it to discharge the work com- 
mitted to it. When they read an official 
definition of the duties to be performed 
by one man over countries extending 
almost from China to Peru, and including 
preparations for attack in each country, 
plans for the defence of the colonies, the 
co-ordination and distribution of the mili- 
tary forces of the Crown, to imagine that 
they could be efficiently performed by one 
man was to imagine an absurdity. In 
America, the first thing they did was to 
create a well-paid staff. But then 
America believed in brains; they in 
England did not believe in brains. They 
believed in collecting specials, flat-foots, 
weedy boys and a whole host of undesir- 
ables, and paying them largesumsof money, 
while they starved the brains department. 
Information was the last thing the War 
Office wanted, and all the information 
that came to them was suspect, unless it 
was tied up with red tape, and stamped 
with the official seal. 4 fact, it might 
have been written over the door of -the 
War Office, “Information not wanted 
here.” Then, lack of organisation would 
exist under the new scheme no less 
than under the old. They had it on 
the highest authority that at the outbreak 
of the war the Army was not organised 
for war. That was perfectly evident, 
because, when the Army was called upon, 
not one single battalion or battery was 
ready to take the field. What would 
have happened if the Boers had pushed 
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were forthcoming, he shrank from con- 
templating. It would, however, have been 
a disaster of the first magnitude to the 
British Empire. The truth was that the 
Army was not organised, and would not 
be organised, for war, because the Army 
scheme was based on a fallacy. It was 
entirely dependent on the exact mainten- 
ance of an equality between units at home 
and abroad, which was impossible. With 
reference to that, Lord Wolseley said :— 


‘‘The moment that basis broke down the 
whole system is thrown out of gear, and it 
tecomes impossible to maintain the system or 
organisation which was created and based on 
that principle.” 


That was to say that when war broke 
out the system broke down. He would 
make a frank admission to the Secretary 
of State for War—that his Army Co 
were as perfect as he doubtless aaa 
make them out to be, provided they were 
not asked to go anywhere or do anything. 
It was true that in spite of their lack of 
organisation they muddled through. A 
Minister of the Crown the other day said 
that it did not matter whether they 
muddled through as long as the British 
Empire came out uppermost. That 
was an unfortunate doctrine, and 
when a Minister of the Crown talked 
like that he was extremely ill-advised. 
For his part he said that the country 
was getting tired of a policy of mess, 
muddle, and make-believe. It wanted 
to see its work well, thoroughly and 
efficiently done. But it was hope- 
less to expect organisation in the 
Army until the War Office, which was 
the head and front of the offending, had 
been organised itself. Commissions sat 
again and again to examine into {the 
defects of the War Office. They laid 
their fingers on the same defects and 
made pretty well the same recommenda- 
tions, but the War Office went its way 
unheeding. If he might parody a well- 
known verse, he would say — 


“ They hear Commissions thunder past 
In silent, deep disdain ; 
They bow their heads before the blast, 
Then plunge in tape again.” 
They had heard a good deal about 
decentralisation, which was a very got 
thing if they could get it; but in 
quiries in the Army Corps districts 
showed that there was no more decen- 
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than there was under the old. The War 
Office lay like a nightmare on the chest 
of the Army. 


A Commission had been appointed 
to inquire into the training of 
oficers. He did not know whether 
its recommendations had been adopted ; 
but if they had not, it was quite time 
they were. He did not blame the 
officers; it was perfectly obvious they 
could not train men unless they had 
men to train. Even from the battalions 
which had been referred to as “ squeezed 
lemons” there were deductions for 
foreign drafts, special duties, employment 
in regimental workshops, etc. It was 
not surprising in such circumstances 
that there was a universal complaint 
that commanding officers never saw 
their battalions, or company officers 
their companies, because there were 
neither battalions nor companies to see. 
The depéts were too few, and required 
instructors. They would have to be 
increased in number, and _ efficient 
instructors would have to be appointed. 
The men were taken away from the 
depots before they were properly trained ; 
and, to quote a military officer of great 
experience, ‘“‘to expect efficiency under 
such a system was to expect a miracle.” 
Yet the nation was asked to expend 
£30,000,000 on expenditure from which 
to expect efficiency was to expect a 
miracle. The result of the system was 
that they could not carry on even a 
small war without calling out the Reserves 
to form part of the fighting line. 
One of the most urgent needs, as was un- 
doubtedly and universally admitted, was 
that we should havea small expeditionary 
force that could be sent anywhere at a 
moment's notice, without mobilisation, 
and without calling Parliament together. 
The Army Corps system did not give 
this force, and could not give it so 
long as the system of linked battalions 
remained. With regard to the linked 
battalion system he would like to quote 
objections to which that was open. 
Lord Roberts said :— 


“As a rule, the battalion in which a 
man first makes his home is the one he will 
like best to the end of his service, and constant 
and compulsory change, or even a liability to 
such change, does more to make a soldier 
dislike the Army and kill the esprit de corps 
that used to exist than anything else.” 
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The Army Corps were founded on this 
very system. Coming to the Army Corps 
themselves, what and where were these 
Army Corps ? They were ona large piece. 
of paper it was true, but were they any- 
where else? He remembered when the 
Secretary of State for War, two 
years ago, came down, like the poet, 
“with his eye in fine frenzy rolling,” 
to give to these six “airy nothings a 
local habitation and aname.” He did not 
intend to quote figures—he, could quote 
figures to any extent—but those figures 
would, no doubt, be objected to by the 
War Office, while any figures quoted by 
the War Office would be objected to by 
their critics. All that he would say was 
that if anybody wanted to satisfy 
himself as to whether these Army 
Corps existed, and in what state, that 
person had better go to the head- 
quarters of the Army Corps and see for 
himself. One industrious journalist 
had gone about looking for a missing 
Army Corps. He reminded one of those 
patient, persevering savants who per- 
ambulated the globe in search of the 
missing link. They might find a skull 
and a bone or two, but they never 
discovered the entireman, and hepredicted 
that a similar failure would await any 
one who tried to discover an entire Army 
Corps. Even if an entire Army Corps 
werefound, his argument was not affected 
in the least ; in fact it was, if anything, 
strengthened, because the more com- 
plete it was, the more money it would 
cost. And not only must the number of 
men in these Army Corps be considered, 
but also what proportion of them were 
efficient soldiers. The figures of the 
War Office were largely open to 
suspicion on this point ; because, though 
the House was told at the commence- 
ment of the war in South Africa that 
we had 109,000 men, it turned out 
subsequently, according to the statement 
of the Secretary of State for War, that 
92,000 of them were not fit to take the 
field. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): That was contradicted by Lord 
Lansdowne, and entirely apeotved. 


*Mr. BECKETT: Excuse me, I can 
quote Lord Lansdowne’s words. 
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* Mr. BRODRICK : I can also quote. 
Lord Lansdowne denied it, and said an 
interpretation was put upon his words 
that they did not bear. 


*Mr. BECKETT: Of course, I know 
that the 92,000 were available later on, 
but not at that moment. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Lord Lansdowne 
showed that at that very moment more 
than half of them were available. 


*Mr. BECKETT : That is quite enough 
for me, Sir. Continuing, the hon. Member 
said he did not object to the country being 
divided up into six districts, nor did he 
object to the Army for home defence being 
divided into Army Corps, but he strongly 
objected to Army Corps, whether complete 
or incomplete, for the reason that they 
were extremely costly ; the work of the 
staff was extremely costly, the work 
which was now being done by a general 
at £4,000 a year being that which in the 
past was done by a general at £800 a 

ear. This Army Corps system also 
blocked the way to Army reform ; they 
would never get Army reform until these 
Army Corps were swept away, root and 
branch. t increased the numbers of 
nominal soldiers without increasing the 
efficiency of the fighting units, and con- 
sidering the fact that our military service 
was totally different from any continental 
system, he thought there was great 
danger in adopting continental systems. 
Continental nations had to defend a 
compact territory, whilst we had to 
defend widely-scattered dominions. They 
trusted for their defence to an Army ; 
we trusted for our defence to a Navy. 
An Army Corps in England stretches 
from Dover to Plymouth, from the Isle 
of Wight to Pembrokeshire, and, spread 
over so wide a country, it cannot be 
organised, manceuvered or trained as a 
fighting unit. The Army Corps system on 
the Continent was intended to facilitate the 
handling of large masses of men. We were 
not called upon to handle such numbers, 
and if the House considered the nature 
of our requirements and the probabilities 
of the future, they would see that 
not once in 100 times would an entire 
Army Corps be required. A great part 
of these Army Corps were composed 
of auxiliaries, which would be withdrawn 
from them.at once if required to serve 
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outside this country; and even if the 
Army Corps were complete they could not 
be moved en masse to the frontiers ; they 
would be broken up when they were put 
on board ship, and as each ship reached 
the other side the men would be marched 
to the front as they arrived, and apn 
Army Corps would therefore never take the 
field, except in a fragmentary condition, 
There was only one place in which an Arm 
Corps could be manceuvred, and that was 
South Africa, and if one were sent out 
there it might be a useful thing. If the 
Government sent out 20,000 men, as they 
proposed to do, to South Africa, they still 
had to keep the linked battalions at home ; 
but if an Army Corps were sent out, and 
it were put on the home establishment, 
they had not to provide linked battalions 
for it. As a matter of fact the whole 
thing hung upon the recruiting, and upon 
this he would quote what General Russell 
said :— 

“The recruiting difficulty is at the bottom 
of all our Army troubles and embarrassments ; 
it is the principal cause of our great expendi- 
ture in proportion to results as compared with 
foreign armies. It hampers our Army training; 
it impairs our efficiency ; it imposes e dless 
trammels on the hands of our officials connected 
with Army administration, be they military or 
civilian, in that it is the great difficulty we 
have to solve, and until solved all so-called 
schemes of Army reform must be in the future, 
as they have been in the past, snares and 
delusions.” 


The difficulty of the recruiting arose 
from the fact that they wanted more 
men than the country was willing to 
supply, and the War Office proposed to 
solve this difficulty by asking for more 
still. The normal amount of men 
available was 25,000, and when more 
than this number was required then 
the pay had to be increased, which 
was a good thing, and the standard 
had to be lowered, which was bad. He 
also thought that during the war the 
War Office lost a great opportunity. — 
The one thing this war had shown was 
the value of intelligence and character, 
/and men of intelligence and character 
/could only be attracted by improving 
| the conditions of service and raising the 
pay, but we were still recruiting from 
|the same class as before. Upon this 
| point he would just quote the Report of 


| the Inspector General of Recruiting :— 
_ “ Besides this, the annual net desertions—it 
| is no use blinking the fact—amount to about 
‘ 2,500 ; and the total wastage of men per annum 
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amounts to something like 51) per cent. of the 
annual contingent. Thus it is no exaggeration 
to say that of the 35,000 recruits who should 
annually arrive in fit physical condition to 
keep our Army up to its normal and sufficient 
strength, we only get about half the number 
of good men; the rest are mere expensive 
trash.” 


The Government were packing their 
Army Corps with “ expensive trash,” and 
then come down to this House and boast 
of their success in raising recruits. He 
wished to point out the po Hasse in which 
the War Office had landed themselves. 
The men enlisted for three years, with 
power to extend their service, in which 
case they would receive an extra sixpence. 
The idea was, he supposed, to pass as 
many men as possible into the Reserve. 
But they could not pass men into the Re- 
serve and provide men for the foreign 
drafts at the same time. If a sufficient 
number of men were not induced by this 
extra sixpence to extend their term of 
service, the War Office would be abso- 
lutely unable to furnish their foreign 
drafts and the whole system came to the 
ground. It was a gamble on a sixpence ; 
the whole fate of the British Empire 
turned upon a sixpence. Here he would 
mention a quotation from an article by 
Lord Roberts :— 

“We are sacrificing our Army to obtain a 
Reserve... . Any attempt to make the Foreign 
Service Army subservient to the Reserve must 
end in failure, and I confidently predict, in 
disgrace and disaster.” 


An Hon. Member: That was in 1884. 


Mr. GHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): 1881. 


*Mr, BECKETT said that in any case 
it was repeated on Lord Roberts’ 
authority in 1900. But he might be 
asked—‘‘ What is your scheme? You 
propose to pull down ; how do you pro- 
pose to build up?”’ He submitted that 
in his diagnosis of the disease he had 
sufficiently indicated the nature of the 
remedy that he would suggest. In any 
case, it was not his present business 
to propound the remedy. Once the 
principle was accepted, the details would 
fall into their proper places. If his right 
hon. friend did him the honour to con- 
sult him, he would give him a broad 
outline of the details of his scheme, but 
the present was not the time or place to 
produce them. That scheme had been 
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adopted after careful consideration of 
the circumstances, and the most severe 
criticism by skilled experts; its sup- 
porters did not trust to their own wisdom. 
He wished the question could be decided 
on its merits, unexposed to the undertow 
of Party currents. It was a national 
issue of the highest importance, and 
these were issues in which the crack of 
the Party whip ought not to be heard 
or, if heard, disregarded. No doubt the 
Prime Minister, in eloquent and moving 
terms, would make an appeal to his 
followers, and such was the charm the 
right hon. Gentleman invariably exercised, 
that he had no doubt that appeal would 
not be made in vain. He (the speaker), 
however, appealed not to Party, but to 
a principle—the principle that there 
were times when it was the duty of 
every Member of the House to let 
national interests over-ride Party obliga- 
tions. There was not one of their 
trusted leaders, either past or present, 
who had not, at one or another period 
of his career, acted on that principle, 
and what had been right for them in 
the past could not be wrong for us in 
the present. 


He therefore asked the House to 
vote against the scheme of his right 
hon. friend on the following grounds: 
that it involved a huge expenditure 
without adequate result; that its cost, 
compared with that of the Navy, was 
altogether out of proportion to thenational 
requirements from the two services ; 
that it annually demanded a huge 
sum of money which ought either to be 
saved to the taxpayers or spent on the 
Navy; that its organisation was not 
adapted to the work it had to do, and 
would infallibly break down under the 
crucial test of war; that it did not provide 
an expeditionary force or a real reserve ; 
that it was unsuited to the protection of 
the Empire and was no safeguard against 
the invasion of this country ; that it was 
too small to contend with the conscript 
armies of the Continent, and too large 
for expeditionary purposes in distant 
parts of the world ; that it failed to re- 
move the defects rendered apparent by the 
late war, and left untouched the great 
organisation in which those defects 
had their source and origin; that its 
numbers did not exist except on paper, 
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and could not be obtained except at 
an inordinate cost; in a word, that it 
was unsound in principle, ruinous in 
practice, and ought to be swept away, 
abandoned, and replaced by another 
scheme under which the country would 
have a force which would meet and 
fulfil the requirements of the Empire, 
without laying too great a burden on 
the resources of the nation. 


*Masor SEELY (Isle of Wight), in 
seconding the Amendment, said that 
Menibers on his side of the House fully 
realised the gravity of speaking and 
voting for this Amendment to the 
Address, but they were taking their 
present course because they believed 
the matter to be above and beyond 
all Party considerations. Their objec- 
tions to the proposals of the Secretary 
of State were not as to details, but 
were fundamental, and ought not to 
be in any way affected by Party. He 
entirely dissociated himself from any 
personal attack upon any man, except 
in so far as that man was identified 
with the system embodying such faulty 
principles. The strong step of moving 
this Amendment, and carrying it to a 
division, was being taken because its 
supporters believed that the faulty 
principles to which he referred would 
end by landing the country in national 
disaster. They had not forgotten that 
only two and a half years ago that 
national disaster seemed very near, and 
they believed that the policy now being 
pursued, so far from leading towards 
a solution of the difficulties, was making 
it more likely that if troubles arose in 
future we should be even less prepared 
to meet them than in the past. Asa 
humble student of military affairs, he 
supported the Amendment on four main 
grounds. The first was that the 
country was now committed to spend- 
ing as much on the Army as on the 
Navy. In this year’s Estimates the 
amount for the Army was slightly 
less than that for the Navy, but by the 
present scheme more would have to be 
spent on the Army than on the Navy. 


*Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford) dissented. 


Mr. Beckett. 
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*Masor SEELY thought the right hon. 
Gentleman would find that when he 
had all his forces complete, the cost 
would amount to more than was being 
spent on the Navy. In declaring this 
to be an unsound policy, he did not 
_ agree with the mover of the 
mendment in saying that if the Navy 
were supreme we required no Army 
at all at home. He thought that that 
was not a sound thesis. 


*MrR. BECKETT: I never said that. 


*Masor SEELY believed it would be a 
disastrous day for this country if such 
a view obtained. He understood his 
hon. friend’s view to be that the 
defence of the country must be en- 
trusted, not to a Regular Army, paid all 
the year round, but to a body of 
citizens who received only the few 
shillings that they were paid during 
the time they were training. Of that 
he would speak later. The right hon. 
Baronet the Member for the Forest of 
Dean had always held that the rank and 
file of an army could be improvised at a 
moment’s notice. We had’ had good 
reason to know that, given the initial 
skill with the weapon and the necessary 
patriotism, an army could be impro- 
vised in two small States to overcome 
which required a force of 250,000 men 
from England. But a fleet could not 
possibly be improvised ; it took years to 
build; consequently he thought the 
general proposition might be laid down 
that as long as we lived on an island, 
with a widely scattered Empire, what- 
ever was spent on the Navy, far less 
must be spent on the Army. There- 
fore, a8 a navy could not be impro- 
vised, while an army to a large 
extent could be, any scheme which 
proposed to spend as much on the Army 
as on the Navy was based on a wrong 
principle and would have to be 
abandoned. 

His second thesis was that 
Government were endeavouring to 
create too large a Regular Army. It 
was too large because it was beyond 
the power of our purse. Taxation had 
reached the limit to which it was safe to 
go; therefore, disagreeable though it 
might be, the fact had to be faced. 
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Apart from that, the Army was beyond | 
our needs. What were the three Army 
Corps for foreign service for? For 


three Army Corps to attack any white | 


nation was impossible. One evident 
lesson of the late war was that to attack 
any white people in the world would 


require, not three, but probably thirty, | 


Army Corps. Three Army Corps were 


utterly inadequate to wage war on any | 
foreign country, and to commence a/| 


struggle on that basis would infallibly 
end in failure. What else could they be 
for? Surely not for fighting against 
black races? It was not suggested that 
to meet the Mad Mullah, or any of the 
black races with whom this country was 
occasionally brought into conflict, would 


require so great a force as 100,000, 


men. It might be said that they were 
to keep this country from invasion. He 
would lay down acardinal principle, and 
once this was adopted he believed all 
their difficulties would vanish, and that 


was that the force established for the | 
defence of this country from invasion, | 


whether that contingency was likely or 
unlikely, or whether they wanted, 1,000 
men or 5,000,000, was not the affair of 
the Regular Army, but of the citizen 
Army of this country. Therefore he 
could not see himself what these three 
Army Corps for foreign service were for, 
still less could one see what the other 
three Army Corps were for. There could 
be no doubt of the great expense they 
would entail. 

There was another reason, for holding 
that they were asking for too large 
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ascertain the precise number of men who 
proceeded to the late war from our home 


| battalions, but he knew that little more 


than half of the full strength of the home 
battalions proceeded to the war in South 
Africa. That showed that they were 
keeping up a system of sham. It was no 
good pretending that they had a battalion 
when they had not got it; and they would 
find when war came and they had only 
got half of a battalion to go to the war, 
they would have to make some other 
arrangements, or else confess that they 


had only got the half, and not try to make 


out that they had got the whole. He 
knew what was in the minds of many 
persons at the War Office and people 
elsewhere. They thought—and they 
were most patriotic persons—that if they 
set down this high standard of the 
number of troops required, and if at the 
same time they could, by imposing a 


rather rigid standard upon voluntary 


troops, get rid of them, that in a moment 
of trouble the nation would say: “ We 
cannot get the men we require by volun- 
tary means ; let us resort to conscription.” 
He would respectfully submit that that 
was the counsel of folly. To attempt 
to fill their foreign service Army, to 
garrison Madras or to fight the Mad 
Mullah ; to allow the men to be severed 
altogether from their homes; and to say 
they were to attempt to obtain such an 
Army by conscription, was an attempt 
which was bound to fail, and it was a 
system which would not be accepted by 
any free country in the world, nor was it 
now accepted by any free country. He 
believed that the true path of safety of 
this country lay in every man _ being 


m were ; , 
an Army, namely, that they we ' trained to arms, in whatever way was 


asking for numbers which went beyond 
the limits of voluntary recruiting. It 
must be apparent to every one conversant 
withrecruiting that they were not getting 
the class of men they desired to enlist. 
Of the recruits obtained those who 
had the necessary physique to go 
through the arduous training to 


which they were subjected, and those | 


who had the character to resist the 
many temptations of the soldier, had | 
done them yeoman service in South | 
Africa, and this he knew well, for he, 
had served there, side by side with 
them. They were now obtaining 
a very large number of men 
who would never be able to take 
the field. He had not. been able to} 


possible. 
Everyone who viewed what took place 


‘in South Africa, especially at the later 


stages of the war, must recognise the great 
danger of disregarding that first rule of 
national safety, the necessity of every 
man learning the use of his weapon, 
as every Englishman used to do in times 
gone by. Now our sense of responsibility 
and the need for self-sacrifice should 
be more than ever appreciated, but to 
suggest that you should fill up your 
foreign service Army by conscription did 
seem to him a counsel which was bound 
to end in complete failure. If they were 
to attempt to make an Army larger than 
voluntary enlistment would supply, then 
let them dispel altogether the idea that 


U2 





535 Army {COMMONS} Organisation. 536 


there was this other way to get the men. | existed there which wanted rooting out 
Look the facts frankly in the face, and if from the bottom to the top, and it was 
they had only got 10,000 men fit this system which prevented any man, 
for service call them a Division’ however public spirited and determined 
and not an Army Corps. He be-| he might be, from administering the 
lieved an hon. Member of that House affairs of the Army in a proper manner, 
once described bi-metallism as a principle | A system prevailed there by which every- 
by which they took a shilling and called it | one meddled in everyone else’s affairs, 
1s. 6d. The present principle in regard and by which officers who were specially 
to the Army Corps seemed to be totake @ directed to have control of certain 
Division and call it an Army Corps, and it affairs were constar tly interfered with 
was claimed that by this principle they | by others who had other duties to per- 
were immediately multiplying their force | so. 
by three. He should have thought that | . 
sg teary pres pele they *Mz BRODRICK: Will my hon. friend 
opposed this system was that not only | 8!Ve an instance ! 
were they spending too much prvee: 9 
on their Army, but they were spend-| *Masor SEELY said he regretted 
ing it in the wrong direction, be-| that the right hon. Gentleman had 
cause they had not got at the root of | asked foran instance, for he must give him 
the trouble which cost them so much a case which he was about to pass 
during the last war. They were | over. He was about to refer to the loss of 
spending more and more money on| Volunteers which had occurred in Great 
infantry battalions, upon men they Britain, although they found that they 
obtained with difficulty, and which they | gid not get too many trained men for 
obtained only by reducing the standard. | the late war. It struck them as curious 
They had not increased the Army in| that the same Minister who had been 
those essential things which bitter) obliged to send men to South Africa 
experience in South Africa had taught | who could not shoot to fight their battles 
them was necessary. He accepted) should be the man who drove the few 
certain items of expenditure, for no | trained men they had from their ranks. 
doubt there were many things in which | He had been informed—and he awaited 
a great advance had been made. He! an explanation—of a certain Army 
should {imagine that in the force to| Order which caused the bitterest offence 
which he had the honour to belong an amongst the Volunteers of the country, 
advance had been made, —— the | and which was probably responsible for 
expenditure had been great. @ ac-' many resignations. The precise terms 
cepted this case because it was only a of this Order first became known to the 
small matter, and because the provision | officer principally concerned through the 
of mounted men in a country where| oolymns of the Press. 
“— had practically ceased to ride, | 
would always be a matter of the greatest | *Mr. BRODRICK: That is not so 
pr ng and expense. He referred to | That Army Order went through every 
at, because it seemed to him that a_| os 

: channel, and had the opinion of every 
greater proportion of the Regular Army | ediibian taldin asst & Tete oon 
should be composed of mounted men, and | wm! t po 8 
the greater proportion should be com- | aay Sgaeeese. 
posed of every sort and kind of men who | aa fe ‘ 
had had a special training which could not *Masor SEELY said if the right hon. 
be given on the spur of the moment. | Gentleman would make inquiries he 
But that was not all. They all knew} thought he would find that he was Jn 
that the War Office had been abused | error in stating that the officers prin- 
unfairly. They all knew very well that | cipaily concerned were fully conversant 
' everything which had been laid at its) with that Order. 
door wasnottrue. Theyknew perfectly well | 
that the individuals at the War Office *Mr. BRODRICK: I do not think these 
were endeavouring to do their best, but | allegations should be made without giving 
they also knew that a faulty system| us the facts. What officer principally. 
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eoncerned was not aware of that Order 
before he saw it in the columns of the 


newspapers 4 


*Mayor SEELY said he thought he 
had explained that. He was alluding to 
the Inspector General of the Auxiliary 
Forces at the War Office. This was what 
he referred to when he said that there 


was a principle at the War Office by | 
which everybody meddled in everybody | 


else’s business. They knew full well 
there were misunderstandings, and though 
the Order was se a the precise 
terms of it were not understood. He 
was perfectly certain of his facts. It was 
obvious that this might have been a 
matter 
phraseology employed which was unknown 
to the responsible officer, but it so hap- 
pened that this phraseology had caused the 
whole trouble, and might cause further 
trouble in the future. He would not 
delay the House further on the matter of 
the lack of responsibility which rested 
upon individual officers. It existed in 
the field in South Africa, but by degrees 
that vicious system was eliminated whilst 
the men were on active service. At the 
beginning of the war their system of red 
tape hampered their movements, but by 
degreesa wiser system prevailed, and people 
were allowed, to use a vulgar phrase, to 
“run their own show,” and the principle 
of “one man, one job” was adopted. He 
supposed that no one in the War Office 
would deny that that principle did not 
obtain there. Various Commissions had 
recommended that that principle should 


obtain at the War Office, and this country | 


was determined that it should prevail. 
_ He had only one more word to say, and 
it was, to his mind, the chief objection to 
the present system that was before this 
House. They were confusing the 
functions. of the foreign service Army 
with the functions of the home service 


«<omposed of ? Hon. Members knew that 


they were composed, as to three of them, | 


partly of Regular troops and partly of 
Volunteers. That had most far-reaching 


results, and he believed it would cause | 


more trouble to us than anythingelse. The 
foreign service Army, composed of Regular 
troops, had produced men who did us 
good service in time of war ; our auxiliary 
Army had also produced men—who had 
dione good: service in time of war. It 
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had produced men not only from this 
|country, but from every colony of the 
Empire, who had done good service, 
|and their Regular brethren who had 
/served with them side by side would 
admit that they were very similar to 
'them in fighting capacity. The reason 
| for this was not for to seek. It had been 
well pointed out that the qualities which 
the modern soldier required were courage, 
character, common-sense, and trust in his 
leader. They might obtain these essen- 
tial qualities by different methods; one 
/method was by taking a man when he 
was young, as was donein the Navy, and by 
‘training him in high ideals to withstand 
| the awful ordeal of war. That it was an 
| awful ordeal nobody would ever deny, 
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because it could not be forgotten that 
nobody surrendered because he liked it. 
The auxiliary, by a totally different 
method, arrived at the same result, 
but it obviously was not an affair of 
whether there were to be five, or three, or 
two or four days’ training. It was an 
affair of the sort of man he was, and 
whether he believed that his services 
were wanted, and whether he had the 
courage to offer them when the time 
came. But the Government were con- 


| fusing two totally different things in these 


Army Corps. They seemed to say : “ Our 
| Regular troops need not be so rigidly 
disciplined as before; they can be a 
little bit more like the Volunteers, or the 
Volunteers must be made a little more like 
the Regulars.” They weretrying to convert 
the Volunteers into sham Regulars, and by 
a persistent policy of so doing they were 
alienating the sympathies of the Regular 
Army, who had reason to be annoyed that 
they should be placed in an Army Corps, 
having the same uniform and organisation 


with men who, though as good in time of 


war, yet only went to war in time of great 
national emergency, while the Regular 
soldier had to live in unhealthy countries 


Army. What were these six Army Corps | and goto war fifty times for the auxiliary’s 


once. 
| See what effect it had on the auxiliary. 
The Volunteer was told, in the Order 
already referred to, that he had hitherto 
‘claimed to be taken seriously, and that, 
| by implication, if he wanted to be taken 
_seriously ‘he must be something quite 
‘different from what he was_ before. 
| Fresh regulations were laid down for him 
'to make him appreciate in a greater or 
less degree what was required. What 
had been the result? They were losing 


1 
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the very men they wished to retain. | to take up, and to fit themselves for 


They were losing them by laying down 
a hard and fast standard of a certain 
number of days consecutive training. 
They were losing the very men of the 
character who had succeeded in civil life, 
and who were, therefore, most likely to suc- 
ceed in war. If they were losing these men, 
what had they got in their place? It might 
be said that, after all, we did not want all 
these Volunteers. In fact he had heard 
it stated that we did not want as many 
Volunteers as we had got. It was a fact 
that the Volunteers were slowly dwind- 
ling from lack of sympathetic treat- 
ment. There could be no denying the 
fact that, if men who could not shoot 
had been sent to fight our battles in 
South Africa, it was madness to lose 
the trained men we had. When he 
returned with these facts burned deep 
into his mind, he went to every place 
in the constituency which he had the 
honour to represent and told the 
people that the unprepared state of the 
nation might land us in disaster. He 
suggested that skill in the use of the 
weapon was what every man should 
endeavour to attain. In a few months 
from that time there were formed eight 
rifle clubs, with 650 men. 


One argument which seemed to him 
very strong was that, if they approached 
the people sympathetically, there was 
nothing they would not do for the 
country. The hon. Member instanced 
the life-boat service, which he described 


as a singularly close parallel. There 
were always men ready to undertake 
that arduous and terrible work with- 
out any inducement except a few 
shillings. If that service were put 


under the Government at Pall Mall, he 


did not think the men would undertake 
the work for £60 a year. They would, 
he thought, want £100 every time they 
went out. If this was true of the men 
who were engaged in that service saving 
life, was it not possibly true also of those 
who would be willing to engage in saving 


the country from invasion or disaster ? | 
It seemed to him that they had been, 
for a long series of years, which had | 
only now culminated, pursuing a policy | 
which was bound to lead us into dis- | 


aster, simply because we would not trust 
in the people and make it easy for them 
to take up the burden they were anxious 
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whatever might be in store for them. 
Therefore he begged to second this 
Amendment. He urged hon. Members 
to regard this as a non-Party matter. 
If it were made a Party matter, it would 
be to him a cause of distress to vote 
against the Party to which he had given 
his support in its education policy, its 
South African policy, and in other ways ; 
but still he asked the House to affirm that 
the Government Lad strayed from the 
straight path of national safety, that 
they must spend more upon the Navy, 
that they must reduce the Regular Army, 
and that in order to make the country 
safe they must appeal frankly to their 
countrymen to do their utmost to take 
up the burden which others had taken 
up. If the Government did so, he was 
convinced that they would not appeal to 
the people in vain, and that one day we 
should be the strongest nation in the 
world. 


Amendment proposed, at the end of the 
Question, to add the words— 


“But we humbly regret that the organisa- 
tion of the land forces is unsuited to the 
needs of the Empire, and that no proportionate 
gain in strength and efficiency has resulted 
from the recent iucreases in military expendi- 
ture.”—(Mr. Beckett.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there added.” 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said the Secretary 
of State for War at the present moment 
was perhaps a little badly treated 
by the House of Commons and the 
Press. He was going to admit that 
on the whole the right hon, Gentleman 
was an improving Secretary of State, 
but the improvement was sadly 
slow. Those who two or three years 
ago voted against the military scheme 
had no option except to oppose it now. 
The real misfortune of the Secretary of 
State for War was that which had been 
told to the country by his former col- 
league the ex-Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer. It was a little hard on the Secre- 
tary of State that one who had collective 
responsibility for this scheme, which he 
supported two years ago by his vote, 
should nevertheless have entirely con- 
firmed what was said by the opponents 
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of the scheme two years ago. The| 
Chancellor of the Exchequer took the 
line that had been taken by the mover 
of the Amendment, and _ specifically | 
stated that the Secretary of State 
had undertaken an impossible task. 
And in the verbatim report which 
appeared in the Western Daily Press— | 
revised by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer—he explained how this task 
was impossible. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said :— 


“He (the Secretary for War) had to try to 
reform the administration of the Army and 
primarily of the War Office, and at the same 
time to conduct a great war. That could not 
be done.” 


The experience of the last two years 
had entirely confirmed that view. 
He had made the admission that the 
Secretary for War was improving, as, 
for example, in adopting last year a 
greater elasticity in the conditions of | 
service. Had the right hon. Gentleman 
not done so, where would have been | 
his recruiting? If he was able to lay | 
before the House an improvement in 
recruiting, it was due to his death-bed 
repentance of last year. The Secretary | 
for War had not treated the House 
with fairness in regard to their know- 
ledge of the present military position. 
They had not had the Preliminary 
Annual Return or the General Annual | 
Return of the British Army since the 
year 1898, and these were the Returns 
on which all the official calculations 
were based, and, when pressed to give | 
the House the facts before this debate, | 
the right hon. Gentleman told them 
that he would give them in his speech. | 
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what foreign nations called the order 
of battle, and others had published 
statements in regard to the First and 
Second Army Corps, and the number 
of men in the battalions. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I deny that they 
are right. , 


* Sm CHARLES DILKE: Well, they 
had made an estimate of the number 
of men at Aldershot and Salisbury Plain, 
but they should have had the Report 
of the Inspector General of Recruiting, 
and the Annual Return of the British 
Army, which had not been published 
since 1898. They should have had a Re- 
port of what number of men were trained, 
and what the proportion of them who 
were just-joined recruits. The Secretary 
of State said that these six Army Corps 
which he put before the House were 
real—as real as he said two years ago, 
when they were spoken of as phantom 
or paper corps. A late Secretary of 
State for War, who was still living, Mr. 
Gathorne Hardy, put before the House 
a scheme of eight Army Corps in 1876, 
and these figured in the Army List till 
1881 as the official representation of 


| what he called a Field Army, apart from 


garrisons. Almost the same phrase was 
used by the present Secretary for War. 
But these eight Army Corps were re- 
moved from the Army List in 1881, and 
He would 
like to ask the Secretary for War 
how could he declare that the Fourth, 
Fifth, and Sixth Army Corps were 
any more real than the eight Army 


Corps or the later six Army Corps of 
/Mr. Hardy’s scheme, which were ad- 





| mittedly unreal? He believed the right 

Mr. BRODRICK (Dover): I had no hon. Gentleman would probably tell the 
knowledge that this debate was coming | House that some of the troops intended 
on until last Tuesday night, and I was for these Army Corps were at present in 
only asked for the White Paper dealing | South Africa, and that they would return 
with the position of the Army before|in May. But even after these troops 
the Army Estimates came on on/|returned in May these Army Corps 
Thursday. I have made every effort | would still be what he had said in 
to comply with the wishes of the right | advance, two years ago, they would be. 
hon. Gentleman. | They would be no more real now than 

| two years ago. 

*Stmr CHARLES DILKE said that he| The new Army reformers who had 
and others had taken great trouble to | taken up the running, and, represent- 
arrive at the facts relating to the Army, | ing so many men sitting on the Benches 
but they did not know them officially. | opposite, had addressed the Houes 
Some of the military papers had published with so much power, had adopted the 
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position that they desired to save money | additional to the annuities charged, 
on the Army in order to spend more | That would amount to £2,500,000 for 
money on the fleet. In that position | the Army, and £1,500,000 for the Navy, 
they came to the view of the old Army | or a total of £4,000,000. Add the cost 
and Navy reformers represented by his | of the land military forces under the 
hon. and gallant friend the Member for | Foreign Office and the Colonial Office 
Great Yarmouth, who had never ceased | Votes in the Civil Estimates, now 
to point out to the House that, consider- | increased by the creation of the 3rd 
ing the nature of our Empire, the House | battalion of the West African Frontier 
had spent too much money on passive | Force, the expenditure on land forces 
defence. But when it was suggested | a Crown Fy yess Nav go ge 

: : ‘lions | Colonies, and of the Navy in India an 
ere ee ceneree Snes Sa een | the Colonies, apart from the small Austra- 


= he thay “a y be “4 we Sone tam lasian and Cape grants for the Navy, which. 


The one was | 
that there was great risk that they 
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| amounted to another £3,500,000, making 


in all 


might direct or tempt the Government | 
to save in a wrong direction—such as in | 
The other | 


guns, armaments and stores. 
observation was that they would not be 


able to save that sum, or anything like | 


it, except by revolutionary Army reform. | 
His hon. friends opposite, perpaps, did | 
themselves some injustice before the | 
country in an under-statement of the cost 
to the British Empire of military and | 
passive defence, on the cost of troops, and 
on the expenditure on the land forces | 
as compared with the expenditure on the | 
fleet. They had to remember the} 


expenditure not only on the army in| 
India, the Crown Colonies and the self- | 
governed colonies, but the amount of | 
the Civil Estimates under the Colonial | 
Office and the Foreign Office for land | 


forces. The War Office did everything 
they could to give colour to their view. 
They omitted from the figures submitted | 
to the Colonial Conference the cost of 
the Indian Army and Navy—an omission 
so stupendous that he could not under- 
stand what defence could be offered for 
it. . 

Another fact was that the War 
Office did not consult India on the 
changes they made last year, although 
the objections of the War Office to 
revolutionary Army reform had always 
been insisted upon, as it was, they 
declared, contrary to the interests of 
India, albeit India thought otherwise. 
Now, the normal peace cost from votes 
of Imperial defence—without any ex- 
penditure on expeditions or little wars of 
any kind, though such wars were always 

oing on—was, without Supplementary 

timates, £60,845,000. There was a 
question whether they should or should 
not add the money spent from loans on 
military and naval works, so far as it ‘was | 
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£64,500,000 or £68,500,000, 
according to whether they did or did not 
include the loan money. The normal 
peace expenditure in India on land forces, 
according to the Report of the Indian 
Financial Commission, at the official 
rate of the rupee, was £17,000,000 more, 
but if they took the rupee as having, as 
the Treasury alleged, retained its spend 
ing value in India, then the charge on 
India would be £25,000,000 instead of 
£17,000,000. They thus attained to 
either  £81,500,000,  £85,500,000, 
£89,500,000 or £93,500,000, according 
to which way they settled the doubt- 
ful points. Out of this either about 
£31,000,000 or about £32,000,000 would 
be expenditure on the Navy, and 
the rest on land forces. Taking the 
smallest figures and the lowest possible 
computation, we spent £31,000,000 on 
the naval factor, primary in Imperial 
defence, and £50,500,000 on land forces. 
Some people seemed to think that the in- 
crease of the expenditure on the Army 
had ceased, that the increase on the 
Navy Estimates was more rapid than 
that on the Army Estimates, because the 
Navy Estimates had passed the figure of 
the Army. But if the increase of the 
last three years was looked at, it would 
be found that it had been vastly greater 
on the land forces than on the fleet. 
In all other countries, although called 
military empires, and although their 
Navy was not the first line of defence, 
the increase was taking place on the 
fleet. The expenditure on the Army in 
all these great military countries was a 
stationary expenditure; it was on the 
fleets that the increase was taking place, 
It was only in our case, although we 
called ourselves an Empire of the seas, 
where the greatest expenditure was re 
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and that we must look forward to an ex- 





quired on the Navy, that our chief increase | 
had been on the Army. 

Some people thought it was possible to 
obtain money from the colonies for the fleet, 


penditure we could not bear if we were not 
prepared to take strong measures to have 
contributions made up by the colonies. 
There was a chance of that when they 
expressed their readiness to do so a few 
years ago. But the opportunity which 
might then have been taken was lost and 
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thrown away; and if there was still a 
chance of such a contribution being ob- 
tained on an adequate and effective scale, 
the way in which the Army and Navy 
told different stories at the Colonial 
Conference made it impossible of reali- 
sation. Without something like a re- 
volutionary reform of the Army being 
undertaken, the present gigantic figures 
must be further swollen. The Army 
Corps scheme, as at present developed, had 
not had a full development. The expense 





would automatically increase year by 
year. At the present moment expense 
was being incurred in the conversion of | 
the rifle, probably an unnecessary con- 
version; but, apart from such doubtful 
points of expenditure, there were points 
on which all men would agree that there 
must be a vast increase of expenditure 
under any scheme or in any circumstances. 
One had been already alluded to, namely 
the Intelligence Department. They had 
in the Military Intelligence Department 
twenty-three officers. The Germans had 
250 officers in their Military Intelligence 
Department. In the Army and Navy In- 
telligence Departments together—and the 
Navy required world-wide information— 
there were forty-one officers. That was a 
_ on which expenditure would have to 

e increased. 

In the able series of articles which 
recently appeared in The T'imes—which 
he did not endorse in every particular, 
but with a great portion of which 





every Army reformer would agree 
—there was a proof of the weakness 
of our Intelligence Department which 
was the most striking he had ever read. 
The writer pointed out that England 
had an alliance with Japan. He was 


not concerned now to discuss the wisdom 
of that alliance, but they relied on Japan 
to supply naval and military forces in 
the event of operations in the extreme 





East. Would not any other Power which 
had such an alliance feel ‘it incumbent 
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to have a number of officers in the 
Japanese Army and to receive Japanese 
officers in its own Army, which was the 
only way in which friction could be 
avoided? Yet there were only two or 
three British officers employed in Japan, 
and the Intelligence Department was so 
undermanned that it was impossible that 
it could be adequately represented in a 
matter of such vital interest. Besides 
such matters in which an_ increased 
expenditure must be incurred, whatever 
scheme was adopted, there would, he 
thought, be some further increase in pay, 
as, for instance, the pay of non-commis- 
sioned officers. 


Then there was the question of food. . 
The Committee which considered the 
food of the Navy, which was better 
than the food of the Army, laid 
down the principle that it was not 
good enough, and that it should be im- 
proved. If the War Office wished to 
attract a desirable class of recruits to the 
Army it would have to provide better 
food; and it was even more desirable to 
make a man comfortable in that respect 
than to give higher pay. It was certain 
that there would have to be an increased 
expenditure on food. Then as to horses. 
Everyone would admit that the Army 
would have to keep up a larger number 
of horses. Although they had been so 
grotesquely extravagant, they were 
always striving to save money in the 
wrong direction. For example, they 
went into war without quick-firing guns. 
His hon. friend the Member for Islington 
was a great economist, and took an active 
part on the Committee which was moved 
for by the hon. Member for Oldham. 
Sir Ralph Knox, who had so great a 
part in the creation of the War Office as 
it was, it might be remembered, told the 
country that he prayed for the day 
when mobilisation would be ordered, as 
then the War Office would confound its 
enemies and accusers. Sir Ralph Knox, 
replying to his hon. friend, showed that 
the refusal of the War Office to accept 
the pressure of the House of Commons in 
cunnection with quick-firing guns had 
been due to opposition in the War 
Office itself. Colonel von Lindenau said, 
before the Military Society at Berlin, as 
an explanation of the early misfortunes 
of England in South Africa, that— 


“Great Britain discovered that the oldest 
weapons aré the most expensive.” 
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The whole matter had been brought home 
to the conscience of the nation and the 
House of Commonsbecause of the increased, 
and rapidly increasing, cost of the pre- 
sent system, and also because the country 
and the House of Commons saw that what- 
ever wasidone by individuals in gallant 
service in South Africa the Army did not 
fulfil the expectations entertained of it, 
and that the military system had practi- 
cally broken down. 


Army 


The responsibility for change must 
rest on the Cabinet as a whole. A 
revolutionary reform of the Army 
could not be looked for to the War 
Office alone. If the House of Com- 
mons simply cut off the money, 
the War Office would not cut off expen- 
diture in the manner desired. It was 
the Cabinet, as a whole, that could force 
the War Office into a better system. An 
hon. Member asked the Prime Minister 


the other day whether the observations | 
of the Council of Defence—which the | 


Prime Minister went out of his way to 
tell the country had been re-constituted 
two and a-half months ago—would be 
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on the Army was only a sign of the 
unfitness of the system of which they 
complained, and that the primacy of the 
Navy should be secured. Departments 
were rather apt to shuffle off respon- 
sibility from one to the other. Some of 
them thought that their responsibility 
was actually to the House of Commons 
itself. Before the Hartington Commis- 
sion, in 1888, Sir George Tryon said— 
“The responsibility of the strength of the 
Navy rests with Parliament, and not with 
naval men.” 
He himself thought that the responsi- 
bility rested with the Cabinet, for it was 
the Cabinet alone which had full know- 
ledge before it, and which could accept 
|the general guidance and direction of 
| Parliament, which Parliament would try 
to give it. Before the Committee 
‘on National Expenditure there were 
| allusions to “the limit ” of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, which was the old- 
fashioned system of telling the Army 
d the Navy that they must not exceed 
|a certain figure. When Mr. Smith was 
| Secretary of State for War he said that 


! 
| 
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available in connection with the present | the Chancellor of the Exchequer informed 
years Estimates, and whether there | him that he would have to take off half- 


,a-million. That was not the way in 
of the two services, to which the House | which they wanted the Cabinet to pro- 
of Commons attached so much import- | ceed in the future. The general guid- 
ance. The hon. Member and the House | ance of the House of Commons had 
generally was disappointed when the | now been pretty freely expressed, and 
right hon. Gentleman stated that the|the Cabinet should show that it had 
Estimates for the present year had been | some notion where it was gving, and of 
prepared before the re-organisation of|the principles which guided it. The 


might be some result of the co-ordination 


the Council of Defence; and it would, 
therefore, be thirteen months before 
they saw on the Estimates any good 
results from the co-ordination of expen- 
diture between the two services, which 
the House of Commons and the country 
so thoroughly desired. He himself was 
not disappointed in that part of the 
Prime Minister’s reply in which he said 
that, of course, the Cabinet could not 
be responsible for the details of the 
Estimates. Ofcourseitcould not. They 
could not take the responsibility for the 
details away from the Financial Secretary 
to the War Office, or from the Secretary 
to the Admiralty ; but what the Cabinet 
could do, and what the House of 
Commons expected it to do, was to lay 
down, as general principles, what he 
believed the majority of hon. Members 
were agreed upon; that the expenditure 
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late Chancellor of the Exchequer, who, 
he was afraid, was in the old rut on 
this question, declared that the Army 
should not be allowed to go beyond 
£30,000,000, and that he did not 
see why there should be an increase 
in the shipbuilding Vote. He did 
not think that that would suit the 
House of Commons at all. 

The old revolutionary reformers and 
the new reformers always recognised the 
primacy of the Navy in Imperial defence, 
and held that it was what the country 
could afford to spend on defence, over 
and above that which was necessary for 
the needs of the Navy, that must be 
allotted tothe Army. It was held, too, 
that in the Army the preference in ex- 
penditure should be given to the active, 
striking forces, as compared with other 
arms whocould not go abroad. He was 
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sure the country would never grudge 
expenditure on the Navy or on a small 
effective Army suited to the needs of 
India and our Empire. On these points 
there was, he believed, general con- 
currence, however Members might vote 
in the division, in the principles which 
had been put forward by the reformers 
in their recent speeches in the country. 
The War Office clung too strongly to a 
policy of which they had a 
large example in the course of the 
Colonial Conference, and a small example 
in the correspondence between the 
Secretary for War and the States of 
Jersey which was published in Jersey 
last Tuesday, the day on which the 
States met. The right hon. Gentleman 
told the States that unless they adopted | 
the conscript Militia, of 1,800 men, they 
having offered 1,000, he should take 
away the garrison. The States having 
come over to his terms, the right hon. 
Gentleman wrote, under date February | 
13th, that the defence of Jersey would be 
recognised, andthe present garrison would 
remain, conditionally on the new Militia 
Bill being accepted. The Secretary for 
War then, as in the document laid before 
the Colonial Conference, begged the 
whole question of the command of the | 
sea. The question of invasion lay at the | 
bottom of all the talk of conscription, | 
and this question affected the number of | 
Regulars at home, as it did also the 
linked battalion system. The linked 
battalion system, though beautiful in | 
theory, had never worked in practice, | 
and probably never would. The) 
endeavour to have one battalion at home | 
for every battalion abroad led to the! 
Mediterranean being counted as being | 
at home, and then Egypt, and now it | 
was proposed to count South Africa. | 
Perhaps someday India wou'd be counted | 
as being at home. The Secretary for | 


War told them last year that in hit | 


scheme he allowed for the permanens | 
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30,000 men to twelve battalions by 
March; if not his scheme would be further 
broken into. The working of the linked 
battalion system reminded him of The 
Times average of harvests in this country ; 
every year The Times published a state- 
ment as to how much the harvest was 
above or below average, and if they 


-looked back for fifty years they would 


find that the harvest had always been 
below average. The normal year of the 
‘system never came. He had no doubt the 
right hon. Gentleman would be able 
to tell them that recruiting had im- 
'proved owing to the adoption of the 
the three years service. But he 
believed a year’s service for our 
Regulars could be worked so as further 
to swell our Reserves in time of war. 
Some were afraid that such troops 
would be Militia; but’ it must be 
remembered that Frederick the Great 
fought battles with an infantry—always 
recognised as among the finest that had 
ever fought—the overwhelming mass of 
whom were Prussian Militia with one 
year’s service. Of course, the men must 
be sandwiched with men of greater 
experience, and there must be a pro- 
fessional type of officer such as we could 
and must create. Mounted troops, of 
course, could not be too well trained, 
but, as regards infantry, a great deal 
could be done with short service with pro- 
fessional officers. 

A book had recently been published 


describing the training of officers 
at the military college of West 
Point. Comparing the Sandhurst 


system and Sandhurst results with the 
West Point, the results of the Sandhurst 
training contrasted unfavourably with 
those of the West Point Academy in 
regard to the professional nature of the 
officer. Our officers were gallant, and 
had often redeemed what might have 
been great disasters in South Africa, 


but no man could shut his eyes to the - 


retention of twelve battalions, or 15,000 | fact that our officers were not professional 


men, in South Africa; 


but now, injin the sense that they might easily be 


answer to a question, he said that 30,000 | made out of the material we had in 


would remain there. 


this country. The moral of this Motion 
was the country wanted to get what 


Mr. BRODRICK: I said temporarily. | it paid for. It was willing to pay, as 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said he did 
not know whether the right hon. | 
expected 


Gentleman to reduce the 


it did, an enormous amount of money 
| provided that was assured. He did not 
see how the words of the Amendment 
| could be denied; they were true. He 
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‘was convinced that for a remedy they 
must look, not to the energy or adminis- 
trative ability of this or that general 
or statesman, but to the House of 
Commons, which could influence great 
politicians to take a vital interest in 
ithe question. He hoped the Prime 
Minister would rise to the height of 
ithe responsibility which the present 
attitude of the House of Commons 
threw upon him. 


Army 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The right hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down began 
his speech by referring to what appeared 
to him my misfortune in being made the 
subject of attack in many quarters on 
the question of the condition of the 
Army. If I had been free from such 
attacks, I should be different from every 
one of my predecessors, from Lord Card- 
welldownwards, who have ever attempted 
to do anything for the Army. The only 
possible way for a Minister standing in 
my place to stand absolved from severe 
¢riticism and attack is to leave things 
absolutely as they are, to allow the Army 
to drift, and to be content to leave it to 
those who come after him to fill up 
gaps which have arisen during his term 
of office. From the moment | took up 
the position in which I now am, I felt 
that, at whatever personal cost, that line 
was one which neither the duty I owed 
to this House nor the expectations of the 
country could allow a Minister to adopt 
at the presenttime. But I am fortunate 
in this that, at all events tonight, we are 
challenged by a direct vote on a direct 
issue of broad policy, and not one of 
small personal objections or of details on 
which so many debates in this House 
have proceeded —but on an_ issue 
going to the root of the matter. I 
say I am fortunate in that. And why? 
Because no two of my critics ever 
agree on any single proposition which is 
put forward in criticism before the House. 
My hon. friend the mover of the Amend- 
ment laid down as one of the foremost 
points of his argument, that with the 
existence of a powerful Navy we did not 
need to provide specially for home 
‘defence. [Cries of “ No.”] 


*Mr. BECKETT: Not by a Regular 


Army. 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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*Mr. BRODRICK : He went further 
than that, because my hon. friend the 
seconder took occasion to dissent from 
him. 


*Mr. BECKETT : I corrected him. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: All I can say is, [ 
stand on the recollection of the House as 
to what my hon. friend said. 


*Masor SEELY : I accepted the cor- 


rection. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : His proposition in 
the first place was against the necessity 
of sending a Regular Army abroad ; and 
secondly, he discussed the various 
positions that a regular army might 
occupy abroad ; oe then he came to 
another defence at home, and I imagine 
that he has only now joined the Member 
for the Isle of Wight if he says he 
is prepared to rely on citizen soldiers for 
that army. If that is his proposition, how 
does it square with the proposition of 
the right hon. Baronet the Member for 
the Forest of Dean, who, supporting the 
Amendment from an entirely different 
standpoint, said that for the defence at 
home he was afraid of cutting down? 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE: No. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: He was afraid the 
Government would cut down exactly 
the force it was most necessary to main- 
tain. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: No, I said 
there might be a danger of cutting down 
that which ought not to be cut down— 
stores, guns, and horses. I did not mean 
the defence at home. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: But stores, guns, 
and horses are exactly the items which 
make the increase in the Vote. What 
the right hon. Gentleman has always 
pressed on the House are the artillery 
of the Regular Army for defence in Great 
Britain, which my hon. friends the 
Member for Whitby and the Member for 
the Isle of Wight declare to be unneces- 
sary. There is an absolute divergence 
between the two. The right hon. Baronet 
laughs at that. 
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*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Yes, because | 
| have urged an increase of field artillery, | 
but never for the purpose of home| 
defence. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I beg the right 
hon. Baronet’s pardon. He, among 
many others, was urgent in pressing on 
the Government when our large force | 
had gone to South Africa that we were | 
left without home defence in artillery. 


*Sm CHARLES DILKE: I have 
pressed twothings. I have pressed for an 
increase of field artillery, but not for | 
home defence, and with regard to home | 
defence I have suggested a mixed system | 
of Volunteer field artillery—with some 
partially paid men. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: In that case the 
right hon. Gentleman differs from those 
who have spoken to-day in that he does | 
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teers are trained or not. But if we do 
contemplate any active resistance by 
Volunteers, then I say there is no man of 
military training who .will stand up in 
this House om tell us that we can 
depend on a mass of Volunteers, not 
sufficiently equipped with artillery, not 
supported by regular cavalry, and not 
trained up to the point which the Com- 
mander-in-Chief, or any other military 
authority of weight, considers would 
entitle them to be put into the field to. 
meet a foreign force, without that further 
training which my hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for the Isle of Wight denounced the. 
Government for having tried to impose. 
You cannot have both propositions at 
once. I would remind the House that 
among our critics there is a very consider- 
able school of thought who consider that 
we are asking too much of the Volunteers, 
and that we ought to replace that demand 
on the Volunteers by using the ballot for 
the Militia, and not merely place on the. 


not think the field artillery of the three | men who will serve an additional liability 
Army Corps that we have, and which we | in order to compensate for those who will 
sent to South Africa, is sufficient, because | not. Those are propositions which it is. 
he thinks a larger field artillery is neces- | not possible for a Minister of ‘War to. 
sary for striking purposes abroad. But bring into line. 

that is exactly the proposition disputed| Once more, we have heard a 
by the hon. Member for Whitby, and good deal about the recruiting diffi- 
culty. On that I should like to say a 


also by the hon. Member for the Isle of | 
Wight. [“No.”] : You cannot under any | word, and give the fullest statistics to. 
circumstances bring: the opinions of |the House. Nearly every proposition. 
any two critics into line with each other. which has been put forward entirely 


Take those who have chiefly criticised | 
the War Office scheme in the course of 
the last few months. We have heard 
tonight those who think that the 
Regular forces are too many. I remember 
many eloquent speeches of the hon. 
Member for Great Yarmouth who con- 
siders that our force for striking abroad 
is not too large, but, if anything, too small. 
That school of thought may not be 
popular at this moment, but there was a 
moment two years ago, as I will point 
out directly, when it was not only 
popular, but it was the only voice heard | 
in this House. Then again, the hon. | 
Member who addressed us so movingly 
about the Volunteers, told us we should 
depend on a citizen army. I was struck 
by those speeches, because I do not 
believe that any man of military training 
will get up and tell us that if this country 
is to be defended at all—of course if there 
is no question of defence, if the Navy can 








loses sight of the recruiting difficulty. 
An able writer in The Times has dis- 
tributed the Army according to his. 
taste and fancy. He has put a large 
number of men in South Africa, more. 
in Australia, more in Canada, and more 
in India; but it does not seem to have. 
occurred to him that out of, 180,000. 
men he has planted 140,000 out of this 
country, so that every man the moment 
his recruit-drills are over would be spend- 
ing the whole of his service outside the 
United Kingdom. I can only say I have 
to look at these matters, not from the 
— of view of some ideal scheme, but 
rom the point of view of what you can 
do with a voluntary Army. If I were 
to rely on all the diverse exhortations 
and inconsistent advice I have received 
to-night, and on other occasions, I should 
have to declare that in a multitude of 
counsellors there is not wisdom, but 


entirely preserve us, then it is immaterial chaos. What I cannot but feel is that I 
to consider whether the 200,000 Volun-| have a right to ask the House to go. 
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back, first of all, to the circumstances | twenty years ago, before many of these 
under which the Army was re-organised, | Transvaal questions had ever arisen or 
and to consider what has happened since attained the position they finally did, 
then to cause so radical a change in the | governed the matter. Again, my hon, 
opinion which has been expressed this | friend spoke of the Indian frontier as a 
afternoon. I should never have thought | bug-bear, and he cited, amidst the 
that the experience of the Boer War, | approving cheers of the Opposition, the 
ai it — — ote ge < ene “ a ane oan who re 
speedily forgotten. cannot say a | Spo sen to him and who had treated it 
feel that in any one of the expressions | from that standpoint. I hardly think 
which fell from my two hon. friends | that those citations were worthy of the 
— —. to oe ee | ig gh of _ — ” paige te In - 
whatever o e straits to which we case I do not thin a ey can be 
were put for Regular forces in 1899 and | conclusive to the House of Commons, 
1900. What was? the impeachment of It was not only Lord Rosebery who 
the Government? I was not then| called us to account in this matter, and 
Secretary by War, 4 hee epee oe said ae “eg tga a — 
every word of every debate in this House, | great. e rig on. Gentleman the 
and certainly no one read more of what | Leader of the Opposition, speaking on 
was published in the country. What 12th, February 1900, said :— 

was the impeachment of the Government} «we hear no complaint of the manner in 
—not from one side only, but from all | which that Army of 180,000 men has been sent 


sides? It was that we had no larger | to the other end of the world without hitch or 
force of Regulars to send to + outh Africa, | ‘ifficulty, an army well found, well fed, well 
’? | armed, well hospitalled—if I may coin a word 


that we had not sufficient supplies for | —with all that is required for them. ll that 
an army of 200,000 when we had never | can be said of the present Army is that it is not 
professed. to send abroad more than | large enough for the task it is called upon to 
70,000 ; and, still more and constantly, | Per™™. 

that what forces were left at home were | At that moment we had either sent 
without artillery and without organisa-|to South Africa, or there were leaving 


tion, which the War Office ought to| the country, 120,000 Regular soldiers, 


have provided even after the 200,000 | and before we concluded the war 


men had gone abroad. No man voiced; we had to send 130,000 more. 
that general feeling of the country |Now I am impeached, and even by the 
more eloquently, or more continuously ; right hon. Gentleman himself last year, 
than did Lord Rosebery. I hope the | for providing 120,000 men to go abroad 
House will allow me by a few very brief | in certain contingencies, and for being 
quotations to support the views which | prepared to keep up the necessary draits 
have been so much forgotten this after- for them. Let those who doubt whether 
noon. Lord Rosebery, speaking on that represents the present feeling of the 


15th February, 1900, used these words:— | country recollect what occurred later in 
the war. When we had got on to the 


“T do not think the Government have the | hof A A f Pari 
faintest notion of how in the country, in the | Month of August, Just before Parliament 
streets, in any place where men congregate, | adjourned, a very serious speech was 


the feeling of crisis, of over-burdening crisis, of | delivered by the right hon. Gentleman 


constant danger, is present to the minds of | 


the Member for Fife, who fell in with 


. I call for timel asurea ; this’—and | - 
he repeated it three times “is a matter of life | both the Leaders in the Upper House 


he repeated it three times—“ is a matter of life 
and death to the country.” 

Contrast that with the language used 
tonight by my hon. friend the Member 
for Whitby, who read to us a quotation, 


_and in this House, and said that— 


‘* Although the Government had sent an 
| enormous force, we wished to be assured that 
' there would remain in the circle of military 

action, for the purpose of concluding the war, 


I believe twenty years old, from Lord | sucha force of mobile and efficient troops as 
Roberts, saying that Lord Roberts never | Were adapted to the end in view.” 

contemplated that the Regular Army | At that moment nearly 200,000 troops 
would be sent in large numbers abroad ; | had left this country; and yet tonight 
and my hon. friend thought, after our 120,000 men are looked upon as a 
experience of two years ago and after | grandiose provision, got up by a Minister 
that crisis, that an opinion expressed | who is making a splash by providing 


Mr, Brodrick: 





Sea ren cet 


o° 
ri4 


Sees Seretrs asst @2e.c & & se S&S 


557 Army 


Army Corps which can never possibly be | 


used. I goon four months further—to 
November, 1901. I was then respon- 
sible. I can remember that there was 
hardly a newspaper, certainly not a 
public speaker, who did not allude at 


that moment—when matters had not) 
oceeded well for some months in the 
ransvaal—to the fact that we were. 


come apparently to the end of our 


resources, and vehemently attack and. 
their | 


impeach the Government for 
supineness in not having provided a 
larger number of Regular troops. 


ereated the next day when I was able 
to assure the country that we could still 


send, if necessary, 50,000 Regulars. | 
And we did send between 30,000 and, 


40,000 more Regulars before the close 
of the war. 


Chester is going to invite the House 
to declare that the amount spent on 
the Army is excessive. I should like 
to know whether my hon. friend would 
have gone to his constituency in the 
election of 1900 and put that proposition 
before them. If he would, I will under- 


take to say I would have stood against Vol og 
ee be : urned | V°lunteers is that we should rely, not on 
him in his constituency and have turne an army, but on a mob. (Cries of “No.”) 


him out by a large majority. 


*Mr. YERBURGH (Chester) said it was | 


quite true that the proposition as put 


by his right hon. friend would not be | you -frankly approach the people of 


accepted by the people of Chester ; but 
the point they were making was, not 
that they were not to provide a large 


great war, but that they 


the country with taxation. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: We are to have 
the men in time of war; we are not to 
provide them in time of peace. We are 
ito declare in this House what we will do 
if we are attacked, but we are not to 
ask for supplies to make good our position. 
I am afraid my hon. friend would not 
convince his constituents if anybody 


who takes the view I do had an oppor- | 
tunity of expounding the other side of | 
the question. What is the other side of | 


the question? The reason why we are 
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L 
was pressed at that time to go and 
make a speech in the ‘City of London; 
and I remember perfectly well the effect 


I put this crucial ques-_ 


ion. My hon. friend the Member for 
Rag Kaper | the Secretary to the Treasury said—what 


| I am bound to repeat because I believe it 


| organised. 
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impeached tonight is not because we 
have provided a large army abroad only, 
but because we have organised our 
forces at home. Now, there was nothing 
on which so strong a feeling was ex- 
pressed two years ago as on our want 
of organisation at home. Every speaker 
who attacked the Government spoke in 
that sense from both sides of the House. 
Lord Rosebery complained: ‘ How 
was the body of 409,000 men in this 
country composed and organised ?” 
The right hon. Gentleman complained 
that all the staffs were “scratch” which 
had been sent out, and those who 
followed him complained that no 
staffs, ‘“‘scratch” or otherwise, were 
left at home. My hon. friend the 
Secretary to the Admiralty, one of the 
severest critics of the Government in 
military matters for many years, said that 
the whole Army had gone out of the 
country, and the problem was to make 
an army to take its place. My hon. friend 


represented the views of nearly everybody 
at that time—‘“ What we want in the 
country now is an army, and not a mob.” 


| The proposal of my hon. friend the Mem- 


ber for the Isle of Wight, who has attacked 
us for having attempted to organise the 


*MaJsor SEELY: So gross a perversion 


_of my words I must ask the House to be 


permitted to gainsay. I said that if 


this country they will organise them- 


| selves, not into a mob, but into a most 


° : formidable force. 
army in the course of conducting a |) 
were not | , 


entitled in times of peace to overload | 


I never suggested a 


*Mr. BRODRICK: They must be 
If you are to organise you 
must allow the military authorities to 
have something to say to the organisation, 
| Nobody denies that the Volunteers are a 
| most valuable, a most self-denying, and a 
| most important force in an organisation 
for home defence ; but if the military 
|authorities say you require something 
|more than they can give, then we are 
told they are being discouraged. The 
attack my hon, friend made was on the 
system by which the Volunteers are 
asked to give some additional services, 
in order to form the first line of defence 


| 
| 
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side by side with the Regulars; and I! up the deficiencies of mounted troops; 
join issue with him because he used an | we filled up the supplies, the deficiency 
expression which I do not think is’ of which had been made apparent in 
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justified, either by the attitude of the| 


Volunteers or of the Regulars. He said | 
twice that the Regulars were annoyed | 
at being joired by the Volunteers. [| 
am quite certain of this — that those | 
reflections are unjustified. We have had 
no difficulty whatever in getting the | 
Volunteers who have joined the Field 
Army Corps to give the service which it 
is necessary for them to do in order to 
take their part in the organisation. We 
have had a difficulty to bring a body of 
Volunteers upon whom large demands 
have been made. We must discuss that 


question more at length than I can do it 





now. I can only say that in every respect 
sympathetic treatment will be given to | 
the Volunteers. We cannot expect to 
keep their numbers up to the full | 


numbers at which they arrived during 


1900. 


But if there is anybody responsible 
for the considerable increases which 
have been made in the numbers of our 
military forces, it is those who in this 
House pressed upon the Government 
year after year, with great force, that 
the weakness of our home battalions 
prevented their efficiency; that their 
numbers had not grown with the work 
which they were called upon to perform 
abroad ; that there was a deficiency in 
field artillery, to which the right hon. 
Gentleman called attention time after 
time; that our cavalry regiments were 
not sufficiently strong in men or in 
horses ; that the departmental corps had 
been starved. These propositions were 
brought forward by military Members 


the excitement of the war; but to of this House over and over again, and 
suppose that anything will be done to | I acknowledged the force with which they 
prejudice or permanently to reduce the | pressed these considerations on the 


normal numbers of that great force is, I am | 
quite sure, to misunderstand the desires of 
those who are now advising me. 


Now the position we are come to is| 
this. We are attacked to-night for the | 
large numbers we have sent abroad ; we | 
are also attacked for the organisation at | 
home. The right hon. Gentleman told | 


the House the other night that the Army | 


Corps Scheme was a panic scheme. Well, | 
Sir, | am quite certain the view which I | 
represent to the House, the view that we | 
were short of Regulars, the view that we | 
were not organised at home, did not | 
simply represent the panic of any | 
Minister, but they were repeated over | 
the whole year with so great a continuity | 
and force that I am entitled to believe | 
they represented, at all events at that 
time, the determined judgment of the | 
nation ; and I think the Government who | 
have undertaken this task of Army reform | 
are entitled to take the experience of | 
1899 and 1900, to some degree, with | 


Government. Now, the action taken 
with regard to them was not dictated 
either by the Boer War, or by fear of 
the Boer War. Of the 54,000 men 
who have been added to the Regular 
troops since 1896, 6,000 were added in 
1897 ; 17,000 in 1898, before there was: 
any question of the Boer War ; 25,000 
were added in 1900—at that time there: 
was, undoubtedly, a call by the country 
for a largely increased force, and a. 
complaint was universally made that 
the number was not greater—and 
in 1901, when I introduced the: 
Army Corps Scheme, there was am 
addition of 5,000 men. It is absolutely: 


impossible to charge to the Army Corps: 


Scheme more than 5,000 out of the 


'54,000 men added to the regular Army 
in the last six years. 


Now, Sir, I am afraid I must trespass 
for some little time on the House, but: 
there are considerable questions of policy 
with which I have to deal. What was: 


regard to the measures which they have | the object of the Army Corps Scheme? 
now put before the House. Now, I want|I cannot describe it any more clearly 
to clear away one fallacy. It is sup-|than I attempted to do when I first in- 
posed that the great increase of ex-| troduced it to the notice of the House: 
pense, the great increase in numbers, is| As regards the troops, it was not 4 
due to this Army Corps Scheme. That | scheme for adding enormously to the 
is riot the case in the least. These | Army, but it was a scheme to establish 
Army Corps are only the organisation | a standard up to which we could work, 
of the forces already existing. We filled | and by which we could know what re-~ 


Mr. Brodrick. 
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mained to bedone. When hon. Members 
see the White Paper which was circulated 
today, they can see that it will show in 
normal times— these are scarcely yet 
normal times— exactly what units are 
included in each Army Corps; and 
Parliament can at any moment say, “ We 
are not prepared to vote so many corps. 
We do not need this amount.” Nothing 
has been done, nothing has been prepared, 
which prevents the authority of Parlia- 
ment from being exercised in that 
manner. The main portion of our busi- 
ness was to organise districts and to 
obtain a large measure of decentralisation. 
That, at all events, has been accomplished. 
If the troops have to be employed in 
war they will no longer be hastily 
gathered together under a number of 
different commands, and under officers 
whom they have never seen before. 
The men will come from the same 
command. Thestores and clothing they 
require are with them, and they have 
not got to be sent for in a hurry from 
Woolwich and embarked, perhaps, on 
different ships. The proper proportion 
of various arms are being brought 
together in the various commands 
wherever we have to fight, except on 
very small expeditions; and this is the 
chief thing, if ever again we have to 
send a great force abroad, the organ- 
isation is now being established which 
will at least give us the nucleus of 
an organisation at home. 


Now I am asked to say how this 
business is proceeding, and I would ask 
the House in all fairness to recollect 
that this scheme only obtained the 
assent of Parliament twenty-one months 
ago. It is only in the last eight months 
that the war has been over. During 
the whole of that time, whatever view 
you may take of the War Office, you 
can hardly'deny that it has been sub- 
jected to a strain such as no Department 
of this country has ever before under- 
gone. Therefore, though I claim that 
the scheme is far advanced, I am the 
last man to say that that, or anything 
else connected with the Army, has yet 
become perfect. First let me say one 
word as to the term ‘“‘ Army Corps,” on 
which so much language has been 
expended. I believe that term to bea 


convenient term, because, if you call a 
body of 30,000 troops a Division, when 
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it is four or five times the size of a Divi- 
sion you come to a nomenclature which 
is inappropriate. I believe the term is 
consonant with the collection of troops 
which we bring together under the 
name, but the actual term is itself 
unimportant as compared with the 
organisation which it represents—the 
gathering together of the proper 
humber of each command under 
the same commander, and the giving 
to one man the power to overlook 
and oversee all the generals under him in 
his own district. Of course a great deal 
has been made of the term as a slavish 
imitation of foreign countries. I might 
say with regard to that, that in the 
introduction, and even in the debates, of 
this system, the whole question was tried 
by our own experience and our own 
requirements, and I am a little inclined 
to accept what fell from the right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the Opposition 
the other day, when he stated that he 
did not think there was much to be 
gained in exchanging sneer for sneer 
with some of our foreign neighbours. I 
think, therefore, that one or two recent 
speeches, in which these Army Corps were 
jibed at on the ground that they were 
of German origin, might well have been 
omitted, the more especially as the 
smallest} exploration of history would 
have satisfied anybodyjthat, Army Corps 
were not of German origin, that all the 
commanders at the beginning of last 
century—including Wellington, who had 
two commanders of Army Corps at 
Waterloo—took their inspiration from 
the Emperor Napoleon, who, whatever 
else has been said of him, has never 
been alleged to have been a German. I 
can only say that I stand by all that we 
ufidertook in this matter, and I will give 
the House briefly the result so far as we 
have gone. These districts have been 
organised in three instances. We pro- 
pose to put Lord Grenfell in charge of 
the fourth on the 1st of April. [Laughter]. 
That merriment is partially caused by 
the fact that an uninstructed speaker 
said the other day that Lord Grenfell 
would have nothing to command but 
himself, though, no doubt, he was a 
host in himself. Apart from other 
units, there are at this moment 
in the district to be commanded 
by Lord Grenfell no less than 90 
battalions. Of course a large number 
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of them are Volunteers, but there is | 80,000 to 30,000 men. The whole thing 
nothing in the world that we desire so | is a delusion. I do not know to what it 
much as to bring our hightest military | is due that our recruiting has been s0 
officers directly into contact and make | great. The net pay in 1896 was 7d. a 
them directly responsible for these large | day. By giving them mess allowance 
numbers of battalions of Volunteers. | of 3d. we raised it tol0d.aday. The 2d. 
There is nothing we care so much for | yoted immediately last year brought it 
as the advice we have received from the upto ls., and on the Ist April next year, 
commanders of the Army Corps as to every soldier of two years service who 
the relative value of the auxiliary forces re-engages to complete eight years 
in their districts, and I am quite certain willget Is. 6d. aday. Surelythose changes 
that | win gli are giving to a must make a considerable amount of 
Grenfell would be considered worthy of | gifference. I think, too, something is due 
the acceptance of a general of his position | +, the additional comforts given to the 
in any country. soldier, and something to his improved 

What is the result as it stands? We | tone and status, to which noone has more 
have organised these districts. The | contributed by his efforts than the present 
barracks are not yet complete in some |Commander-in-Chief. A certain amount 
of them. These barracks, however, I| of extra recruiting may be due to the 
would remind the House, are not the | falling off of employment. But, be that 
wasteful expenditure which my hon.|ag it may, not only are the results 
friend the hon. Member for Whitby | satisfactory, but all the calculations 
represented. It is simply an expenditure | which we have formed as tothe number 
to house troops already voted by Parlia-| of men who at the end of the war 
ment. If Parliament reduces the number | would be weary of the profession and buy 
of troops, then the barracks will not be| themselves off, perhaps with the 
required. But as long as we have the| ,ratuity at their disposal, have been 
troops we have a right to come to the | faisified. The result has been this, 
House for barracks for them, and those | whereas in previous years of peace we 


j | 
earn he an sag igh ae px i | got about 35,000 recruits, and thought 
: | ourselves lucky if we went over that 


number, and took one-third as specials, 
last year was the biggest recruiting year 





the different proportions of the different | 
arms can be advantageously grouped | 


* ‘Sager 
es ne erney ienning, Tis aoe | we have ever had in this country. We 


that although we may organise these | ; 

corps, we pl keep a their strength | took nearly 51,000 recruits, of whom 
by voluntary recruiting. I confess | about 16 per cent. were specials. The 
that the question of recruiting has given result of that is that, so far then from the 
me, like every preceding Minister of War, Army being enormously under strength, 
the greatest anxiety at different times. | X°epting the infantry of the line, we are 
Our normal recruiting used to be 35,000 | Over strength in every single department 
a year. In 1900, under the stress of | fit. The household cavalry are a couple 
war, it went up to 45,000, and in 1901, | f hundred over strength ; the cavalry 
it was about 46,000, in each case with’a | Of the line are 7,400 over strength ; the 
lowered standard. The larger numbers | field artillery, 3,000 over strength. 
in those two years were probably but the infantry of the line are about 
prompted by the excitement at the 2,600 under strength. When you 
moment, and the keenness of young divide that, however, between sixty or 
men to offer their services during an seventy battalions at home, it is only an 


average of thirty or forty men per batta- 
emergency. I told the House last year lion. ‘The Army Service Corps ie 600 


that we required 50,000 men, not to : 

carry out = scheme, but to secure the | 204 the Royal Army Medical Corps 1,600 
oumber of sereihs & on essary to keep up men above strength. For the first time 
the number voted by Parliament in in living memory, the Army, which had 
1897, 1898 1899 and 1900. I have seen been raised by 54,000 men on the establish- 
it stated all ove the country that. the | ™ent since 1897, and which should stand 
Army is greatly below its aumber, and | With India at 259,600 men, now stands 
that it is almost at the vanishing point, | 271,800, or 12,000 men abovethe strength. 
that the Reserve has sunk from | That 12,000 will probably be reduced by 


Mr. Brodrick. 















r 
y 
e 
2 
7 
, 
q 





565 Army 





6,000 in the course of the next few weeks, | 
owing to the return of time-expired men 
from India and their inclusion in the | 
Reserve. 

That enables me to deal with the ques- | 
tion of weakly recruits. I admit that 
during the war our lower standard | 





brought in a certain number of men of | 


this kind; but we have been enabled to 


raise the standard for the artillery by | 
one inch, for the engineers by one inch, | 
‘a centralised system into a delegated 


for the Army Service Corps by one inch, 


and to stop the recruiting altogether for | 
the cavalry and all specials taken from | 


the infantry. The Militia recruiting has 


been very brisk, and has enabled me to | 
| the proportionate sum we are spending, 


raise the Militia standard by one inch, 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): Will the right hon. Gentleman say 
what is the standard in the Army for 
the infantry at the present moment ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The standard is 
5 feet 3 inches, and there will be no 
specials taken. The standard for the 
Militia will be raised to 5 feet 3 inches. 
It has for a long time been 5 feet 
2inches. We are also endeavouring to 
make character an element in recruiting. 
Inquiries as to character have been 
instituted with considerable advantage 
in many districts. Quite apart from 
justifying the scheme which is the 
subject of debate, it would be very 
difficult with these figures before the 
House for my hon. friend to declare that 
there is no proportionate gain in strength 
or effic'ency for the money we have been 
spending... My hon. friend spoke as if 
the Army was armed and equipped for 
anything except war, and spoke of the 
Army Corps as if they existed only on 
paper. I can only say that the figures 
and facts I have given area refutation 
of these assertions. 

And now, I want to ask _ the 
House to consider briefly what 
has been done in the way of decentralisa- 
tion. We are told that the Army 
system is where it was two years ago; 
but I believe no army system has ever 
undergone so great a change as ours has 
during the last two years. Not only 
have we decentralised the responsibility 


of generals, but we have even decen- | 


tralised the audit of accounts, which is 


now carried on in three of the districts 
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in close proximity to the general com- 
manding the corps. No longer is it 
necessary for the general commanding 
an Army Corps to refer to the War 
Office about all trivial matters. He 
arranges for the training of recruits and 
only guides usastotheir value. I cannot 
go into details, but J may say that delega- 
tion has not only begun, but it will in a 
few years be the keynote of our Army 
system. If I can claim to have changed 


system, I think I shall have made a 
change which has been pressed on this 
House, in season and out of season, for 
the last twenty years. With regard to 


the House gave us authority to raise eight 
garrison battalions. Six of these are 
already raised, comprising 6,000 men. I 
believe that no finer nor more useful 
battalions for their purpose ever left this 
country. We undertook to raise five 
This force also is in 
working order. We undertook to 
raise the Yeomanry from 10,000 to 
35,000, and to equip them as mounted 
troops for home defence. My _ hon. 
friend the Member for the Isle of Wight 
left this out of his contention just now. 
We had 10,000 and we expect to have 
29,000 in the present year. We also 
undertook to deal with the question of 
military intelligence and mobilisation. 
Now, different speakers have assumed 
that this point has been neglected. My 
hon. friend said we were starving the 
brain of our Army. There is no founda- 
tion whatever for that statement. I quite 
admit I cannot go the pace—I do not 
believe the House would wish me to go 
the pace—of those who are urging that 
we should establish a general staff such 
as there is in Germany, which might 
cost as I see from some _ estimates 
£500,000 a year. We should need justi- 
fication far beyond any which has ever 
been put before us for so reckless a 
change. One speaker said there was but 
one officer, and another hon. Member 
gave us credit fortwo. As a matter of 
fact, in 1896 there were eighteen officers 
in that department, drawing altogether 
£10,500 a year. This year the number 
has been increased to more than double, 
at more than double the expense. A 
considerable number of extra clerks are 
employed, and a further development of 
the department is in contemplation. 
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What is far more important is that the 
head of that department, instead of being 
one of the subordinates of the other 
departments of the War Office, as he was, 
is now on a par with the highest officers 
in the War Office, except the Commander- 
in-Chief. He draws pay, which is one of 
the things that show his position, equal 
to that of the Adjutant-General and the 
Quartermaster-General. Instead of livin, 
in Victoria Street he has been provide 
with accommodation at Winchester House, 
for immediate consultation with the War 
Office, which is constantly needed. I do not 
see why hon. Members should laugh. The 
best place for that is in close proximity to 
the War Office. Early last year when 
it was said that the head of the Intelli- 
‘gence Department was in a flat in 
fictoria Street there were roars of 
laughter. [An HON. MEMBER: “ They 
are all flats.”} At all events, pending the 
establishment of the new War Office, this 
important functionary has been brought 
into the closest possible touch with the 
War Office. What is more, he is a 


Army 


member of the Council of Defence, and as 
such now occupies perhaps the most 
important military position of any man 
except the Commander-in-Chief. 


aving 
said so much I hope it will not be con- 
tended that we have neglected the 
Intelligence Department. 

I will say one word as to the 
question of stores. One of the great 
complaints in 1900 was that we 
could not mobilise an army of 200,000 
men for lack of the necessary stores, 
which had to be ordered in a hurry. We 
have taken account of all our require- 
ments. A committee made large 
recommendations, which have been 
carried through, and the sum—2} millions 
—which stands in the Estimates of the 
coming year, and which will be claimed 
from the House this year, will com- 
plete these stores, with the execption 
of a very small sum. We shall 
not have to incur that charge in 
future Estimates. That brings me to the 
question of cost. I will put it very 
briefly to the House. We have been told 
that]£10,000,000 is an addition, and that 
we have for this extra expenditure got no 
sufficient addition of efficiency or strength. 
How has that £10,000,000 gone? You 
have had an increase of 54,000 men and 
11,000 Colunial troops. Those 65,000 
Regular troops have among them absorbed 
in pay, in the extra prices paid for food 
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and fuel for the whole Army, and in the 
improved scale of clothing for the whole 
Army, £5,000,000. Five millions out of 
ten have, therefore, gone in charges you 
can strike out by a stroke of the pen, if 
you decide to reduce your army in 
numbers. I want to make it perfectly 
clear that it is not a question of the War 
Office squandering money. You can put 
your hand on the charge and, if you can 
induce the Government to do it, you can 
reduce it. There is no difficulty about 
that. We have been told in past years 
that our horses were not sufficiently 
numerous. We have added 11,000 
horses in all, including these required 
for seventy batteries of artillery. That 
is a charge of £450,000. The Militia, 
Yeomanry, and Volunteers have absorbed 
among them £1,250,000, and stores and 
clothing account for nearly £2,500,000. 
That is a charge which will mainly cease 
after the present year. Themedical service 
absorbed £200,000, and manceuvres 
£170,000. .There have been three 
charges over which we have no control— 
the interest on works loans, the subsidies. 
to India with regard to Aden, which were 
adopted in this House and were finally 
placed on the War Office, and the non- 
effective charges due to the war—pensions. 
to men and to officers—which have ab- 
sorbed another £1,000,000. Those 
charges together represent the whole 
£10,000,000 of increase. I desire to put 
this statement before the House, because 
if it is determined to cut down the Army 
Estimates it will see where the opera- 
tion is to begin. I wish also to state 
that we have not said our last word as to 
the cost of the Army by giving these 
figures. I have referred before to the 
consciousness I had, perhaps more than 
any man in this House, that the time 
would come when the House and the 
country would grudge this great expendi- 
ture and call for a reduction. The policy 
which I have asked the House to pursue 
—the policy of the three years system— 
was specially designed, among other 
things, to meet that difficulty. I was 
blamed the other day because I did not 
introduce the three years system in 1901. 
My conduct was treated as a death-bed 
repentance. The circumstance of adding 
to the soldiers’ pay, from which you can 
never recede, and the reduction of the 
years of service, giving, as they do, so 
large a responsibility as to drafts for 
India, are things which I do not think 
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any man could be expected to ufidertake 
without the most careful consideration 
of the matter by all the authorities. 
I took fifteen months to think it over, 
and I trust the House will, therefore, wait 
a little longer to see the result. The 
main result is an economical result—the 
shortening of the service. 

What I think should be the aim of this 
country is to keep the minimum of soldiers 
with the colours, anda maximum of Re- 
serves. The Reserve is our first line as 
much as are the soldiers with the colours. 
Of the Reserves all sorts of doubts have 
been expressed, but they have been 
resolved by the late war. Ninety-six 
per cent. of the men came up, showing 
that we can count upon their service. 
Regiments, we were told, when filled 
with 50 per cent. of Reservists would 


_not be homogeneous, and would not be 


equal to other regiments. These regi- 
ments were sent to Natal, and I ask any 
man whether any regiments could have 
fought better? I say the principle of a 
Reserve having been once firmly estab- 
lished, this three years system will, if 
you choose to permit it, make your 
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| who are dissatisfied both with the num- 
| ber of troops we propose to send abroad 
| anid who consider our Army is danger- 
ously strong, to vote against us. I do 
| not challenge the same right of the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite who said last 
year that three Army Corps specially 
| allotted and prepared for active service 
|abroad were unnecessary, and he added 
| politically undesirable; though I shall 
|be prepared to show that the weaker 
| your Army the greater your danger from 
| foreign complications, and above all that 
the Army which is simply in numbers 
and not organised for fighting is the 
greatest embarrassment to your Foreign 
| Minister, who may trade upon the num- 
| bers and not be aware that the organisa- 
tion which is to make them good is 
incomplete. But I am asked, Where is 
| this Army to be employed? A few years 
_ago we should never have thought that 
we should send twice that number to 
South Africa. I decline to accept my 
hon. friend’s statement that the North- 
West Frontier of India is nothing but a 
'bugbear. I say that our preparations 
for the defence of our greatest depend- 





Reserve half as large again, or possibly | ency must be judged upon expert advice, 
even double as large, and will enable | and we should not forget that for a 
you to dispense with a considerable /much smaller dependency « we had to 
number of men on the active list. If|send double the number of troops. I 
you are willing to bear the burden of | hope that in the discussion the question 
the additional men on the active list, and of policy will prevail, and that prejudice 
the full number of recruits for three | against the War Office may be allowed 
years longer, your Reserves will mount | for the moment to stand aside. I know 
up to 100,000 men, and then the’ how difficult it is to ask this; I know 
Minister who may be in power can decide | how great has been the unpopularity, 
how many he will take at £60, and how | the inevitable unpopularity, which those 
many he will substitute for them at £9. | connected with the administration of an 
I look forward to an improvement in|Army hastily improvised like ours 
the personnel of the Army, not so much for the Boer War—how great is the 
to a reduction of the total number of | unpopularity they must incur. Let 
the establishment, and bythe realisation | me take one point. There is not 
of the three years’ system to the main- ; a day passes that I do not receive letters 
tenance of a large Reserve with the from officers who have gone out sud- 
minimum of numbers with the colours. denly and obtained commissions and 
Therefore, I hope the House, when it have done invaluable service with the 
comes to review the Estimates for the , Irregular Forces, and who have come 
year, will enable us to show not only | home asking at least for employment in 
what is the present charge, but what is the Regular Army, if they can have no 
the charge we may hope for in the/ other recognition, that they may not go 
future, the requirements and possible | back and stand by the side of their 
economies, and also the estimated cost fellows bearing no mark of what they 
to the country. have done in the war. We are now 600 

Now a few words as to the position in | °F 400 officers above strength, «nd we 
regard to the Amendment. I do not| have no Parliamentary power to com- 
challenge in the least the right of those| mission a large number of men who have 
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come out after a few months’ service, | or four men who had done remarkable 
good though that has been. I can assure | service in the war, but they were all 
the House I have never had a sadder | comparatively junior officers. I believe 
task than that of telling so many of these | they were rightly placed, and I supported 
men that it is impossible for us to help | their appointment. We desired to cast 
them. About 9,000 or 10,000 officers | no slur on older officers who may have 
have been mentioned in despatches, and | been passed over for these particular 
we have given recognitions to 2,800 by | commands; none the less, one cannot 
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honours or promotion, and it is im- 
possible to submit further names to the 
King. Every man who comes in that 
way, and those around him, go away with 
germs of bitterness against the War 
Office for accepting their services and 
not being able sufficiently to recompense 
them. What is true of the officers is 
true also of the men. As the House 
knows, 80,000 men had tw be discharged, 
and had a right to be discharged. We 
did everything we could for them; we 
pressed for employment for them, we 
offered them the right to go back, on 
such terms as had never before been 
offered to the Army, for a year, and with 
right to leave when they obtained em- 
ployment. We get some 3,500 letters a 
day, and an enormous proportion of 


those are from men who have complaints | 


that are out of the power of the War 
Office to meet, and that leave the writers 


with bitter feelings. Only within the 
last few days it has been put to me 
almost as a right that some 2,000 work- 
men employed at Woolwich during pres- 
sure of work should be retained in em- 
ployment though the reason for it had 
ceased, Of course, it is eut of our power. 
May I say, on the other hand, that no 
tact on the part of a Minister, no diplo- 
macy, no administrative 
possibly avoid the feelings that are ex- 
cited by our impotence to help either 
officers or men who have suffered in 
consequence of the war? I ask the 
House to consider what is the effect of 
Army reform generally. 


Much has been said to-night about 
reforms which have not been made, and 
nothing about those that have been made. 
We have carried out to the full the pro- 


commands, and thatcommands should not | 
g0 by seniority. Every officer you select | 
ora command leaves nine or ten men dis- | 
appointed. It is impossible to carry out | 
the principle of selection and yet be, 
popular. Only the other day, in the, 


cavalry, Lord Roberts put forward three | 
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ability can | 


posal that officers should be selected for | 


| help feeling that the Army Corps system 
|has acted to the detriment of a good 
}many of them. Remember, commands 
have been given, perhaps rightly given, 
|in the past to men as reward for past 


| 


| services, and not in expectation of future 
service. Men who have passed long 
'periods of their lives in the Army 
‘legitimately aspire to commands, and 
|are from that standpoint disappointed 
_when a command is given to a younger 
/man likely to serve again in the field. 
'In the same way with decentralisation, 
'Men come to me with complaints in 
|reference to re-enlistment, furlough, 
lodgings for married soldiers, and when 
referred to the general officers com- 
manding, they say I am shirking my 
duties and laying them on somebody 
else. There is no more unpopular thing 
than decentralisation when it comes to 
details. In principle it is cheered, in 
detail it is odious. I was surprised the 
other night when an hon. Member who. 
came to me on a case of this kind 
accepted my statement and applauded 
it. It was the first time it had 
happened. However we may deal 
with the Auxiliary Forces, which in a 
voluntary army are so important an 
element, any pressure, any change, any 
attempt to get more efficiency which 
presses hardly upon individuals causes 
'an immediate outcry against the War 
Office which is voiced in this House. I 
ask the House to remember that these 
are not legitimate grounds on which the 
System or strength of the Army should . 
| be discussed. Nobody knew better than 

I did—and I spoke to the House about 
it two years ago—that reform of the 
Army, by whoever it was taken ‘up, 
would probably prove to be so unpopuiar 
_a task as to imperil the Minister who 
undertook it. I had no delusion on 
the subject. However famous, however 
distinguished a Commander -in - Chief 
under whose auspices such action is: 
taken, the -bulk of the responsibility and 
of the unpopularity must fall on the 
Minister who undertakes it. I do not 





Army 


573 


suppose many men are conscious how 
much they are influenced with regard to 
the strength of the Army and the system 
of the Army by the treatment which they 
receive from the War Office in matters 
which concern them. I urge that we 
should deal with this subject on the 
highest plane. I approach this Army 
question solely from the point of view 
of Lord Rosebery when he stated that 
national defence was a question of life 
or death. I ask the House to reflect 
that it is not only an important, it is 
a complex and difficult Question. I 
earnestly believe that we have in our 
present Army system a sound and 
necessary policy. I know that the 
personnel is daily growing more efficient. 
I can show that the material of war 
of all the forces that have been organised 
is now provided, and we are setting up a 
standard which will never, I trust, be cast 
down. If we succeed in our object it may 
cost the existence of one Minister; but that 
Minister will not have suffered in vain. 
But I would urge that the House of 
Commons should look at what has been 
proved, and consider the shortness of 
time, and approach this subject from the 
point of view that it is easier to change 
the number to be provided, if you change 
the basis on which they are to be pro- 
vided ; but that if you proceed to upset 
the ground work of the system, you will 
not only temporarily weaken tke forces of 
the Empire, but set back the clock of Army 
reform for ten or fifteen years. It is from 
that point of view, and because I believe 
no Minister who ever brought a scheme 
before the House, could show within two 
years so large an amount of success, and 
no scheme ever bore the fruit of expecta- 
tion so soon as this, that I unhesitatingly 
submit my policy to the verdict of the 
House of Commons. 


*Mr. YERBURGH, whose opening 
sentences did not reach the Gallery, 
was understood to say that the House 
would agree that his right hon. friend 
was heartily to be congratulated on the 
defence he had made. With one point, 
however, he could not agree. His right 
hon. friend had said the weaker our 
Army was, the more danger there was of 
foreign complications. e had always 
understood that the great factor in pre- 
serving European peace was the strength 
of the British Navy ; he had never heard 
that the strength of the Army was to be 
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considered as the determining factor for 
defending thiscountry. Everyone agreed 
with his right hon. friend in the view 
that what re wished to secure was the 
improvement in the material of which 
the Army was composed, but they did 
not agree that it was necessary to have 
so large a number of men with the 
colours as his right hon. friend had 
stated. Upon the broad policy which he 
wished the House to discuss, the right 
right hon. Gentleman found strong 
| variations of opinion among those sup- 
porting the Amendment. With that state- 
ment he could not agree, because all who 
had spoken in favour of the Motion had 
stated that the great objection to be 
taken against the Army Corps system 
was that the defence of this country was 
in the first place to depend on the Navy ; 
they also agreed that the Navy had 
first call upon the country ; therefore, he 
did not think the Secretary of State for 
War was justified in saying there was no 
common ground in support of the Amend- 
ment. But his right hon. friend went 
further; he had endeavoured to make 
good that not only had they no common 
ground as to the Imperial aspect, but that 
they did not agree as to the details of the 
Amendment they presented. That was 
not the case, because both the mover and 
seconder committed themselves to the 
proposition that what was required was 
an effective and mobile army, not too 
large, to strike on the other side of the 
water to complete the work of the Navy, 
and beyond that a small army was re- 
quired for the defence of this country in 
the temporary absence of the Fleet. 

His right hon. friend had apparently 
taken a different stand from that taken 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland when he represented 
the War Office in this House, that the 
Government did not aspire to emulate 
the vast armies of Continental Powers, 
and “that it had intentions of increasing 
the Army in order to protect these 
islands from invasion by soldiers instead 
of by ships.” So far as he could 
‘understand, the Minister for War 
considered in 1901 that the home 
Army should be strong enough to meet 
organised invasion from abroad, which 
was a very different thing; that the 
foreign service Army should be employed 
with the army of any country we might 
be allied to, and take part in military 
operations with them, and exercise 
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doubt, for so long must the Army 
remain at home. It could not be sent 
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such functions as were exercised by 
military forces on the Continent. There 
was a distinct difference of principle 
between the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary for Ireiand, speaking 
for the Government in 1899, and his right 
hon. friend, speaking in 1901. On the 
one hand, we were to have a foreign army, 
not to compete with foreign nations, and | 
a home army to defend this country | 
from a raid, On the other hand, his} *Mr. YERBURGH thanked his right 
right hon. friend considered our foreign | hon. friend for the interruption. He 
army was to compete with continental | would say why. Because we had the 
armies, and our home army was to be | Navy to fall back upon. That showed 
such as to be able to resist an organised | that our strength was the Navy and the 


abroad until freedom of transport for the 
Army was secured. 


* Mr. BRODRICK: Why should not 
war have broken out when we were in 
South Africa ? 





invasion of this country. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : I never said a word 
suggesting that our Army should compete 
with continental armies, or contend with 
them. What I said was that it might be 
necessary to send a large force to protect 
our great dependencies, and that for 
home defence we were bound to depend 
on an efficient home force. 


*Mr. YERBURGH pointed out that 
in March, 1901, in the debate on the 
Army Estimates, the right hon. Gentle- 


man had stated that we had commitments | 
with two continents besides Africa, that | 
there were dangers of European entangle- | 
ments, and had said that it stood to} 


reason that if we had allies none of them 
would. be prepared to turn out every man 
they could muster and allow ours to rest 
at home. Did his right hon. friend still 
contemplate having to defend this country 
against orgazrised invasion ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I said we were 
bound to have an efficient defence for 
these islands in case of the temporary 
absence of the Fleet, and to that I stand. 


*Mr. YERBURGH said that if he 
understood his right hon. friend to say 
he did not desire to employ this 
large army at home for the purpose of 
resisting an organised invasion from 


abroad—if that was the case, his proposi-. 


tion was altogether too excessive. Why 
build up so great an army if it was not 
sat to resist organised invasion ? 
This was a most important point to be 
considered. If his right hon. friend 
reflected, he would see that so long as 
we had to contend for the supremacy of 
the sea, and so long as that was in 


Mr. Yerburgh. 


| Navy alone, and that therefore we did 
| not require this large force at home to 
| repel an invasion that was not possible. 
' His right hon. friend said that if he had 
| gone , we to his constituency and sug- 
anon that they had too many men that 

e would have found his own constituency 
|against him. That, however, was not 
| the point at issue. If they were engaged 
_in a great European war they would have 
ample time, before the affairs of the Fleet 
' were settled, to manufacture a defensive 
‘army. [MINISTERIAL laughter, and cries 
of “ No, no!”} His hon. friends laughed 
‘at that statement, but did anyone 
suppose that they were going to decide 
a large naval quarrel, and dispose of a 
naval power like France within a short 
space of time? There would be ample 
|time to manufacture an army before 
ithe Naval issue was decided. They 
|had heard from various speakers that 
|they could rely upon Volunteer effort, 
| but he submitted that the true defence 
of this country was the Navy, and what 
| they could spare after the Navy had been 
provided for should be spent upon the 
Army. They ought not to spend more 
upon the Army than was consistent with 
the efficiency of the Navy. The scheme 
proposed by his right hon. friend was too 
large in its character. They all agreed - 
that they needed a mobile, effective Army, 
but their contention was that the Army 
provided by this scheme was far too large. 
The Army for home defence ought not to 
be too large ; it should act completely by 
itself, and be composed of Militia, Yeo- 
manry, and Volunteers, and such an Army, 
properly officered and released from the 
control of the War Office to as large an 
extent as possible, should be placed under 
the authorities of the various counties, 
and that was the kind of force they 
required for home defence. Holding 
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those views, and holding them very 
strongly, it was ‘impoatitle for him to 
yote against this Amendment. 

Hisright hon.friend’sscheme,he believed, 
was radically unsound, and would saddle 
the country with a number of men far be- 
yond their requirements. He believed this 
scheme would give them an army for 
foreign service largely composed of im- 
mature boys, and the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s proposals in regard to home defence 
did not go to the root of the matter. 
The right hon. Gentleman was, so to 
speak, tinkering with this question. His 
arrangements with regard to the Volun- 
teers were admirable in design, but they 
would not work. The right hon. Gentle- 
man’s intention was to make them a 
better force, but he did not recognise 
that the root of the whole difficulty 
was not the want of patriotism, 
but the hard fact that Volunteers were 
unable to afford the money in order to 
obtain the necessary training. For those 
reasons he believed his right hon. friend’s 
scheme was radically unsound, and 
although he was not prepared to vote 
for the Amendment under these circum- 
stances, he certainly should not vote 
against it. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER 
(Staffordshire, Lichfield) said he was 
pleased to hear the satisfactory returns 
which had been placed before them in re- 
gard to enlistments. All who spoke upon 
Army matters in the House foretold that 
the improvements of pay and the option 
given for the short term of enlistment 
would do much for recruiting, and he was 
pleased to see that it had turned out so 
—- He failed, however, to see where 
this great System had made an t 
ieevttings. go had a pom on 
more to pay, but it was perfectly useless 
to talk of Army reform unless the 
increased expenditure was met by more 
economical treatment of things which 
existed already. They had seen recently 
numerous cases in which the War Office 
and the Army were extravagant. They 
were penny wise and pound foolish, and 
kept a most strict account of such small 
matters as officers’ cab fares, upon which 
they wasted a great deal of energy collect- 
ing. 

The new scheme meant an increase in 
the number of general officers and staff, 
and this staff would be purely ornamental. 
The Secretary of State told them that 
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| there was nothing in the term “Army 
'Corps” and that it was not borrowed 
‘from Germany. It certainly was not a 
| German expression, but the Germans had 
made an Army Corps a fixed number of 
| troops, and that was what was being 
‘done by this scheme. The extra officers 
'would make a considerable difference 
'when they came to pay them. How 
could they call anything a proper Army 
Corps which had as many as eighty 
battalions of Volunteers in it. They 
were told that each Army Corps was 
'to have a fixed number of cavalry and 
infantry in proper proportions ready to 
move, and be mobile, with medical stores, 
_ but now they found that General Grenfell 
had just been appointed to an Army 
Corps which included 100 battalions 
of Volunteers, Could anything be more 
absurd than to call that an Army Corps ? 
_ During the ordinary manceuvres they had 
an Army Corps for about a month, but 
what was the use of spending all this 
money upon a body which existed only 
in a concrete form for one or two 
months during mancuvres. He agreed 
that there would be a number of 
infantry battalions to make up the Army 
| Corps, although even the First Army 
|Corps did not seem complete yet. As 
| for the Return which had been given them 
today he thought it was absolutely the 
| vaguest ever issued anywhere. Take, for 
instance, the infantry of the First Army 
‘Corps. It said, “ Required, twenty-five 
| battalions ; available twenty-four.” Some 
'of the troops were now on their way 
/home from South Africa, but where 
were the rest? What was the strength 
of them? It did not say one word about 
them, and the Press seemed to have 
much better information upon this ques- 
| tion than tha War Office. In the Sunday 
| Times he found an accurate account of the 
state of the battalions in the First Army 
Corps, and apparently they could only 
muster about sixteen battalions out of 
twenty-five. He wished to know how 
many of those sixteen battalions were fit 
to take the field. A battalion might be 
perfectly useless unless the men were fit 
to take the field. If half of a battalion 
were recruits, and another 20 per cent. 
of them were unfit for various other 
reasons that made the battalion 50 per 
cent. below war strength, and instead of 
having 800 or 1,000 men they might have 
only about 250 men in a battalion fit to 
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take the field. He was afraid that several 
of these battalions were in that condition. 
They had got absolutely nothing for their 
money, except an increased number of 
recruits and horses. That was not in his 
opinion a reorganisation of the Army, 
nor was it in any form a reform of the | 
Army. It was a mere change of names. | 
He wished to say one word in regard to | 


Army 
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reduce the Army Estimates, some fresh 
scheme would have to be devised, unlegs 
the Secretary of State added to his 
present scheme something which would 
effect some economy and make it a real 


| reform. 


*CoLoNEL LEGGE (St. George’s, Han- 


this decentralisation. He did not think | over Square) said he was unable to sup- 


the Secretary of State for War had gone | 
very far in this direction. Take a place | 
like Dover. If £5 or £10 were required | 
for Army purposes the general was first | 
asked about it, and then he had to 
get the sanction of the War Office. 
Now Dover had been decentralised, and 
before this money could be spent the 
—_ commanding at Dover had to. 

asked. He could give hundreds of 
these cases throughout the country. 

*THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To) 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord Stanvey, Lan- 
cashire, Westhoughton), asked whether | 
the hon. Member would substantiate 
the case. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said 
it was best not to substantiate cases, 
because, if he did so, those who had 
given the War Office away would get | 
into trouble. He had not come across | 
& single case in which a matter had 
been hastened by the nominal decentral- | 
isation of the Secretary 
would like to see the right hon. Gentle- | 


port the Amendment. He had listened 
very carefully to the speeches of the 
mover and seconder in the hope that 
they would give some indication of what 


the “needs of the Empire ” really were. 
Probably few Members other than Min- 


isters or ex-Ministers had any idea of 
what those requirements might be, and 
it was not the business of Members to 


| declare the organisation to be unsuitable 
| when they did not know the nature of 
the requirements. 


‘The Council of De- 
fence was being reorganised, and on 
those requirements being explained, it 
would be for them to issue advice upon 
which the necessary forces would be 
organised. They had been told that 
the scheme was extravagant, that Army 
Corps were unsuitable to the conditions 


_of the country, and that ‘“‘ Army Corps” 
was an undesirable foreign term. But 
no alternative scheme had been put 
forward. Hitherto the Army had been 
divided into district commands—ten in 
England, one in Scotland, and four in 
of State. He | freland—which varied in area and im- 


rtance. Some were commanded by 


man go on with his scheme and effect | lieutenant-generals, some by major-gen- 
any sort of Army reform, provided that | erals; some had no cavalry, and some 
increased economy accompanied iD- | no artillery. There was no organisation 
creased expenditure, an essential of all whatever about those commands. One 


reform, but one which had not been 
shown to have been achieved in any | 
single department. The time had come | 
when the nation would no longer spend | 
the money it had been spending on the | 
Army ; retrenchment must come, and | 
if it could not be managed where it | 
ought to be, he was afraid essential parts | 
of the Army would be taken away. 
When the House of Commons voted, as 
it probably would in a year or two, for 
a reduction of the Army Vote by so 
many millions, the Secretary of State 
would be unable to take away a certain 
number of men, because to do so would 
upset the whole scheme or leave him 
absolutely with skeleton battalions. 
Therefore, if the House determined to 


Mr. Courtenay- Varner. 





thing, if nothing else, could be said about 
an Army Corps, and that was that 
it was a complete unit in itself, every 
branch of the service being properly re- 
presented in the proportion declared by 
experts to be required for active service. 
An Army Corpscomprised, roughly, 40,000 
men, so that this scheme of six Army 
Corps provided for 240,000, of whom 
120,000 were Regular es and the 
remainder auxiliary forces. ‘That, in his 
opinion, was not an excessive army to 
maintain. It was sometimes said that 
they might not require to send so much 
as an Army Corps abroad. But it was 
just as easy to divide an Army Corps as 
a regiment of cavalry, so that if 20,000 
men were wanted half an Army Corps 
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could be sent, or if only 10,000 were 
necessary, a quarter of an Army Corps 
would be despatched. 

The second part of the Amendment 
declared that no proportionate gain in 
strength and efficiency had resulted from 
the recent incréases in military expendi- 
ture. A comparison of the Estimates of 
the year before the war and those of last 
year showed thatthere had been aconsider- 
able increase, the figures for 1899-1900 
being £20,617,000 against £29,310,000 
last year. But there had also been a 
considerable increase in the different 
establishments. With regard to the Regu- 
lar forces at home and in the colonies, 
the establishment had been raised from 
176,000 to 209,000; the Reserve had 
been reduced by the late war and would 
take a certain time to regain its proper 
strength ; the Militia had increased from 
129,000 to 131,000; the Yeomanry from 
11,000 to 35,000; and the Volunteers 
from 264,000 to 346,000. Since 1899 
there had been an increase of about £4 
per head in the cost, but in view of the 
improved: conditions of the soldier and 
the increased pay that was likely to 
accrue, he did not think there was much 
to complain of on that point. Therefore, 
as in his opinion neither of the pro- 


positions of the Amendment could be 
upheld, he should consider it his duty, 
both as a supporter of the Government, 


and as a soldier of forty years standing, 
to vote against the Amendment. 


*Mr. CLAUDE LOWTHER (Cumber- 
land, Eskdale) said that while not in 
agreement with every detail put forward 
by the hon. Member for Whitby, he 
certainly agreed with the principle of 
the Amendment. It had always been 
his belief that the safety of the Empire 
demanded a small but efficient Army, and 
a large world-embracing Navy, so that 
he was bound to express his disapproval 
of the policy of the Secretary of State 
for War. But, if the Amendment were 
pressed to a division, he and many other 
Members on that side would find it 
difficult to decide which way to vote. 
If the division were taken merely on the 
policy of the right hon. Gentleman, he 
was convinced there would be a large 
majority against it. But the division 
would involve the fate of the Government, 
so that two impossible alternatives were 
placed before him. If he voted against 
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| the Amendment of his hon. friend he 
would be voting against his conviction. 
If, on the contrary, he voted for the 
'Amendment he would be condemning 
|to the best of his ability the policy of 
| the right hon. Gentleman, it was true, 
| but at what risk? At the risk of robbing 
'the Empire of a Government which, al- 
, though it did include the Secretary of 
‘State for War, the author of the 
| scheme, included also the Prime Minister, 
in whom all on this side of the House had 
the greatest confidence, and the Colonial 
Secretary, on whose genius whole con- 
' tinents relied for their welfare and develop- 
-ments. Therefore he was unable to 
vote. If the Amendment was pressed to 
a division he would take no part in it. 


*Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire) said he 
desired to say a few words on the Volun- 
teer aspect of the question. They con- 
stituted an important portion of the 
defensive forces of the Empire. He had 
given notice of an Amendment to the 
Address setting forth— 


‘‘that longer and more arduous training of the 
Volunteer forces is now being demanded with- 
out corresponding augmentation of allowances 
and facilities, and without due regard to the 
conditions under which they have to carry on 
their civil occupations, which, as was antici- 
pated, has seriously reduced these forces, whilst 
the growing necessities of the Empire require a 
large increase both of their numbers and effi- 
ciency, which should be secured by a sub- 
stantial increase of eapitation and other grants, 
and of facilities and convenient arrangements 
for drill and shooting.” 


The Amendment now before the House 
was practically the same as that of which 
he gave notice last year, and which was 
unanimously adopted by eighty Volunteer 
colonels who came to London at that time 
to deal with the question of the crisis 
caused in the Volunteer force by the new 
regulations. At the desire of these 
colonels a strong requisition was made to 
the Prime Minister for the purpose of ob- 
taining time to discuss this subject during 
the debate on the Address, and he very 
courteously arranged for this being done, 
but the exigencies of the Government in 
connection with the South African war 
prevented the debate from taking place. 
The most gloomy prognostications then 
‘made paneling the Volunteer force had 
been entirely fulfilled. In answer to the 
hon. Member for Sheffield the Secretary 
of State for War had stated that 





the decrease had been 38,000, and 
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the deficiency in officers 1,895. He | and courage, while they had much more 
found from other sources that the | intelligence, initiative, and endurance, 
resignations during the Volunteer year | Besides that they had fostered a manly 
at lst November were 65,000, and these | and patriotic spirit in the country. They 
resignations had occurred in every part | had elevated the common soldier in the 
of the country and in every branch of the | public estimation, and this had greatly 
service. The following are examples out | facilitated the recruiting for which the 
ofanenormouslist. Inthe Artillery branch | Secretary of State for War had taken so 
in Forfar the resignations were 353, in| much credit. They had besides contri- 
Durham 326, and in Dorset 271; in the | buted a very large quota of troops direct 
Engineers, they were in Devon and/to the front. They had contributed 
Somerset, 355, in Gloucester 259, and in| largly to the Regular Army, to the 
Middlesex 240; in the Queen’s Rifles, | Militia and the Yeomanry. The Volun- 
composed of several Midlothian Batta-|teer regiments of the county which he 
lions, 752; in Leicester 536, in Stafford | had the honour to represent, not only 
519, Welsh 511, and the 1st Lanark 486. | sent to the front a full quota of men 
These figures showed a very serious | direct, but they had contributed fifty-four 
reduction in the Volunteer force, and | Yeomanry, forty-one Militia, and 216 
it was the more alarming when they came | Regulars. If the whole of the Volunteer 
to recognise the fact that during the last | battalions throughout the country had 
quarter of 1902 the total resignations | contributed in the same proportion, and 
amounted to no less than 29,000—at that | he thought it was probable that they did, 
rate the resignations for the year would | then the: whole contribution of the 
be 116,000. Volunteer force was no less than 70,000 

Under the new scheme it had been| men. Under these circumstances, the 
proposed to increase the Army to a very | action of the War Office in connection 
considerable extent, by increasing the with the Volunteers had been most 
pay of the ordinary soldier by about | inexplicable and most discouraging, and 
40 per cent. It had been arranged | he held that in connection with the 
to increase the Militia to the extent of | recruiting for the Regular Army it had 
50 per cent., also by increased pay and | been most short-sighted. They had 





allowances ; and it was proposed to | oomnes the force which had added, 


increase the Yeomanry by 250 per | and would add, enormously to the recruit- 
cent. by increased pay and allowances. | ing power of the Army. The policy of 
He congratulated the Secretary of|the War Office in connection with the 
State for War on the very able speech | Volunteers during the last three years 
he had made in defence of that policy, | had been of the most vacillating and 
and its remarkably successful results. | inconsistent description. In the beginning 
But very different indeed had been | of 1900, when it was considered, that 
the action of the War Office towards | mounted men were not required in South 
the Volunteer force. Instead of having | Africa, the War Office encouraged a large 
been encouraged and increased in numbers, | increase of the Volunteer force. They 
they had been subjected to the most | encouraged the Volunteers to go into camp 
severe reflections by the War Office | in large numbers by giving them a grant of 
authorities — reflections which implied | 4 little under £900,000. In 1901 there 
that they had never hitherto been con- | came an entire revolution in the feeling 
sidered as a serious part of the defensive | of the War Office, which caused the issue 
forces of the country. Had the conduct | of the celebrated Order in Council on the 
of the Volunteer force in the field merited | Volunteer force. The Volunteers were, 
such severe strictures and such ungener- | Of course, mortified by this change of 
ous treatment? He ventured to say | policy on the part of the Government, 
it had been the very contrary. The | and this feeling very soon found expres- 
Volunteer force in active service had | sion throughout the country and in this 
received the warmest eulogium from | House. Recognising that they had made 
every officer under whom they served.|@ mistake, the War Office convened a 
A very competent and of course dis-| meeting of a few representative Volunteer 
interested continental critic had stated | colonels and immediately made some 
that the whole history of the war proved | modification of the regulations. These 
that they were possessed of the finest | modifications were approved by some 
qualities of the Regulars, namely discipline | Volunteer colonels in this House, but 
Mr. Wylie. 
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when they came under his observation 
he, on the first opportunity on the 
Estimates stated that they were utterly 
inadequate and had left things in statu 
uo. He was confident that when the 
Var Office issued these regulations, they 
regarded a large reduction of the Volun- 
teer force with equanimity. 

And, it being half-past Seven of the 
Clock, the debate stood adjourned till 
this evening’s sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


BAKER STREET AND WATERLOO 
RAILWAY (TRANSFER. ) 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Colonel Lockwood and Mr. Pym. 


BARNSLEY CORPORATION (WATER). 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Pickard and Mr. Joseph 
Walton. 


BATH CORPORATION WATER. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Colonel Murray, Mr. Edmond 
Wodehouse, and Mr. Dickinson. | 


BECKENHAM URBAN DISTRICT 
SIL. 


COUNC 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. H. W. Foster and Mr. Powell- 
Williams. 
BILLINGSHURST AND DISTRICT GAS. | 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | 
in. by Mr. Emmott and Sir Joseph | 
Leese. 





BLACKHEATH AND GREENWICH | 
DISTRICT ELECTRIC LIGHT. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to bebrought 

in by Sir John Willox and Mr. Kimber. | 


BRIDGWATER GAS. | 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | 
in by Sir Alexander Acland-Hood, Sir | 
Edward Strachey, and Mr. Edward 
Stanley. 
BRISTOL, LUNDON, AND SOUTHERN | 

COUNTIES RAILWAY. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | 
in by Mr. Bigwood, Mr. Colston, 
Mr. Charles Llobhouse, and Sir Edward 
Strachey. 
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BURGESS HILL AND ST. JUHN’S 
COMMON GAS. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Henry Fletcher and Mr. 

Goschen. 


KEADY AND 


CASTLEBLAYNEY, " 
(EXTENSION 


ARMAGH RAILWAY 
OF TIME). 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Lonsdale and Sir James 
Haslett. 


CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Asquith and Mr. Paulton. 


CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND HAMP- 
STEAD RAILWAY. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Thomas Wrightson and Mr. 
Remnant. 


CHESHIRE LINES COMMITTEE. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Alexander Henderson and Mr. 
Chapman. 
CITY AND NORTH EAST SUBURBAN 
ELECTRIC RAILWAY. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Leigh-Bennett and Mr. David. 
Morgan. 
CLAPHAM JUNCTION AND MARBLE 
ARCH RAILWAY (No. 1). 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Lawson Walton and Mr. 
Fletcher Moulton. 


COMMERCIAL GAS. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir John Colomb and Mr. Kimber. 


CORK HARBOUR. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. William O’Brien, Mr. Donelan, 
Mr. Crean, and, Sir, Robert Penrose- 
Fitzterald. 


COVENTRY AND ARLEY RAILWAY. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Brand, Mr. Freeman Thomas, 
and Mr. Carvil. 


COVENTRY ELECTRIC TRAMWAYS. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Brand, Mr. Freeman Thomas, 
and Mr. Carvil. 
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DOVER CORPORATION. GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY (No. 2). 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. George Wyndham and Mr.|in by Mr. Strutt and Mr. Penn. 


Secretary Akers-Douglas. 
GREAT NORTHERN AND CITY RAIL- 
DUBLIN, WICKLOW, AND WEXFORD wat. 
RAILWAY. Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 


'™ Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | in by Sir Weetman Pearson and Mr. 
in by Mr. James O’Connor, Mr. Field, | Claude Hay. 
. h. 
a GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
EAST ARDSLEY GAS. | RAILWAY. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | . ) 
in by Mr. Barran and Mr. Brotherton. > Mr. Goulding and Mr. John 


EBBW VALE WATER AND IMPROVE. 
MENT. GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | _ Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir William Harcourt and Mr. | in by Mr. Brassey and Mr. David 


M‘Kenna. | Macl ver. 





BRITH TRAMWAYS AND IMPROVE: GRESENSIONFURD)- 
Petition and Bill ordered to be brought | Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 

in by Sir William Hart Dyke and Mr. | 

Henry William Forster. 


in by Mr. Llewellyn and Mr. Baldwin. 


GRINDLEFORD, BASLOW, AND 
BAKEWELL RAILWAY. 
FISHGUARD AND ROSSLARE RAIL- | Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
WAYS AND HARBOURS. |in by Sir William Holland, Mr. Henry 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | Joseph Wilson, and Mr. Bolton. 
in by Mr. Goulding and Mr. David | 
HAMPTON COURT GAS. 
i _ |. Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
GAS LIGHT AND COKE COMPANY. | in by Mr. Seale-Hayne and Mr. Skewes- 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | Cox. 
in by Sir Alexander Henderson, Mr. | 


Harris, and Mr. Alban Gibbs. |HIGHLAND AND INVERGARRY AND 

FORT AUGUSTUS RAILWAY COM- 

GATESHEAD CORPORATION. Msg veaaitaicaas rr 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | . an a ee oe a 

‘ - . «ws, | in by Mr. John Dewar, Mr. Bignold, and 
in by Sir James Joicey and Sir William | yy, “yohn Edward Gordon 
Allan. pose : 


Maclver. 


} . 
N a I py FAY 
GORLESTON AND sOUTHTOWN cas.| 2UMBER COMMERCIAL RAILWAY 
_ Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | _ Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir John Colomb and Colonel! in by Mr. Doughty and Mr. Chapman. 
Lucas. 
" | HYDE CORPORATION. 
GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY. | Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | in by Mr. Chapman and Mr. Ashton. 
in by Sir Alexander Henderson and Mr. | 
Chapman. | KINGSTON-UPON-HULL CORPORATION. 
? | Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY (No. 1). | in by Sir Joseph Firbank, Sir Seymour 
Petition and Bill ordered to be brought | King, Mr. Charles Wilson, and Sir James 


in by Mr. Strutt and Mr. Penn. | Woodhouse. 
| 
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LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE AND 
LONDON AND NORTH-WESTERN 
RAILWAYS (STEAM VESSELS). 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir William Hornby and Colonel 

Lockwood. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL 
(ELECTRIC SUPPLY). 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. John Burns and Mr. Bousfield. 


LONDON HYDRAULIC POWER. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | 
in by Sir Frederick Mappin and Sir John 
Aird. 


LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Skewes-Cox and Mr. Remnant. 





MARKET DRAYTON GAS. | 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | 
in by Colonel Kenyon-Slaney and Mr. | 
Heath. 


MERTHYR TYDVIL URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. David Thomas and Mr. Keir 
Hardie. 


MIDDLESBROUGH CORPORATION. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Colonel Sadler and Mr. Herbert | 


Samuel. | 


MIDLAND AND BELFAST AND 
NORTHERN COUNTIES RAILWAYS. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | 

in by Sir Frederick Mappin, Sir William | 
Coddington, and Mr. O'Neill. | 
MIDLAND GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY | 
OF IRELAND. | 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | 
in by Mr. M’Cann, Mr. Patrick White, | 
and Mr. Carvill. | 





| 
| 


MIDLAND RAILWAY. | 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | 
in by Sir Frederick Mappin and Sir | 
William Coddington. | 


NEATH, PONTARDAWE, AND | 


‘BRYNAMAN RAILWAY. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | 
in by Mr. David Thomas and Mr. Samuel | 
Evans. | 


{23 FEBRUARY 1903} 


Bill Business. 


NELSON CORPORATION. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Shackleton and Mr. Mitchell 
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NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE ELECTRIC 
SUPPLY. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir William Allan and Mr. Burt. 


NORTH-EASTERN RAILWAY. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Wharton, Sir James Kitson, 


' and Sir Edward Grey. 


NORTH MIDDLESEX GAS. 


Petition and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Colonel Bowles, Mr. Joseph Howard, 
and Mr. Bigwood. 


NORTH-WEST LONDON RAILWAY. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Price and Mr. Cautley. 


PLYMOUTH CORPORATION. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Duke and Mr. Guest. 


SCARBOROUGH GAS. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Beckett and Mr. Compton 
Rickett. 


SEAFORTH AND SEFTON JUNCTION 
RAILWAY. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Austin Taylor and Mr. Hall. 


SITTINGBOURNE DISTRICT GAS. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Laurence Hardy and Mr. John 
Howard. 


SOUTH SHIELDS CORPORATION. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Robson and Sir Charles 
Palmer. - 


SOUTH SHIELDS, SUNDERLAND AND 
DISTRICT TRAMWAYS. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Guthrie and Mr. Seely. 


SOUTH YORKSHIRE JOINT RAILWAYS, 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Wharton, Mr. Fielden, Mr. 
Fison, Sir Frederick Mappin, and Mr. 
Chapman. 
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STOKE ee om BOROUGH WOOLWICH BOROUGH COUNCIL. 
. Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought |in by Lord Charles Beresf d 
in by Mr. Bousfield and Captain Balfour. | Pog” a a 


SUSTON Seepeees WATEE. CROYDON AND DISTRICT ELECTRIC 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought TRAMWAYS. 
in by Mr. Keswick and Mr. Loder. Petition for Bill; referred to the 


THAMES CONSERVANCY. Select Committee on Standing Orders. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | HARROW ROAD AND PADDINGTON 
in by Sir Frederick Dixon-Hartland aud TRAMWAYS. 
Sir William Tomlinson. Petition for Bill; referred to the 
Select Committee on Standing Orders. 
THAMES STEAMBOAT TRUST. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | METROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY 


in by Mr. Alban Gibbs and Sir Fortescue (VARIOUS POWERS). 
Petition for Bill; referred to the 


Flannery. C ? 

Select Committee on Standing Orders. 

ULSTER AND CONNAUGHT LIGHT 
RAILWAYS. SHEFFIELD CORPORATION. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought Petition for Bill; referred to the 
in by Mr. Harrington, Colonel Saunder- | gelect, Committee on Standing Orders. 

son, Mr. James O Kelly, Mr. Murnaghan, 

and Mr. Archdale. STRABANE AND LETTERKENNY 

RAILWAY. 





c v SEN NION GAS. me : 

\ idee rate peices brought Petition for Bill; referred to the 
etition, an eee: . . 
in by Mr. Renwick and Mr. Crawford Select Committee on Standing Orders 





Smith. THAMES RIVER STEAMBOAT SERVICE. 
WELLINGBOROUGH AND DISTRICT Petition for Bill; referred to the 
TRAMROADS. | Select Committee on Standing Orders. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | 
in by Mr. Guthrie and Major Seely. WIGAN CORPORATION TRAMWAYS. 


Petition for Bill; referred to the 
WEST es eee TRAM- | Select Committee on Standing Orders. 





Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 


in by Mr. Helder, Colonel Bain, and Mr.| x yN@g SPEECH (MOTION FOR AN 
Randles. ADDRESS). 


WEST HAM CORPORATION. | - = ORGANISATION. F 
iti Bill ordered to be brought | der read. for resuming Adjourn 
Sg wg semen g | Debate on Amendment [23rd February] 


: } Mr. David 
in by Mr. Ernest Gray, and Mr. Davi |to Main Question [17th February], | 


— '“That an humble address be presented 
WINCHESTER WATER AND GAS. to His Majesty, as followeth :— 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | « Most Gracious Sovereign, 


? . ,and | 
- 7 od nega Faber, Mr. Myers, an Wa, Your” Madionn’s sanat: aisle 
wlll ; | and loyal subjects, the Commons of a 

7 AND CANNOCK | United Kingdom of Great Britain an 
bs CE LWAY (EXTENSION OF | Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
TIME). | leave to offer our humble thanks to Your 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | Majesty for the Gracious Speech which 


in by Mr. Charles Shaw and Mr. Walford} Your Majesty has addressed to both 
| Houses of Parliament.” —(Mr. Gretton.) 





Green. 
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Which Amendment was— 


At .~ ont of ie Seotien, we ane the 
words, ‘ But we humbly regret t the organ- 
isation of the land forces is unsuited to the 
needs of the Empire, and that no proportionate 

in in strength and efficiency has resulted 

m the recent increases in Military expen- 
diture.’”—(Mr. Beckett.) 

Question again proposed, “ That those 
words be there added.” 


*Mr. WYLIE, continuing his remarks, 
said that with regard to the Volunteers 
the War Office fully realised that there 
would be a serious diminution in this 
valuable auxiliary force, because in an 
Order of Council they hadset out the 
fact that the new rules must affect a 
great many persons who would be pre- 
vented from joining, but he scarcely 
thought that they quite realised the 
fact that the enormous number of 
resignations would involve in many 
cases the extinction of the regiments. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Gentleman appears to be discussing 
not so much the question in the Amend- 
ment as the effect on the Volunteer 
forces of a particular regulation. 


..*Mr. WYLIE pointed out that inas- 
much as these regulations seriously 
affected the defensive forces of the 
Empire, he thought perhaps he would 
be allowed to show how these forces had 
been reduced, and what measures 
should be taken to prevent such reduc- 
tion. 


Mr. SPEAKER thought the hon. 
Member would not be in order in 
continuing. 


*Mr. WYLIE said he bowed to the 
ruling of the Chair. The Secretary of 
State for War had, he thought, done 
exceedingly well for the Army; he had 
given a greater increase of pay to the 
private soldiers than any of his pre- 
decessors had given, and he had done 
well with the Militia, and had been 
liberal with the Yeomanry. He strongly 
urged the right hon. Gentleman now to 
turn his attention to the Volunteers and 
to regard them with the same considera- 
tion that he had given to the other 
branches of the Army. The changes 
the right hon. Gentleman had made in 


VOL. CXVIII. [FourtH Srrigs. | 
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the Army, Yeomanry and Militia were 
extremely satisfactory, and had greatly 
disarmed the criticisms brought to bear 
against him in that House, but if he 
might make one remark. he would ask 
the right hon. Gentleman to restore to 
the Volunteers of this country those 
grants which had been taken away, 
and to increase the allowances and 
facilities for drill and shooting. If 
the right hon. Gentleman did that 
he would not only stop this diminution 
of the Volunteer forces, but bring them 
up to a state of efficiency which they had 
never before attained. He hoped this 
would only be the first step towards 
an enormous extension of these forces. 
The active force of the Volunteers should 
be brought up to 600,000 with a Reserve 
of 500,000, and a second Reserve of 
1,500,000, and this could be done at an 
expense of probably six or seven 
millions, but certainly not more than 
£10,000,000. He was surprised at the 
criticisms of some of his hon, friends who 
sat on that side of the House as to the 
necessity of reducing the numbers of our 
Army. The size of our Army had been 
a matter of profound contempt among 
the officers of armies on the Continent. 
With an increased Volunteer force 
behind it, which could be effected with 
little expense because, as was well known, 
the Volunteer was the cheapest soldier 
in the world, the feeling of contempt 
would pass away. The Volunteers cost 
£6 a head. There was three times that 
expenditure in the case of the Militiaman 
and the Yeoman, and fourteen times as 
much in the case of the Regular. The 
expenditure on the whole Volunteer 
force was 30 per cent. less than the cost of 
two battleships, and about the same as 
that of 20,000 Regulars, and the value 
obtained from that expenditure was in- 
finitely greater than would be obtained 
from adding two battleships to the Navy 
or 20,000 men to the Regular Army. 
Looking at the enormous expansion of 
the British Empire; to the great increase 
of Continental armies and navies; to 
the much greater contact we had with 
those countries in many parts of our 
dominions ; and looking to the great 
lesson taught by the Boer War, namely, 
that those countries entertained the 
greatest jealousy and the bitterest 
hostility towards us, many military 


Y 
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experts of this country considered the | not content with it. And why? Because 
proposed increase in the Regular Army, |the public had realised how absolutely 
Militia and Yeomanry was not at all | essential it was that we should have an 
sufficient for the purpose of the defence | invincible fleet, and it was convinced 
of this colossal Empire. He strongly | that more money would have to be spent 
urged the Secretary of State to take |on the fleet. The people also felt that 
into his friendly consideration not simply | t#xation would have to be reduced, 
the reinstatement of the Volunteers to | although the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
their old position, but to increase the | had given no encouragement that there 
numbers in the way he had indicated. — —— ® oe = Sep- 
War among civilised nations was gener- aa oe me “y ‘ “eee nea ™ ps 
ally the result of foregone investigations, |/*hequer told them that, in his 
which had caused a nation to believe | Pinion, there should be a reduction 
that the army it was going to oppose | 2 the Military joe of , the 
was much less effective and efficient than | *° Present year, and that there would be 
its own. If this country had such o |such a reduction if the War Office pro- 


Volunteer force as he had suggested, with perly expended their money. The right 


hon. Gentleman had compared the cost of 
the Navy we possessed, the Regular Army, | ty, operations in South Africa under the 


and Yeomanry and Militia according to | .ontrol of the War Office with that of the 
the forecast that had been made, we should | .4.¢ of the Soudan War under Lord 


regardany combination of theContinental | Kitchener and Lord Cromer: and he 
Powers with comparative indifference. | ,qdeq that there was something wrong 
He hoped the Volunteer forces would) with the military element in the 
receive from the right hon. Gentleman | War Office. If they were to deal with 
the consideration to which they were) soldiers they needed a great organising 
entitled. soldier. 
_. | The Secretary for War had spoken 
*Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith | of the success he had met with in 
Burghs) said this subject had been | regard to recruiting. That was a very 
raised by that side of the House on | satisfactory part of his statement, but 
which he sat on more than one occasion, | it would be dangerous to expect re- 
but had never received adequate | cruiting to be always so good as it was 
support from the opposite Benches. There at the close of the war, in spite of the 
was no desire whatever in the present | advantages which the right hon. Gentle- 
discussion to make this a Party question, | man had offered to recruits. When the 
or any desire to criticise unduly the | Six Army Corps Scheme was introduced, 
efforts made by the Secretary of State | he thought that some form of conscrip- 
for War or the Commander-in-Chief. | tion would have to be introduced as part 
Every one was convinced that both the | of the scheme ; but he did not believe that 
right hon. Gentleman and the Commander- | the public would everagree to conscription 
in-Chief had done all they could to remedy | until every effort had been made to meet 
a great evil. A contradictory issue was | the requirements of the Empire without 
raised by the Amendment. He agreed | conscription. Another difficulty in con- 
with the contention that they had not an | nection with the Six Army Corps Scheme 
efficient scheme for the Army in the/| was that of finding an adequate mancu- 








scheme proposed by the right hon. | vring ae ey Many of them who had been ~ 
e 


Gentleman. The right hon. Gentleman | at Aldershot knew that there was not 
spoke of the difficulty of dealing with the | sufficient ground there, and he believed 
claims of officers and others who had | that before long it would be found that 
served their country well in South Africa. | the same remark might apply to Salisbury 
There must evidently be a good deal of | Plain. The right hon. Gentleman had 
discontent under these conditions. The} gone to the South of Scotland for a 
Army at no time was an easy subject for | manceuvring ground which he thought 
civilians to deal with. It was not only a | was better than anything they could obtain 
question of those who were unable to find | in the South of England. He, however, 
employment, but he did not think the | believed it was not possible to manceuvre 
Army as a whole was at all content with | these Army Corps in this island. He had 
the Six Army Corps Scheme ; and he was | read the scheme lately placed before them 
satisfied that the country as a whole was | in The Times, and he did not think any one 


Mr. Wylie. 
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of them could fail to be attracted by the | 
roposal that the First Army Corps should | 
fe moved from Aldershot to South Africa. 
None of them who were soldiers but | 
would prefer if they were to begin their | 
professional career again to go to India, | 
or some other country where they would | 
have some real opportunity- for maneu- | 
yring ; and that was what they would gain 
by having an Army Corps in South Africa. 
Another point to which sufficient atten- 
tion had not been given was the constitu- 
tion ef a great general staff. That he 
believed to be absolutely essential, and it 
would be cheap at half-a-million as 
compared with the expenditure of thirty 
millions without a gereral staff. He 
thought that a certain amount of the 
want of confidence which had arisen in 
the public minds was due to the fact that 
some of the recommendations in the 


Clinton-Dawkins Report which had at-. 


tracted most attention had not been 
carried into effect. They had not one 
board but three boards, and anything 
more different from what came from the 
Clinton-Dawkins Report could not be 
imagined than the arrangement of the 
control of the Army by three boards 
instead of by one board, on the Admiralty 
model. So far as he knew the powers of 
delegation to be given to generals com- 
manding districts, which had been re- 
commended ,by the report, had not been 
distributed with a very lavish hand, 
although he understood that something 
had been done in that direction. Presi- 
dent Roosevelt, in the speech which 
appeared in The Times of that day, 
had suggested a model of what the 
American army should be. He believed 
that that should be our model also 
that we should have a smaller army 
than that involved by the scheme of the 
right hon. Gentleman, that we should 
pay it more highly in order to obtain 
recruits, and that we should have a 
home army in different healthy portions 
of the Empire where it would be near 


the seat of danger. The scheme of the | 


right hon. Gentleman as it stood was 
too costly for the country to bear, and 
would have to be modified. 


*Lt.-CoLONELGEORGE KEMP (Lanca- 
shire, Heywood) said that in speaking in 


favour of the Amendment, he knew he | 
took up a position he had never before | 
-oceupied. He had supported the Govern- | 
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ment hitherto, because he not only con- 
curred with them in their Party politics, 
but because he believed that their general 
policy had been a benefit to the country 
and the Empire. But on this occasion 
he was obliged to part company with 
them. Feeling that this was a matter of 
great urgency, he conceived it his duty 


to vote, not with his Party. but for 


what he believed to be the best interests 
of the whole Empire. He would 
endeavour to point out to the House, in 
as few words as possible, how the first 
obligation of His Majesty’s Government, 
the maintenance of the security of the 
Empire, had been imperilled and not 
advanced by the Army Scheme of the 
Secretary of State for War. It could 
not be said that the House had dealt 
in any niggardly spirit with the ex- 
penditure on the two forces, the 
Navy and the Army. Sixty millions, 
or £80,000,000 if the Indian Army was 
included, had been spent on the defence 
of the Empire ; but the general principle 
raised by the, Amendment was: Had 
this large sum been properly divided 
between the Army and the Navy? 
Seven years ago a Defence Committee 
was appointed to consider the relative 
needs of the two forces. They knew 
that that Committee allayed, for the 
moment, the apprehensions that were 
felt in every part of the country. Up 
to that time there had been no organised, 
no co-ordinated authority by which the 


relative forces of the Navy and Army 
should be considered. Had that Com- 


mittee fulfilled the purpose for which it 
was appointed? The present Govern- 
ment was aware of the inadequacy of 
that Committee, because they had very 
rightly seen fit to reconstitute it, and 
strengthen it by the addition of naval 
and military experts. If that were the 
case, did it not follow that during the last 
few years, our position as an Empire had 
been imperilled by the inadequacy of that 
Committee? It was recommended by 
the Hartington Commission that that 
Committee should meet every year 
before the Estimates were prepared, so 
that the relative establishments of the 
two services might be considered. 


It was quite obvious that as the arma- 
ments of other nations increased, so the 
needs of our two forces would also vary 
from year to year. Had they not the spec- 
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tacle before them of a new factor in|seheme? They had been asked in the 
international affairs, a new naval power present year to spend £29,000,000 on 
which had sprung up, and would continue the English Army, and only £31,000,000 


to increase in strength? However | 
genuine and sincere the friendship of | 
the German Emperor might be for’ 
England, it was well known that the 
predominant feeling of the German 
people, combined with the increase in 
the naval power of that Empire, must 
be fraught with danger to this country, 
unless they were assured that steps were 
taken to meet any potential danger that 
might arise. What measures, then, had 
been taken? They had the famous 
declaration of 1896, when the Duke of 
Devonshire said that 


‘‘The maintenance of sea supremacy had 
been assured as a means of Imperial defence 
against attacks from over-sea.” 


But was this Army Corps Scheme drawn 
up in accordance with the policy pro- 
pounded by that declaration? He main- 
tained that so far as they could judge from 
the statement of the Secretary for War, not 
only had itnot been drawn up in accordance 
with that declaration, but in direct violation 
ofit,and that the Secretary for War seemed 
even unaware of the views of the President 
of the Defence Committee, or else he acted 
in direct defiance of them. The right hon. 
Gentleman had said in his Memorandum 
to the Colonial Premiers that the number 
of men he asked for was 640,000 in time 
of peace, and that these numbers were 
“not deemed too large by our military 
advisers in view of the possibility of our 
at any time losing the command of the 
sea.” The Duke of Devonshire’s state- 


ment was in agreement with that of 
the Admiralty, which scouted a land 
defence, and presumed that we would 
act on the offensive at sea. 


He had three questions to ask, and he 
wished an answer to them from the Secre- 


tary for War. First of all, had the right 
hon. Gentleman, before he brought his Esti- 
mates before the House each year, any | 
directions or indications, based on ‘the | 
recommendations of the Committee of | 
Defence, as to the scope of the duties of | 
the Army; and secondly, if he had | 
asked for these numbers and arranged | 
for their general distribution in accord- | 
ance with such directions. And thirdly, 
if he had not these directions, or an 
indication of their policy, on what basis 
had he formed the totality of his 


Lieutenant-Colonel George Kemp. 


on the Navy, which was the first line 
of defence. They knew from the state- 
ment of the Prime Minister that the 


| Estimates for the current year had not, 


on account of the matter of time, been 
put before the re-constituted Defence 
Committee. They were to presume 
that these Estimates were in accordance 
with the deliberate decision of the 
Cabinet. Were they not, therefore, 
justified in asking for a statement from 
the Prime Minister as to what the 
general policy of the Cabinet had been 
which justified this particular allocation 
between the two forces of the Navy and 
Army? And if no statement of that 
kind was made, he thought they were 
not going beyond what was right in 
saying that the present Army policy of 
the Secretary for War was in direct 
contradiction to the policy of co-ordina- 
tion between the two forces. The next 
point was this: What was the origin of 
the peculiar form of organisation by 
which the Army was divided into six 
Army Corps? It was well within the 
memory of the House that the Secretary 
of State for War had quoted Lord 
Roberts on what he would call com- 
paratively minor details. That was a 
practice which personally he objected to, 
because it might give the impression to: 
people outside the House that the 
Secretary of State for War, who was 
responsible for policy, had sheltered him- 
self behind his subordinates. He did 
not say that in any invidious way, but 
he disapproved of the practice. He 
should like to know whether Lord 
Roberts had given his direct approval 
to this particular Army Corps scheme ? 
That was not a question of details, but 
of national policy. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : Most certainly. 


*Lt.-CoLoNeL GEORGE KEMP: Very 
well, but was it not a very remarkable 
thing that the Commander-in-Chief 
never made use of this organisation in 
South Africa ? 


An Hon. Member: He never heard of. 
it. 
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_ *Lt.-CoLoneL GEORGE KEMP said | 
he should like very much to know | 
whether Lord Roberts had ever been in | 
an Army Corps himself, and whether, | 
in any speech or writing, his Lordship 

had ever pronounced himself in favour 

of this particular unit either for war in | 
other countries, or for peace training at 

home? Had he ever done that? Let | 
them have a reply from a representative 

of the Government. If the Secretary for | 
Warsaid that he had the approval of Lord 
Roberts for his scheme, when did Lord 
Roberts’ conversion take place? Was it 
since his return from South Africa, or 
was it at Madeira on his way home? 
He wanted to know the real origin of 
the Army Corps scheme, and whether it 
had the direct sanction and approval of | 
the most eminent officers at the War 

Office. He had no acquaintance with | 
these officers, but he should like to know | 
whether any use had been made of the | 
opinions of such men as Sir John Ardagh, 
Sir Evelyn Wood, or Sir Henry Bracken- 
bury ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Yes. 


*LT.-COLONEL GEORGE KEMP said 


that they might then be satisfied, after | 
the assurance which had been given, 
that this scheme had the direct sanction 
of military experts, and was not the pro- 


duct of a civilian. He was glad to hear 

from the speech of the Secretary of State | 
for War that afternoon, that the intro- | 
duction of this scheme was not the in- 

troduction of an article made in Ger- | 
many, for if it had been, he must say that 
all articles made in Germany were not | 
useful in Great Britain. He said that in 
no frivolous spirit; but he imagined that | 
the success of the Army Corps system 
in the Germanic Empire must have been 
the reason for its introduction in| 
England. He would point out, however, 
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*Mr. BRODRICK: Yes. 


*Lt.-COLONEL GEORGE KEMP said he 
believed it was tried in 1898, when Sir 
Redvers Buller commanded one corps, and 
the Duke of Connaught commanded 
another corps ; but then it was more in 
name than in actual fact. Since the in- 
troduction of this scheme by the Secretary 
for War, could it be said that an Army 
Corps had been manceuvred against 
another Army Corps, so that the officers 
might be trained in the duties they 


' would have to undertake inwar? Could 


the Secretary of State tell them whether 


it was possible to manceuvre Army Corps 


in this country? If that were possible, as 


‘the Secretary of State said it was, he 


should like to know where ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: It was done in 
1872 and 1874. 


*Lt.-CoLONEL GEORGE KEMPsaid he 


| would like to know where it was possible 


to manceuvre Army Corps in this country ? 
One of the great arguments in favour 
of this system was that the general 
officers in particular would receive a 
training in their duties in case of war. 
He looked at the Army List for January, 
and he found that to the First Army 
Corps—which was the most advanced— 
only one brigadier had been appointed ; 
yet he understood that the proper com- 
plement was to be six. If the contention 
was that their officers who commanded in 
peace should also command in their several 
capacities in war, how were they to re- 


‘eoncile it with the fact that divisional 


commanders were at the present time 


| doing the work of the brigadiers? And 


if it were urged that the general officers 


|were going to get extra training, he 


would like to know what kind of training 


|they were now getting other than that 


given before the introduction of the 
scheme in 1891. He thought they also 


ought to know what was the difference in 


that the mnilitary necessities of Germany the work now being done at Aldershot 
were quite different from those of and that prior to 1901. He was told— 
England ; the conditions of service were | but perhaps he had been incorrectly in- 
entirely different, andthe analogy would | formed—that the work going on there 
tend to mislead the general public. Butif| was exactly the same now as it was 
it was saidthat this particular organisation | before the introduction of the scheme. If 
was approved of by the military experts, so, then he again asked, what was the 
where, he asked, was it possible in this | advantage of the scheme so far as training 
country to manceuvre properly an Army | of general officers was concerned? Next 
Corps, as an army? Had it ever been|he came to the question of the men. 
done ? | They had been told that afternoon by the 
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Secretary for War that he had got more | The right hon. Gentleman had also in- 
men than he actually wanted. How was | formed them that the financial audits were 
it, then, that up till only a short time ago | not now held at the War Office but 
there were no men at all in the 3rd at Army Corps headquarters. But 
Division of the First Army Corps at| were not the references to the War 
Aldershot? The right hon. Gentleman’s | Office as frequent now as they were 


figures seemed to be very impressive, but before the financial clerks were sent 


where were the men ? 


down? It might be urged that the 
|stores in these various Army Corps 


*MR. BRODRICK : My hon. friend | districts had been amassed. That, no 
must be aware that during the last few doubt, was an advantage if the Army 


months large numbers of troops have been 
coming back from South Africa, and, of 
course, the men cannot be at Aldershot 


and at sea at one and the same time. 


the men I have named will be at their 


stations within a reasonable period. 


* LIEUTENANT - COLONEL 
KEMP said he would like to know 
if it would be contended that the First 


Army Corps could go out in a few months 


| Corps was going out as an Army Corps; 
| but if it were not, then there was no. 
distinct advantage in having the stores. 
/amassed in their particular districts. 
Would it not have been possible to 
| secure decentralisation to the extent they 


GEORGE, bd done by districts instead of by 


| Army Corps areas ? 


Something had been said about train- 
| ing. He would like to ask whether the 


as an Army Corps as at present consti-| present distribution of troops was an 


tuted. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Certainly, with che 
Reservists. 


*LIEUTENANT - COLONEL GEORGE 
KEMP said he must not be misunder- 
stood to say that it could not go 
out as at present constituted because it 
had not got the Reservists, but what he 
wanted to know was whether, apart from 
the question of Reservists, it could go out, 
ray, on the 3lst March and engage in a 
war in any other country. His reply to 
that was that it could not, because it had 
not the necessary brigadiers and other 
officers, while the men also were not 
there. Under this Army Corps system 
were we any more forward than urder 
the old system in securing an expedi- 
tionary force that at a moment’s notice 
could leave this country ? He held that 
we were not, as not a single unit in any 
Army. Corps could be sent from these 
shores without calling up the Reserves. 
The system would not enable us any more 
quickly than under the old plan to send 
out an expeditionary force. They had 
been told that afternoon that one of the 
great advantages of this system was that 

y it they got decentralisation. He quite 
understood that it might be easier to 
secure delegation of the business from the 


|imseparable factor of the Army Corps 
‘system. Take the case of Colchester. 
| Were the troops stationed there so 
|that they might conform to Army 
Corps organisation? He happened to 
‘be there the other day, and he found 
| there were three battalions of infantry, 
'three batteries of artillery, a cavalry 
regiment, and other details at that 
station. He asked an officer. ‘‘ Where is 
your training ground?” It was pointed 
‘out to him, and it had very much the 
appearance of a good cricket ground. 
He inquired further of the officer how 
he was able to train his men in the 
/various arts of war in such a place; 
| how, for instance, he could teach them 
‘to take cover, and the reply was that he 
‘told them to go behind some small 
‘ornamental trees on the fringe of the 
‘ground, and to pretend that the trees 
were bigger. That was the way in 
which they were taking advantage of 
the lessons learned in the South African 
‘War. Yet when they heard of men 
|exposing themselves to the Boers as 


} 


| targets on the sky-line, with the result 


| that regrettable incidents followed, they 
| were at once asked what were the officers 


doing that they had not trained their 
men better. They might just as well go 
to Drury Lane Theatre and borrow a 


War Office by having larger districts than | number of stage properties for use in 
they had before the Army Corps districts | training their troops as adopt the plan 


were introduced, and that to that extent |in vogue at Colchester. He was told 
decentralisation might be accelerated. | that the only available ground for the 
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cavalry to learn scouting was on the | the requirements of the country, and that 
public roads, and that the local authorities | it was rightly and adequately expended. 
were making up a Bill against the| More than that, he was afraid that if this 
Government for damage done to the | expenditure continued to increase as it 
thoroughfares. Now, he wanted to was now increasing the people would get 
know, were all those things inseparable | disgusted with it, and in future years it 
from the Army Corps system? They | would be difficult for any Governmer:t to 
might be told that large sums of money | bring forward a scheme which would 
had been spent on barracks, but, if they | @dequately meet the requirements of 


d not a good traini d what | Imperial defence, because the public felt 
- a a ee ' that the money already voted had not 


the use of the latest thing in barracks ? | 

He would like to take another illus-| been properly spent, and they could not 
tration with regard to training grounds. | >¢, certain how it would be expended. 
He happened to be at Aldershot last | They were told by the right hon. Gentle- 
year, at the training of a regiment of | ay - uk de —_ we 
Yeomanry for South Africa, and he found |though they did not know how tha 


that in the widely extended formations | figures were arrived at, what they 


ppeesend Sirgen — a very small hag | included, or what were the qualities of 
of troops, it was almost impossible to! the men. But supposing the right hon. 
carry out satisfactorily movements which Gentleman had made n Si point good, 
approximated to those on active service | supposing he had got his men, what were 
without finding the ground occupied by they for? Was it to engage in a Con- 
other troops. If that were the caseé tinental war? If so, he was perfectly 
when only a few troops were in training, | certain that the people of this country 
what would be the effect when they would not tolerate that for one moment. 
attempted to mancuvre an Army Corps? Was it for home defence? If so, then it 

There was another questionw, hich was was in direct opposition to the policy 
still more important, and that was enunciated by the President of the 
the cost. If the system were good, what Defence Committee. If they were told 
was the cost of it? They were told it was to be prepared for wars like that in 
it would amount to twenty-nine millions South Africa, if they were told that they 
sterling. Whatever might be said wanted six Army Corps for that purpose, 
about their having a sufficient number then he thought they ought to have a 
of men, he believed that at present they clear statement from a member of the 
had only the skeleton formation|Government of the policy which the 
without some of the vertebre. But what Government was pursuing. It had been 
would be the cost when the bones were said that the policy of the Government 
fully clothed? It would undoubtedly | was to maintain on the one hand an over- 
be more than it was at the present time. | whelming Navy to meet the necessities 
When they were considering the vast | inherent to the defence of these shores, 
question of expenditure they could not | and at the same time to maintain a large 
confine themselves to the needs of the Army which would enable them to deal 


Army and the Navy alone. The country| with a war such as that they had 





was murmuring at the present time at the | recently had in South Africa. If that 


high taxation it had to bear. There 
were social reforms in urgent need of 
solution. There was the question of 
the housing of the working classes 


and of old age pensions, while on ; 
'were very good. But he would like to 


education they would have to spend 


increasingly large sums of money, and 
rightly so.- Now, the proposition he 
wished to put was this: While these | 


questions were calling for solution, while 


the country was demanding that they | 


should be attended to, they could not 
possibly ask for enormous sums of money 
for the Army unless they could show 
that that money was urgently needed for 


were the policy of the Government, let 
Ministers say so clearly and frankly, 


'They had heard a good deal that after- 


noon about recruiting; they had heard 
with great satisfaction that the results 


ask whether, in the 50,000 recruits spoken 
of that afternoon, there were included the 
5,000 yeomen who last year were en- 
listed under special conditions. 


*Lorp STANLEY: No. 


*LIEUTENANT - COLONEL GEORGE 
|KEMP said he was glad to hear 
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that. They had got the quantity of 
recruits, but what about the quality ? 
In the last recruiting returns there was 
a statement which would lead one to 
believe that the quality of the recruits 
educationally had improved. If that was 
goin to be argued by the right hon. 

entleman, he ventured to say it was in 
direct contradiction of what he had 
himself heard. He had the pleasure of 
talking to a recruiting officer a little 
while ago, an officer who had passed a 
large number of recruits, and who had 
taken the trouble to examine them as to 
their educational qualities. His experience 
was that at least 50 per cent. of them 
were illiterate. No doubt they had been 
to school, but in the years intervening 
between leaving school and enlisting in 
the Army they had not taken part in any 
intelligent employment, and had appar- 
ently Torguiten all they were caggaaeh to 
have learnt. He thought that, in regard 
to that matter, they ought to have an 
authoritative statement from the right 
hon. Gentleman, because, unless it could 
be shown that the quality of the recruits 
had not merely not deteriorated but had 
tremendously improved, they would have 
failed to take advantage of one of the 
chief lessons of the South African War, 
a lesson which taught them that what 
they wanted was a higher class of men 
and more individuality of character. 
Unless the right hon. Gentleman could 
tell them that they had a much superior 
class of men, he ventured to assert that 
this present scheme was extravagant, 
because under it they did not get a due 
teturn from each man for the trouble 
and expense incurred on his behalf. 


He had spoken rather longer than he 
intended, but there was one other point to 
which he could not omit drawing the 


attention of the House. The last and 
strangest feature of this scheme was that 
in the particular departments in which 
the Government ought to have been the 
least weak and the least niggardly, they 
had been the most niggardly. Where 
they ought to have spent money 
with a lavish hand they had absolutely 
stinted it. He referred particularly 
to the Intelligence Department. They 
had been tald that afternoon that, 
two or three years before the Boer War 
broke out it would never have been 
anticipated that such a large number 
of men would be required. Why was it 
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never anticipated? It was because they 
had not a proper Intelligence Depart- 
ment. The war was known to be inevit- 

able. It ought to have been known to be 

inevitable ever since 1884, and that being 
so, if they had had an Intelligence 
Department worthy of the name they 
would have been better prepared for it. 
He wondered if the right hon. Gentle- 
man had ever calculated how many 
millions he might have saved this 
country if he had borne this in mind. 

What was done? Only a short time 
before the war took place, and when 

the situation was most acute, what did 
they do? They sent out a handful of 
officers to gather information which 

ought to have been collected ten years 
before. Those officers did admirable 
work, they did everything in their 
power, and they ran risks to which 
they ought not to have been exposed. - 
They did magnificent work, and was it 
not a terrible condemnation of the 
Intelligence Departmen: and of the War 
Office that they should have been obliged 
to send out, at the last moment, these 
few devoted men to find information 
which ought to have been in their 
possession long before. Now, he asked 
what had been done to remedy that 
defect. They had been informed that 
much had been done, and that the 
Director of Military Intelligence had 
been put into a very high and responsible 
post. They were glad to hear it. But: 
what else had been done? He would 
like to ask what had become of the body 

of men so admirably trained by Colonel 
Henderson in South Africa. Colonel 
Henderson gathered together some 200 
officers for the work of the Department, 
but no sooner had the war ended than 
their services were dispensed with. Was 
that the way in which the Department 
was trying to meet the necessities of the 
case? He spoke somewhat feelingly on 
this subject. He knew that the maps 
which they had in South Africa were, 
at any rate so far as the Orange River 
and Cape Colonies were concerned 

absolutely useless and inadequate. That 
was not merely his opinion, it was also 
the opinion of those responsible for 
drawing up the maps. In one instance 
there was an inscription, “This map 
is not to be taken as absolutely ac- 
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curate.” There was no doubt a sombre | relative needs of the Navy and the Army. 
humour in that, but that which might | Until this was done no one could pro 
appear comic to the compiler was| pound an alternative scheme. They 
passing near tragic to the users. Some | might indicate the general lines upon 
hon. Members had drawn a comparison | which they thought their policy should 
between the Intelligence Departments | be carried out, but it was for the military 
of this country and Germany. Germany | experts to adumbrate the details of the 
was practically surrounded by a ringed | scheme. They ought not to be asked for. 
fence of armed nations, but the British | an alternative scheme until they knew 
Empire had to deal with problems of a | what the respective requirements of the 
unique character all the world over. If| Army and Navy were. It was sufficient 
Germany met her needs by a large In-| for him to know that they were face to 
telligence Department, would thiscountry | face with a scheme which he felt that 
not also adequately meet our needs by | he had no alternative but to oppose 
a correspondingly large Intelligence | with all the power he possessed. Hold- 
Department. It might be said that | ing those convictions he should be obliged 
England had a small and Germany a_| to support them with his vote. He knew 
big army, but was that going to be | there were many people, both inside and 
the measure by which they were going | outside of the House of Commons, who, 
to determine what their Intelligence |upon this subject, would not openly 
Department should be? It was because | oppose the Government, but he sincerely 
they had only a small army that they | hoped that the time would not be long 
wanted an absolutely good Intelligence in coming when His Majesty’s Govern- 
Department, so that an English force; ment, whose high intentions and 
when it went abroad might be able | patriotism he admired as much as any- 
to strike quickly and effectively. body, would realise that by the with- 
‘drawal of this wasteful and cumbrous 
ene Se ys the he at Wiekt phage | policy they would best fulfil their obliga- 
: | tions to the Empire and to the Crown. 
the hat gy pees i ner sw J had | 

received, he could not he ringing | = 
before the House the fact that in Ni atal | “% EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
they only had one-third of the Volunteers | “@"° a yen I do not rise for the 
from the Orange River Colony. And PUTpose of occupying any great amount 
why? Because of the unsympathetic | time in this important debate, in 
treatment they received. This was the | which a great number of Members will 
same kind of official red tape which | be anxious to speak; but I think it is 
lost us, long ago, America. That was | desirable . that as many Members as 
the attitude in 1754, and they had possible should make it clear from what 
the same attitude from the War Office | Pointof view they approach this question. 
in 1900. That was the attitude which | /e Secretary for War tried, I think not 
was responsible for giving us so| gana aphog f hi yee at on 
; | n , whic un- 
few Volunteers in Natal, where the men | doubtedly sincerély holds, thas thos 


were so anxious and willing to serve us. | ; 

Anyone who had been in South Africa | who are opposed to his Army scheme, 
knew that they could not go to any con-| and who are in favour of this Amend- 
siderable town there without hearing | Ment, are not themselves agreed.. Well, 


complaints of the treatment of the Volun-| 1 do not believe that that is the case. 
teers from the Imperial Government. To | The hon. Members who introduced this 


all those arguments that he had adduced | Amendment to the House stated em- 
there was only one answer. What | Phatically that they did so for no Party 
alternative had they to offer? The| reason, and that they desired that it 
Secretary for War said that all the | should not be made a Party question. It 
critics disagreed, and could not make is impossible, of course, for anyone on 
any constructive policy. But he had | this side of the House to speak in support 
no right to ask them to form an alter- | of it without giving any hon. Gentleman 
native scheme until they had a/| opposite occasion to say that we support 
definite and authoritative statement | it for a Party purpose. That is necessarily 
from a responsible Minister of the|the case. But what I want to do. as 
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far as possible, is to make it clear that | the right hon. Gentleman is drawing 
we are sincere in saying that we do not | from our population in the same way as 
support it for a Party purpose. The the Navy. Has it ever occurred to the 
reason why we support it is not any | right hon. Gentleman what are likely to 
difference of opinion whatever, or any | be the requirements of the Navy in 
special point of view of our own, or any | future years? If he raises the terms for 
Party purpose which we have to serve; | the Army, and makes it more attractive, 
but we support it on exactly thesame and succeeds in getting more recruits 
grounds as have been presented to the for the Army, he is dipping into pre- 
House from the other side.. It is not as| cisely the same bucket as the Navy. 
if we differed, either on Imperial or| Really, the question which the House 
strategical questions, from the point of has to consider is how many men this 
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view which the mover and seconder have | 
presented to the House, but it is because | 
we agree with them that we support | 
their Amendment. On the contrary, I | 
have never heard an Amendment which | 
I thought was better launched in debate | 
than this Amendment. The ground is 
covered with exactly the arguments, 
which I should wish to use. The right | 
hon. Gentleman, the Secretary of State 
for War, welcomed the debate because he 
said it raised a challenge of. principle 
which went to the very root of the 
matter. The right hon. Gentleman 
really did not argue the question on that 
ground. What was challenged by the 
mover and seconder of the Amendment 
was the right hon. Gentleman’s scheme— | 
challenged, not in detail, but in principle. 
What was his reply? His reply, in effect, 
was that this scheme was doing very well. 
I understand the argument of the 
supporters of the Amendment to be) 
that the right hon. Gentleman’s scheme 
is wasteful, because it is aiming at| 
something which is not suited to the| 
requirements of the country or the! 
Empire, and that because it is wasteful | 
it is dangerous. The right hon. Gentle- | 


} 
| 


country can spare to devote themselves 
to the profession of arms. That is the 
real point you have to consider—not 
how many men you want for the Army, 
but for the Army and Navy combined. 


When I hear that recruits are coming 


in well for the Army, I wonder why. 


Presently we shall have Estimates pre- 
sented for the Navy based on this, that 
the Navy has been obliged to raise its 
terms. That brings us to the real point 


which, I think, underlies the apprehen- 
sion and the anxiety which the House 
| feels, and it isthis: has the Government 
really considered any settled policy of 
‘national requirements ? Is there a real 


controlling opinion which has settled 
the policy of national defence and de- 


cided what part the Navy must play 


and what part the Army must play? 
That has not been done by the Com- 
mittee of Defence as established pre- 
viously. If it is going to be done by 
the new Committee of Defence, it is a 
fact that this Army scheme has been 
produced without that body having had 
an opportunity of considering such 
points. The mover and seconder raised 
a real difference of principle—not so 


man’s reply is that the country should pyoad as this one I have laid down— 
give him more time, and then he will | with regard to the Army at home, and 
establish his scheme, and the country | that was that even if you had to con- 
may be sure of having to pay for it. | gider the military question without . 
That is why I do not want to go over) considering the great naval question 

the ground which the right hon. Gentle- | which lies behind it, there ought to be 
man took—that the recruits were com-| 4 clear separation between the Imperial 
ing in well. I do not dispute that for a| Army to be used for purposes abroad 
moment, but that does not meet our) and the military forces which you have 
point. Our point is that his scheme is | for defence at home. That was the idea 
one which, if well filled up, is not suited | that ran through the speeches of the 
to the country, and which is dangerous mover and seconder of the Amend- 
because of the expense it would involve. | ment, and it is one which has been 
The right hon. Gentleman says that | developed with, I think, a most admir- 
recruits are coming in well for his large able attempt to apply a thinking mind 
Army scheme. From where are they | to this question in a series of articles in 
coming? From our population. But | The Times newspaper. These speeches 
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and those articles are really the first | 
attempt we have had before this country 
to think the question out. They are 
the work, no doubt, of individual 
minds. We may all of us differ in cer- 
tain details from the proposals which 
have been put forward. But they are 
a real attempt to think the question 
out; and we have not yet had from the | 
Government any sign on their part that | 
they havedevoted their mind to thinking 
out this military problem in the light of 
the present needs of the Empire. What) 
the right hon. Gentleman’s scheme is | 
going to give us, it seems to me, is the 
largest possible Regular force in Great | 
Britain, where it will not be wanted for | 
military operations and where it cannot | 
be satisfactorily trained. 

Most of us in this House must speak as | 
laymen ; but nobody can have listened to | 
the hon. and gallant Member who has just | 
sat down on the subject of training alone | 
without feeling what an unsatisfactory | 


training-ground this country is forthesort | 
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thinking department even than the 
German army. The problem of the 
Germans is a simpler one, though they 
have to deal with a much larger army. 
We have to consider a far larger part of 
the globe, and conditions differing far 
more widely than those which the German 
army is called upon to consider. The 
essence of our case is that we may be 
called upon to undertake military opera- 
tions in widely different parts of the 
world, in widely different conditions, 
which ought not to require more than a 
comparatively small force, but, in order 
that they should be successfully carried 
out they require great knowledge and 
great preparation. Though our Army 
must always be infinitesimal in compari- 
son with the great Continental armies, it 
does require in proportion, I think, even 
a larger thinking department, because of 
the variety and uncertainty of the condi- 
tions which we have to deal with. 


The mover of the Amendment made a 
very interesting suggestion that Army ex- 
penses might be very greatly reduced by 


of purposes for which the British Army is | considering the troops in South Africa as 
likely to be wanted in the Empire. The | being on the hace eouilidionsed. The 
hon. and gallant Member who has just right hon. Gentleman replies to that by 
sat down laid great stress upon the | saying if that were done we should never 
necessity of having a better Intelligence | get recruits. Well, it is the experience 
Department. That is one of the points | of many of us that a great number of 
to which attention has been drawn—_/ people are anxious to get to other parts 
that we have not a proper staff organisa- | of the Empire, at any rate, to see what 
tion or an adequate Intelligence Depart- | openings there are there. I must say the 
ment, and that the brains of the Army | advantages of South Africa as a training- 
are being starved. What is the answer | ground are obvious. Even if it proved to 
of the Secretary of State for War? He | be the case that we could not get recruits 
said: ‘‘ Would you have a general staff | for a large part of the Army if such a 
like that of the German Army, costing | place as South Africa wereregardedasupon 
some half-a-millionayear?” Perhaps not; the home establishment, at any rate the at- 
but what does he propose? He says he | tempt should be made ; for I am not at all 


has increased our Intelligence Department | Ure that the right hon. Gentleman is 


at home, and it is now to cost something | 
like £25,000 instead of £10,500. It has 
been more than doubled at rather more 
than double the expense. Is that really 
what is to be put against the general 
staff of the German Army costing half- 
a-million 4 Without going so far as half- 
@million, there is a great difference 
between half-aemillion and £25,000. I 
admit that the German Army is on 
a scale entirely different from our 
own, and that what the German Army may 
require is not necessarily any gauge of | 
what we require for our Army ; but I am 
not sure that in proportion to the size of 
our Army we do not require a ied 





right in saying that recruits would not 


| be forthcoming if they knew they were 


to be sent to a part of the Empire where 
the climate is good, the country large, 
with great possibilities, opportunities for 
experience, and possible openings such 
as men would not come into contact 
with at home. At any rate, the sug- 
gestion of the mover of the Amendment 
is one well worthy of consideration, and 
one which it should be one of our objects 
to carry out, or at least to put to the test. 

Now take the Army for defence at 
home. What sort of defence are we 
likely to want? What sort of attack 
are we likely to have to meet? The 
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hon. Member for Chester pressed this 
home in his speech. We should like to 
know how much the command of the 
sea really guarantees to us in regard to 
home defence. If it is a mere question of 
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for the training of the auxiliary foree, 
You might have a staff to whom this 
duty should be specially allotted. Aad 
I believe if that were done, and if we 
had a clear separation between our 


meeting a temporary raid by a compara-| Regular Army as such, and that were 
tively small number of men landed | kept small, compact, but efficient, with 
suddenly by surprise, then I am con- | a comparatively large staff available for 
vinced that a citizen Army, such asthe the training of the auxiliary force at 
hon. Member opposite has advocated, | home—if that had been done we should 
would be amply sufficient to meet them. | have come through the last’ war crisis 
Anyone who has read the Army Memo- | in South Africa much better than we did, 
randum and the Navy Memorandum | The right hon. Gentleman has dwelt on 
will see that the question has not been | the feelings that were aroused during 
thought out by the two Departments | the crisis of the war; he appealed to us 
together. The two Departments take | to go back to what we felt and said at 
different views. But it is the duty of | that time, always using that in support 
the Government to form and to carry of his present Army scheme, Well, Sir, 
out a policy, not to present the conflict-| the crisis was severe enough, and none 
ing views of the Army and the Navy. | of us as long as we live will be likely to 
Their policy should make one or the | forget what we felt. The crisis was 
other view prevail. If it be the case | acute, but how did that crisis arise! 
that the command of the sea guarantees | The crisis arose, not because our Regular 
us from anything but a raid, then 1 | Army was not large enough, but because 
think the case of the hon. Member has | there were not enough troops on the spot 


been amply made out, and we can rely | 4 the time. I venture to say that if 


upon a citizen Army for home defence. | 
If the citizen Army is given to understand | 
that that duty is laid upon them, they 


will be stimulated with a spirit of 
patriotism which would do more than 
anything else to make the Militia and 


our Regular Army had been twice the 
size it was we should still have gone 
through the same crisis. The troops 
| were not there, and no more would have 
/been there. What was the crisis! In 
| the first place we suddenly became alive 


'to the fact that there was nothing to 


Volunteer forces efficient. 


_prevent the Boer Army from going 

Our Militia and Volunteer forces inthis straight to Cape Town. ‘he next stage 
country have never yet had a chance,|of the crisis was the investment of 
they have never been given to understand | Ladysmith. What was the cause of 
that a definite duty was laid upon them: that? We had troops enough to put 
they have always been taught to regard | our Colony into a state of defence. It 
themselves as auxiliaries to be used they | was not the want of troops, but the fact 
did not quite know how, to be used as | that our troops were not on the spot, 
supernumeraries, and as possibly not to be | It was not the want of Army Corps. If 
required at all. But, if it is once under- | We had had these six Army Corps all 
stood that they were clearly separated | complete we should still have had no 
from the Regular Army abroad, that ™more men there at the time. We ought 


they constituted a citizen Army for | 
defence at home, then I am confident 
that our Volunteer and Militia forces 
will develop into a force upon which the 
country could rely for any purposes of 
home defence. The right hon. Gentle- 
man claims that his scheme serves a 
good purpose by bringing the officers 
commanding Army Corps closely into 
touch with the auxiliary forces; but 
that could be done without maintaining 
a large Regular Army. You might 
have a staff from your Regular Army for 
the purpose of being in contact with and 


Sir Edward Grey. 


to have had more men on the spot, more _ 
preparation, more knowledge of the risk 
and danger we ran ; then we should have 
been in a position to defend ourselves, 
|and we could have taken aggressive 
action at leisure afterwards. We wanted 
men to volunteer who could shoot and 
ride ; and so long as we ‘had plenty of 
men of that kind we could have taken 
the war at our own time and _ havé 
carried it through just as successfully'as 
we have now done. 





| But the scheme of the right hon 
|Gentleman is going to reduce the 
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number of men at home. The Volun- | 
teors have already been discouraged, | 
and the number of men trained to 
shoot and ride is being actually re- 
duced. What we want is a clear view 
of the possibilities abroad, for which a 
Regular Army may be needed. We 
know what was the position in South 
Africa; and I maintain that with a. 
smali Regular Army, but a _ larger 
and better trained citizen Army at 
home, we should have been in a better 

ition to meet the difficulties there. 
In other parts of the world what ques- 
tions are likely to arise requiring a large | 
army for aggressive action? I put the 
American question aside ; we have heard 
enough of the Monroe Doctrine lately to 
know what is the settled policy of the 
United States. The possibility of a 
great land war on that continent is for 
us unthinkable. Whatever our Army 
and Navy policy may be, we may leave 
the United States out of consideration. 
It would be out of our power to enter. 
into rivalry with the United States on 
the American continent, and it is outside 
our desire. Then comes the question of 
Asia. I agree entirely with the hon. 
Member opposite as to the Indian 
frontier. I believe it would be an in- 
finitely more difficult task for Russia 
to place 200,000 men on the Indian 
frontier than it was for us to -place 
200,000 men in South Africa; and even 
if they were placed there, they would | 
have to get through the frontier. If 
that be so, then I do not see where, in 
Asia, we could have need of a large 
Regular Army for aggressive action on 
land. Asfor Europe, if ever this country 
should, unfortunately, become embroiled 
in European complications, it is surely 
upon the Navy we should rely. If any 
Government were to be so foolish as to 
allow us to be drawn into a land conflict 
of any extent, they would be pursuing 
a policy the most dangerous possible. 
Ifthat be so, and I think there is little 
question about it, it is to the Navy that 
we must look in any great conquest 
with the great Powers of the world. 

The right hon. Gentleman opposite, in 
the course of his speech, almost pleaded 
that it was rather surprising—that it 


was rather hard lines—that his scheme, | 


which was assented to by the House of 
Commons less than two years ago, 
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should now be subjected to so much 
criticism. But why is it so? I quite 
admit that, when he produced his 
scheme originally, he had far less diffi- 
culty with it than he has now. Why is 
it? I think it is partly because Parlia- 
ment feels that it was rushed into this 
scheme. It is true that from this side of 
the House, and from this Bench, a Motion 
very similar to that which has now been 


| moved from the other side, was proposed 


to the House at that time. Perhaps the 
Opposition was too hasty in opposing the 
The right hon. Gentleman is 
entitled to say that if the House had not 


| time to think out his scheme, neither had 


it time to think out the opposition to the 
scheme. But suppose the Opposition, 
instead of moving a direct negative, had 
declined to commit itself to such a scheme 
without more consideration, would that 


_ have been more acceptable to the House ? 


It would have been regarded merely as a 
dilatory Amendment, brought forward 
for Party purposes. We should have 


‘been told that the Government policy 


held the field, that we had none of our 
own, and so forth. I fully admit that 


since that time the Opposition which 
originated on this side of the House has 
been given more definiteness and boldness 


by the criticisms from the other side. — 


| The articles in The Times, to which I have 


alluded, and the speeches of hon. Mem- 
bers to-night, have gone in definiteness 
and scope beyond anything the Opposi- 
tion had to say two years ago, The 
country has had time to consider this 
scheme at leisure. The House to-day is 
expressing, not a mere hasty prejudice, or 
some vague apprehension, but the result 
of its reflection, and it is precisely because 
two years ago the House had not had 
time to consider the scheme that to-day 
the right hon. Gentleman meets with an 
opposition more settled and determined 
than anything which arose originally. 
There is really no prejudice at thé root 
of this opposition. In individual minds 
there may be prejudice against the War 
Office, but I am convinced that no one 
could have listened to the speeches with 
which generally their Amendment has 
been supported, and believed that mere 
petty prejudice against the War Office, or 
mere personal offence, was at the bottom 
of it. The cause of the feeling behind 
this Amendment, and the reason it is 
| receiving an attention to-day which it 
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would not have received two years ago, or 
even a year ago, is that the country and 
the House of Commons are becoming 
seriously alarmed with regard to the 
national expenditure. A great anxiety 
about national expenditure, a great 
anxiety for the future, is the force 
behind the present Amendment. The 
right hon. Baronet the Member for 
the Forest ef Dean gave some 
striking figures to the House. He 
stated that the land defence of the 
Empire, putting it at its lowest figure, 
now amounted to £81,500,000, against 
a Navy expenditure of £31,000,000. 
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* SmRCHARLES DILKE: £31,000,000 
on the Navy, and £50,500.000 on the 
Army. ' 


Str EDWARD GREY: That is 
£81,500,000 for both, £50,500,000 
against £31,000,000. That is a_per- 
fectly fair comparison, because the Navy 
expenditure is the total of our Imperial 
expenditure, and if in this matter appeals 
are being made to the whole Empire 
to share in bearing its burden, against 
that it is fair to put the whole of the 
Army expenditure. The Navy expenditure 
we know, has not yet reached its sum. 
Everybody who has studied the Navy 
Estimates recently, and what is going 
on in the world, must be prepared for 
the possibility, at any rate, if not the 
probability, of a further increase in 
Navy expenditure. If we are to expend 
so much upon our Army that’ we are 
unable to deal freely with our Naval 
expenditure, then the Army is becoming 
a public danger. We have other ex- 
penses at home that we must meet. 
Many of us have fresh demands in re- 
gard to education, some, I believe, with 
regard to old age pensions, and many 
other matters. We may not all have 
set otir hands to promisesin these matters, 
but, at any rate, they are matters that 
we deem to be desirable, and some of 
them are pressing matters which no 
Government can resist permanently. 
Therefore there is the certainty that 
our home expenditure, not on military 
matters at all, but on matters connected 
with education and so forth, must be 
further increased. If that be so, unless 
there is some control exercised, unless 
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our expenditure, you are getting near 
the day when the people of this country 
will say that the obligations of Empire 
are too great. If we are to deal with 
these matters as statesmen, it is necessa; 

that we should consider what is_ real] 
essential to the preservation of the 
Empire, and I think the right hop, 
Gentleman is launching us on a scheme 
which is not essential, and which is not 
suited to its purpose. It may be that 
in these comparatively good times, and 
for the present, the Government will 
succeed very well in meeting the ex- 
penditure they have in prospect. But 
it is the growing expenditure of the 
future that we have to look to. If in 
the future the day does come when this 
or any Government has to retrench its 
expenditure on the Navy, or on home 
matters, then certainly it will have 
brought the Empire within measurable 
distance of danger. If to-day the Im- 
perial spirit of the country is such that 
it is prepared to meet all the obligations 
of Empire, we have to remember that 
the obligations now being laid on the 
country are getting exceedingly large, 
that they are bound to grow in the 
future, and that the duty does rest upon 
every one of us—when we see brought 
before the House a large scheme of this 
kind, entailing, as we consider, wasteful 
expenditure—to do everything in our 
power to prevent the country being 
saddled with something which we believe 
is not required, and which, because 
wasteful, will be dangerous. 


Sir CHARLES WELBY (Nottingham- 
shire, Newark) said that in considering the 
Amendment it was necessary to bear in 
mind that it contained two separate and 
distinct propositions. When a person 
was about to buy an article there were- 
two questions which, consciously or 
unconsciously, he asked himself—first, 
whether the article was suited to its 
purpose, and, secondly, whether it was 
a good article in itself and worth the 
money demanded for it. In the present 
instance, the article was the Army, and 
the Amendment declared it to be not 
only not suited to our purposes, but also 
not worth the price that was being paid. 
With the first of those propositions he 
had considerable sympathy, but to the 





there is some settled policy controlling 
Sir Edward Grey. 


second he unhesitatingly gave a negative 
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answer. He objected to the Amendment, 
not only because it conveyed a practical 
censure on all the Government had done 
jn regard to Army matters during recent 
ears, but also because its declaration 
gould not be sustained by the facts of 
the case. The increased expenditure, 
whether wise or unwise, was the result, 
not of a sudden new departure, but of 
the deliberate policy of strengthening 
and expanding the Army which the 
present Government had been steadily 

uing for the last seven years, and, for 
SS part, granted that policy was a sound 
one, he believed the money had been 
well spent, and had resulted in a large 
increase of strength. A considerable 

portion of the expenditure would 
have had to be incurred under any 
conceivable organisation, but it might 
be well to remind the House of some of 
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the chief items of increased expenditure. 

In the first place, a large increase had 
taken place in the batteries of artillery, 
over seventy batteries having been added 
during the last few years. That, at any 
rate, was an item of expenditure which 
the House must realise had been much 
called for both by the nation and by 
Parliament, and for which the Govern- 
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more or less starved—had been brought 
up to the standard shown by war experi- 
ence to be necessary. The protection of 
coaling stations and the replacing of 
obsolete arms had been steadily going on, 
and last, but not least, for some years past 
there had been a steady accumulation 
of war stores and munitions of all kinds. 


That was a feature of expenditure of 
which very little result appeared on the 
surface, but it was a most vital part of 
Army organisation. The right hon. 
Baronet the Member for the Forest of 
Dean had strongly deprecated any cutting 
down with regard to horses, guns. or 
stores. That, if his views were accepted, 
certainly removed from the field a very 
large class in which economies could 
possibly be made. Theincrease of Army 
expenditure within the last few years 
by 50 per cent. was unquestionably a 
very serious increase. He was bound to 
say, with such knowledge of the state of 
things now as compared with the state 
of things some years ago, that he was 
entirely convinced that our Regular Army 
was quite as strong as it was. On the 
question whether our Army, in the 
words of the Amendment, ‘“‘is unsuited 





ment could hardly be blamed. Then 
there had been a very large increase in 
the infantry, a large portion of which 
had been in connection with the battalions 
on the home establishment, the weakness 
of which had, more than anything else 
connected with the Army, been the 
subject of criticism and condemnation 
in the House. Then there was the 
increased pay, the full effect of which it 
was as yet too soon to gauge, but no one 
could have listened to the statement of 
the Secretary of State without feeling 
that there was good reason to believe 
that it would produce the effects which 
were hoped from it, and result in not 
only a larger quantity but also a better 
quality of recruits being attracted to the 
Colours. Moreover, the weakness of the 
cavalry andartillery inthe matter of horses 
had been the subject of much criticism in 
the past, and one of the items of in- 
creased expenditure was the addition of 
11,000 horses to the strength. Then a 
very expensive force of Yeomanry had 
been created, and various minor services, 
such as the Army Service Corps, the 
Army Medical Corps, and all those minor 
branches without which an Army could not 
take the field—which in the past had been 


to the needs of the Empire,” the hon. 
Member said that unquestionably raised 
a very serious, difficult, and complicated 
problem. The problem was further 


| complicated by the fact that the expres- 


|sion used in the Amendment was ex- 
tremely vague and capable of many 
different interpretations. It appeared, 
from what had been said in the course of 
the debate, some people seemed to think 
that the organisation of the land forces 
was the beginning and the end of what 
was called the Army Corps Scheme. 
He would remind the House that, whether 
that scheme was good or bad, whether 
suited to our needs or not, at all events 
it was responsible for a very small part 
of the expenditure they had now under 
consideration. After all, the main organ- 
isation was for administrative purposes 
to divide the country into six large 
military districts, instead of, as rade. 3 
was the case, sixteen small districts. 
He was a member of the Committee 
which sat a year or two ago on War 
Office Organisation, and that Committee 
were unanimous in holding that it was 
absolutely essential as a preliminary‘ to 
any satisfactory scheme of decentralisation 








| 
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that the country should be mapped out 
in large districts instead of the small 
ones into which it was divided at that 
time. 

They had heard many jokes or sneers 
with regard to those Army Corps, 
or some of them, not being visible tothe 
naked eye. It was not to be expected at 
this season that they should be visible 
to the naked eye, and he could only say 
that if the last three were visible he 
would join the crusade headed by some 
of his hon. friends below the Gangway 
against the excessive expenditure on the 
Army. The Army Corps Scheme must 
be put on one side of the argument as 
being, for good or evil, not a very large 
factor in the question of our military 
expenditure. There remained the 
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be responsible for the safety of this 
country in time of war with a great 
Power unless we had Regulars here to 
defend us. That never commended 
itself to him, but at the same time he 
had profound respect for those who held 
that view. Among other reasons why 
he hailed the reconstitution of the 
Committee of Defence on more regular 
lines was the fact that the military 
authorities would in future have to 
convince, not only the Secretary of 
State, but their naval colleagues, and, 
above all, the Prime Minister, of the 
necessity of keeping so many regulat 
troops in this country. But, even sup- 
posing it was agreed that it was un- 
necessary to doso, there was the question 
whether it was possible to maintain the 








question—What was it that was chiefly | Army we were obliged to maintain for 
exercising the public mind at the, Imperial purposes without keeping « 
present moment with regard to Army | large number of troops in this country 
organisation? He thought the problem | © support them. We were obliged in 





which was exercising their minds was 
whether it was necessary to maintain a 
large number of Regular troops in this 
country, and whether it was possible to 
organise the Imperial forces which must 
be maintained in such a way as to make 
it possible to reduce that number. He 
was one of those who had always felt 
very great doubts as to the necessity 
of maintaining a large Regular force 
in this country. He believed that 
everything that had taken place in the 
late war had gone rather to strengthen 
than to weaken that view in his mind, 
but unquestionably there were certain 
difficulties in the way of changing that 
policy which could not be ignored. It 
was impossible to forget that in 1890, 
when practically the whole of our Regular 
force had been sent out of the country, 
there was a considerable feeling of un- 
easiness in the public mind. It may or 
may not have been wellfounded. Under 


similar circumstances that feeling might 


exist again. and, whether right or wrong, 
it was a feeling which no Government 
having the responsibility for the forces 
of the country could neglect or ignore. 
Another consideration which could not 
be forgotten was that during all the 
time he was connected with the War 
Office—he did not know what the case 
might be at the present moment—the 
military authorities always stated clearly 
and categorically that they would not 


Sir Charles Welby. 


normal times to keep 120,000 men in 
India and other foreign stations, and so 
long as these men were organised on the 
short-service system it was absolutely 
necessary that there should be a force of 
something like, at all events, 60,000 at 
home, on a footing to support that 
foree. As long as we kept our Army 
on the present footing we must have a 
Reserve at home. If we had a long 
foreign service Army we could do with 
a very small number of recruits, and in 
that way we might dispense very 
Jargely with our force at home. That 
would mean that we would sacrifice 
the Reserve and have no means of ex- 
panding the Army in time of war. That 
| would be going back to the system which 
| had broken down in the time of the 
| Crimean War. In other words, it would 
| be a course not of reform but of reaction, 
and it would be an alternative which he 





whatever to do with. An alternative 
which had been referred to was to keep 
a considerable part of the Army in South 
Africa on a home footing. While the 
suggestion had considerable attractions 
for him, he oo the Government who, 
in a case of fresh disturbance in that 
country, might have to come to the 
House and say that the force in South 
Africa was on such a footing that it 
could not take the field without the 
addition of its Reserves, for the Reserves 





for one would refuse to have anything . 
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would be 6,000 miles away from South 
Africa. That seemed to him one of the 
many difficulties in placing the Army on 
a home footing in that part of the world. 
He had not mentioned these difficulties for 
the sake of condemning any of the sug- 
gestions which had been put forward. 
Some of them, at all events, seemed to 
him to be well worthy of consideration. 
He earnestly hoped that they would 
receive the fullest possible consideration 
at the hands of the experts, and by 
experts he did not mean military experts 
alone. He meant that combination of 
military, naval, and political experts who 
newly-constituted 
Provided that 
the functions of the Committee were con- 
fined to those of a strictly advisory body, 
that their proceedings were confidential 
and were not allowed to conflict with the 


were to form the 
Committee of Defence. 


responsibility of the Cabinet, he looked 
forward with great hope to the results 
of their deliberations, particularly if they 
approached those problems with open 
minds. He would be very pleased if 
as the result of their deliberations they 
should see their way to reduce the heavy 
expenditure now incurred in regard to 
the Army without sacrificing or evading 
any of those Imperial responsibilities of 
which we could not divest ourselves even 


if we would. 


*Mr. GUEST (Plymouth) said the 
Secretary of State for War made an 
admirable speech, but he thought the 
House must have felt that he had a some- 
what uphill task to perform, He regretted 
that the right hon. Gentleman had 
thought it necessary to draw attention to 
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the fact that an Amendment of this kind, 
if passed, might lead to his downfall. He 
was sure that no one on that side of the 
House who felt obliged to support the 
Amendment wished for such a result. 
They all recognised the honesty, the 
industry, and the versatility of the 
Secretary of State; and that it would be 
a great loss to the Party, not to say to 
the country, if he felt himself involved in 
the fate of his Army Scheme. He hoped 
that in any condemnation of that policy 
the Secretary of State would not think 
that any reflection was cast on the great 
services he had rendered to the State in 
the past. The right hon. Gentleman 
opened his speech by a rather unsuccess- 
ful attempt to detect divergencies of 
opinion in the three speakers who pre- 
ceded him. There might be slight 
differences of opinion in matters of 
detail, but he thought an impartial 
listener would have detected a remark- 
able consensus of opinion in the three 
speakers. Inthe words of the Amend- 
ment, the scheme itself “is unsuited to 
the needs of the Empire.” The right 
hon. Gentleman had quoted a great 
number of figures as to the success of 
recruiting during the past year. He had 
informed the House that the recruits 
raised in 1902 were no less than 51,000, 
He thought it was unfortunate that the 
House was not at the present moment in 
possession of the Report of the Inspector 
General of Recruiting for 1902, for 
without it it was difficult to 
deal with figures like these which 


were thrown at the House at a 





moment’s notice. He would call the 


Z 
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attention of the House to the remarkable 
fact that in the report on recruiting for 
1901 it was stated that the percentage of 
rejections of the recruits who presented 
themselves, which in 1897 was thirty- 
eight, had fallen last year to twenty-nine. 
He should very much like to know 
whether that tendency for a less exacting 
standard of efficiency had been continued 
in 1902. If it had been continued the 
standard of efficiency was far less than 
in 1897, which they might regard as a 
normal year. 


There was another remarkable thing in 
the statement. The number of soldiers 
with the service of under one year or two 
years, who were never any value at all, 
increased from 997 in 1897 to no less 
than 3,825 in 1901. 
percentage of waste from desertion was 
In 1897 it 
was 5°97 per cent., whereas last year it 
was 10°6 per cent. The House would 
be glad to know whether those very bad 
vendencies, which affected very materially 


Then again, the 


very much on the increase. 


the calculations of his right hon. friend, 
were to be found in the Report which 
would be issued in the course of a few 
days. There was another consideration 
which he thought the Secretary of State 
for War had overlooked in his calcula- 
tions. His right hon. friend required 
50,000 troops per annum to complete his 
Six Army Gorps Scheme. Had he taken 


into consideration the general waste on 

| 
account of the causes which he had | 
mentioned? For | 


instance, the hon. 
Gentleman who moved the Amendment 
said that the Inspector General of Recruit- 
ing had declared that nearly 50 per cent. 


of the recruits were pure waste, ‘‘ trash ” 
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(he thought was the word used. His 
right hon. friend himself admitted that 
it was 47 per cent., and what the House 
'wanted to know was what was 
the net gain in recruits per annum, 
and on what number could they 
really count as effective. They did 
not want a gross or paper caleulation, which 
| was easy to make and which was of so 
‘little value. Then the Secretary of State 
for War in his speech said the Army Corps 
scheme had not been responsible for the 
increase in the cost, and he further stated 
that of the 54,000 men who had been 
raised since 1897, only 5,000 were attri- 
butable to his own scheme. He would 
refer his right hon. friend to the speech 
he delivered on the 8th of March, 1901, 
in introducing the Army Corps Scheme. 
In that speech he distinctly stated that 
no less than 11,500 Regulars would be 
added to the Army Estimates by his 
scheme. That appeared to him to show 
a rather serivus discrepancy as compared 
with his right hon. friend’s statement 
that afternoon. 











*Mr. BRODRICK said that three Line 
battalions were not required to be raised. 
He was correct in saying that only 5,000 
men were added to the Army by the 
scheme. 


*Mr. GUEST said that he then under- 
stood that the 11,500 men did not in fact 
represent what had occurred, and that 
the prediction of his right hon. friend 
had not been accomplished, because he 
intended to add 11,500 men to the 
Estimates, and had in fact only added 
5,000 men. When his right hon. friend 
claimed that no additional expense had 




















Mr. Guest. 
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been cast upon the country in pursuit of 
his Army Corps Scheme, he would again 
refer him to his speech of the 8th March, 
1901, in which he said, with an expendi- 
ture of a little under £2,000,000 he would 
accomplish all that he now claimed to have 
accomplished. His right hon. friend 
could not have it both ways. Either 
the recruiting scheme did not come up 
to his expectations, or else the recruits 
cost more money. It was quite clear 
if the recruits were there they would 
cost more money; and if they were not 
there his right hon. friend's scheme 
had failed. He was not concerned so 
much with the speech of his right hon. 
friend, because it was delivered under 
a considerable amount of adverse 
criticism; but his right hon. friend 
exhibited a very different tone to what 
he did two years ago. He was more 
concerned with trying to discover what 
was the real feeling of the Secretary of 
State for War as to the military 
necessities of the country, and as to how, 
and at what cost, those necessities 
should be met. What was the idea of 
the Secretary of State for War? He 
asked the question, because if there was 
anything in the Amendment at all, it 
was a contention that the conception of 
the Secretary of State for War revealed 
a complete misapprehension of the 
military needs of the Empire, and the 
resources with which they might be 
met. 

The primary notion of the Secre- 
tary of State for War was that it 
was absolutely necessary for this 
country to have a large Army. In a 
speech he made to the Colonial Premiers 
he boasted that he had at his disposal 
no less than 250,000 men, and he boldly 
emphasised the fact that the necessities 
of the Empire entailed the service of at 
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least a quarter of million of men. But 
his right hon. friend was not content 
with that. Last session he was accused 
of trying to introduce a Bill which 
would destroy the Yeomanry forces of 
the country in order that he might 
add to his Regular forces in cases 
of emergency. In that speech also he 
emphasised the fact that it was necessary 
for this country in times of emergency to 
have a call on further troops, they being, 
of course, colonial troops, and he boldly 
asserted that he did not mean to accom- 
modate his organisation to the existing 
resources of the country. At what eost 
was that large Army to be: created and 
Carried on? In the first place, it was to 
be, carried on at the expense of that 
immunity from compulsory military 
service which the country enjoyed from 
time immemorial. The Secretary of State 
for War more than once declared that 
nothing would deter him from proposing 
compulsory military service except the 
consideration that he had not exhausted 
all possible means of supply. In spite of 
the very confident and sanguine state- 
ments of his right hon. friend that after- 
noon, he could not help thinking that the 
House would feel that the Secretary of 
State for War was exhausting if he had 
not already exhausted, all the available 
means of obtaining the necessary recruits ; 
and that he would have to consider 
himself very pusillanimous if he did not 
make other proposals. 


So important was a large Army in the 
view of his right hon. friend that 
financial considerations did not weigh 
with him at all. He boasted that 
financial considerations were the business 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
and that in 1900-1 no less than 


£9,000,000 were added to the Army 
Estimates, 


But there was another 
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consideration which was much more 
remarkable, and that was the subordinate 
position to which his right hon. friend 
relegated the Navy. His right hon. friend 
thought the Army was a much more 
important asset than the Navy. It was 
true that he paid lip service to the Navy, 
and said that it was obvious that it was 
the country’s first line of defence ; but 
in the next sentence he made a proposal 
which was the most remarkable and 
startling made in the House of Commons 
within the memory of any hon. Member. 
He calmly proposed to take no less than 
5,000 sea-going men from the personnel 
of the Fleet, which was none too large, 
and lock them up in coaling stations all 
over the world, in order to release for 
the purposes of his Army Corps Scheme 
five battalions of infantry. That fact 
alone showed that his right hon. friend 
regarded the Navy as a secondary, because 
a very doubtful, asset, as it might easily 


be defeated. He was constantly referring 
to the fact that the Navy might lose 
command of the sea, and then he said it 
would be necessary for his Army Corps 


to defend England from invasion. His 
right hon. friend’s idea was that the Navy 
was by no means invincible. That was 
not his view, 


*Mr. BRODRICK said he did not wish 
to interrupt the hon. Member, but he 
should not be taken as assenting to any 
of the hon. Member’s propositions. 


*Mr. GUEST said that with regard to 
the interruption, perhaps it would interest 
the House if he were to quote again from 
the speech delivered by the Secretary of 
State for War at the Colonial Confer- 
ence. He said that large us the figures 
might sound, they were certainly not 
deemed too large by military officers in 
view of the possibility of the country at 

Mr. Guest. 
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any time losing command of the sea, and 
he reminded the Conference that what 
Great Britain did off her own bat was 
not limited to her power to send 120,000 
men to any threatened position in case of 
emergency. But how would the Secretary 
of State for War be able to send 120,000 
men to any threatened position if the 
Navy had lost command of the sea? 
That view of the right hon. Gentleman 
was a fundamental misconception of their 
strategic position. How was it possible 
for his right hon. friend to reconcile the 
defeat of the Navy with the safety of 
England. He admitted that against the 
world in arms three Army Corps were 
certainly not too many; the only ques- 
tion was whether they were not too 
few. He also admitted, of course, 
that 100,000 men were better than 50,000 
men, other things being equal ; but then 
other things were not equal. The expense 
of a large Army was not only double the 
expense of a small Army, but was more 
than double. The fact was that, under 
Providence, and with good diplomacy, 
there was no reason why they should 
contemplate having the whole of the 
civilised world banded against them. 
They had only to take into consideration 
the normal probable emergencies with 
which they might be brought face to 
face, and the normal risks which they 
might consider possible with a settled 
and consecutive policy. Now that the 
South African problem was solved, that 
country no longer presented the military 
danger it did three years ago. 


Then his right hon. friend referred to 
India, but the balance of opinion was that 
the invasion of India was a matter of such 
great difficulty that it was impossible 
to conceive its being accomplished under 
at least two years. He was, perhaps, 
the only Member of the House who 
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had had the advantage of travelling in 
Russian Central Asia, and who saw 
the Russian side of the problem. The 
only railway which connected Russian 
Central Asia with the main body of 
the Russian Empire was a railway 
running parallel to the frontier, and | 
of hardly any value at all When he 
travelled over it there was scarcely any 
rolling- stock on it, it was laid down 
on foundations so uncertain that the 
train could only travel five or six miles 
an hour. The difficulty of collecting 
great masses of men and material could 
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European politics as she did ‘at the 
beginning of the last century. Really, 
it was rather strange that his right hon. 
friend should not have appreciated how 
the proportion of things had changed 
since then. It was idle to imagine that 
with three Army Corps, the country 
could play any such part in the Euro” 
pean game as she did 100 years ago. 
Where he and his hon. friends joined 
issue with the Secretary of State for 
War was, not that his scheme was a 
comparative failure, but because it was 
bad in itself and not suited to the needs 


not be overcome in a short time, quite | of the country. Further his right hon. 
apart altogether from the difficulties | ‘friend had involved the country in an 
of invasion. When he was in India | enormous expenditure, which no one 
twelve years ago he made the acquaint- | who'cared at all for thrift or economy, 
ance of a very distinguished General, | or had any conception of the importance 
and his view was that there were in of keeping within their resources, could 
India as many white troops as could | | view without the gravest apprehension. 
be put on the frontier, and that alll It was quite unnecessary for him to draw 
that would be required would be attention to the enormous increase in 


volunteers to garrison the country | national expenditure during the last ten 
behind and to maintain British prestige | or fifteen years ; but he desired to draw 


in India itself. If that was the case |the attention of the House to the fatal 
he could not see the justification for | | equality of the expenditure on the Army 
three Army Corps. With’ reference to, |and the Navy. In 1900 the proportion 
Colonial Defence, there was only one | spent on the Army was only 43 per cent. ; 
colony, namely, Canada, which could | jn 1901 it was 45 per cent., and in 1902 it 
be attacked from the land. The other | was 48 per cent. ; and that excluded money 
Colonies could only be attacked by | spent on military works. Their position 
over-sea expeditions, and as long as they | was that the scheme of the Secretary of 
retained command of the sea that wouldbe | State for War was quite unsuited to the 
impossible. What was constantly in the | need of the country, that it had entailed 
mind of the right hon. Gentleman was the | the expenditure of vast sums of money, 
idea of the British Army being pitted | and that they had not seen the end of the 
against European troops. It could not |. expenditure. The Amendment was not 
be his right hon. friend’s idea that British by any means a hostile attack on his 
troops were to be set in battle array | yight hon. friend, or on the Govern- 
against a continental Army; and he| ment, but was a protest and a remon- 
was, therefore, driven to the conclusion | strance against the policy inaugurated 


that when his right hon. friend talked 
of European entanglements he contem- 
plated England playing such a part in 





by his right hon. friend two years ago, 
and which he sincerely hoped he would 
abandon. 


o bd 
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Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham): I beg to move the adjournment 
of the Debate. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Debate be now adjourned.” — 
(Mr, Churchill.) 


Put and agreed to. 
Debate to be resumed Tomorrow. 


PARISHES (UNITED, DIVIDED, ETC.). 

Address for “Return of parishes 
divided and districts assigned to churches 
by the Ecclesiastical Commissioners for 
England, under the provisions of the 
Church Building Acts and The Parish of | 
Manchester Division Act, 1850.” 


“Of all districts and new parishes 
constituted by the same Commissioners 
under the New Parishes Acts ” 


“Of all districts or parishes assigned 
or constituted by the same Commissioners 
under The St. Leonard and St. Mary 
Magdalen Church Districts Act, 1868, 
or any other local Act.” 


“ Of all the benefices, parishes, or parts 
of parishes united by Order in Council, and 
of all benefices or parishes disunited by 
Order in Council. 

“Of all chapelries, hamlets, and other 
parts of parishes severed from their 
mother parishes, and of extra-parochial 
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places, constituted separate benefices by 
Order of the Council.” 


“And of all chapelries, hamlets, or 
other partsof parishes severed from their 
mother parishes, and of extra-parochial 
places not constituted separate benefices 
_ but united to other parishes by Order of 
the Council.” 


“And, of curacies and chapelries 
which have been erected into perpetual 
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curacies through the action of the 
governors of the bounty of Queen Anne, 
showing the full name of the chapel, and 
of the mother parish (if any), the county 
and diocese, and the date of first 
augmentation by the governors, and the 
statutes or statute under which such 
augmentation was made (in continuation 
of Parliamentary Paper, No. 302, of 
Session 1897).”"—(Mr. Talbot.) 


CHURCHES (CITY OF LONDON). 

Address for “ return of the number 
of churches in the city of London pulled 
down or condemned during the period 
from the 2nd day of August, 1894, to 
the 31st day of December, 1902, stating 
the gross sum realised by the sale of the 
site, the items of expenses such as 
solicitors’ and auctioneers’ charges, and 
the cost of removal of the dead buried 
within the church, and the net sum 
produced ; what new churches have been 
built out of the proceeds in lieu of the 
churches pulled down, their situation, 
and cost ; and what has been done with 
the parochial endowments (in continua- 
tion of Parliamentary Paper, No. 236, 
of Session 1895).”—(Mr. Talbot.) 


CRUELTY TO ANIMALS. 
Bill to amend The Cruelty to Animals 
Act, 1876, ordered to be brought in by 


Sir Fredrick Banbury, Colonel Lockwood, 


and Mr. MacNeill. 


CRUELTY TO ANIMALS BILL. 
“To amend The Cruelty to Animals 
Act, 1876,” presented accordingly, and 
read the first time; to be read a second 
time upon Friday, and to be printed. 
[Bill 50.] 


Adjourned at two minutes after 
Twelve o'clock. 





Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, 24th February, 1903. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





Barry Railway Bill [H.L.] ; Birmingham 
District Tramways Bill ag f Bourne- 
mouth Gas and Water Bill [H.L.]; British 
Gas Light “Company (Norwich) Bill 
“we Cardiff Railway Bill [#.1.]; 
hatham and District Light Railways 
- Bill [H.u.]; Cleveland and Durham 
: County Electric Power Bill [#.L.]; Derby 
e Gas Bill [u.L.]; Didcot, Newbury, and 

Southampton Railway Bill [H.L.]; Dudley, 
Ps Stourbridge, and District Tramways Bill 
‘- ome ; Exeter Railway Bill [#1]; 
* Faversham Gas Bill [H.L.] ; Harrow and 
 § Stanmore Gas Bill [H-1.} 5 aca 


St 


2 Tramways (Extensions) Bill [.1.]; 
Hexham Gas Bill [.L.] ; Hove, Worth- 
ing, and District Tramways Bill [H.L.] ; 
Indiarubber, Guttapercha, and Telegraph 
Works Company Bili [,L.] ; Knott End 
Railway (Extension of Time) Bill [H.1.] ; 
Lima Railways Bill pet] London and 
North-Western Railway Bill [H.L.] ; 
London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Railway Bill |#.L.]; Milford Docks Bill 
rd; Nantwich Gas Bill[.L.]; North’s 
javigation Collieries Bill [H.L.} ; Pelican 
and British Empire Life Office Bill [H. L.]; 
Plymouth and Stonehouse Gas Bill | H.L. | ; 
Poole and District Electric Traction Bill 
_ ; Port Talbot Railway and Docks 
ill [H.L.]; Queensland Investment and 
: Land Mortgage Bill [H.L.]; Sheffield and 
“ South Yorkshire Navigation Bill [H.L.] ; 
= South-Eastern and London, Chatham, and 
£ Dover Railways Bill [H.L.] ; South Lanca- 
~ shire Tramways Bill [H.L.]; South | 
® Staffordshire Tramways Bill [H.L.] ; South | 
} s Wales Mineral Railway Bill [H.L.] ; South- 
~ Western and Isle of Wight Junction Rail- 
: way Bill [u.L.]; Staffordshire and Wor- 
N cestershire Canal Bill [H.L.]; Taff Vale 
Railway Bill [H.L.]; Wellington (Salop) 
Gas Bill [w.L.]; Western Trust Bill 
{H.L.]; Wirral Railway Bill [H.u.]. Pre- 
sented; read 1"; and referred to the 
Examiners. 


ve 
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All Saints, Poplar (Rate Abolition) Bill 
om ; Antrim, Down, Armagh, and 
lfast Electric Power Bill [H.L.|; Aston 
Manor Improvement Bill [H.L.]; Bangor 
Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Belfast Water 
Bill [H.L.]; Birmingham Corporation Bill 


[H.L.]; Bournemouth Corporation Tram- 
ways Bill [H.L.]; Bradford Corporation 
Bill [H.L.]; Brighton Corporation Bill 
[H.L.]; Bristol Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Bury 
and District Joint Water Board Bill [H.L.] ; 
Carmarthenshire Electric Power Bill| H.L. |; 
Chard Corporation Gas and Electricity 
Bill [#.L.| ; Exeter Corporation Bill ot} ; 
Frinton-on-Sea Sea Defences Bill [H.L.] ; 
Harrogate Water Bill [H.L.]; Hastings 
Harbour Bill [H.L.]; King’s College, 
London, Bill {H.L.]; London County 
Asylums (Receiving Houses) Bill [H.L.] ; 
Macclesfield and District Electric Tram- 
ways Bill [H.L.] ; Manchester Corporation 
Bill ee ; Mersey Docks and Harbour 
Board Bill [H.L.]; Mid Yorkshire Tram- 
ways Bill [H.L.] ; Nantwich Urban District 
Council Bill [H.L.]; North-Western Elec- 
tricity and Power Gas Bill [.L.]; Not- 
tinghamshire and Derbyshire Tramways 
| Bill fest Old Bridewell Burying 
Ground Bill [4.L.]; Oldham Corporation 
Bill [“.L.]; Pontypridd Urban District 
Council Bill [#.L.]; Rickmansworth Gas 
Bill [H.L.]; Rochester Corporation Tram- 
ways and Improvements Bill [H.u.]; St. 
| Philip’s Chapel (Regent Street) Bill [H.L. ] ; 
Salford Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Scun- 
| thorpe Urban District Water Bill [H.L.] ; 
| Shepshed Urban District Gas Bill [H.1.] ; 
Shropshire, Worcestershire, and East 
| Denbighshire Electric Power Bill [#.L.]; 
| Somerset and District Electric Power Bill 
| [#.L.] ; Southampton Harbour Bill [#.1. ] ; 
| Sutton Coldfield Corporation Bill [H.1.] ; 
| Torquay Corporation Water Bill [1.L.| ; 
| West Bromwich Corporation Bill [#.1]; 
Willesden Urban District Council Bill 
bir ; Worthing Corporation (Tramways 
Bill [u.1.]. Presented, and read 1*. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

No. 2936. Italy (Trade of Naples for 
the year 1902). 

No. 2937. Western Pacific (Trade of 
Samoa for the year 1902). 

No. 2938. Trade of Brazil (for the 
first half of the year 1902). 

No. 2939. France (Agriculture of 
Consular District of Havre for the year 
1902). 


CENSUS, 1901 (ISLANDS IN THE BRITISH 
SEAS). 


Isle of Man, Jersey, Guernsey, and 
adjacent Islands. 





VOL. CXVIII. [Fourtu Series. ] 
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CANCER. 
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Special Report on Cancer in Ireland, | 


being a supplement to the Thirty-eighth 
Annual Report of the Registrar General, 
Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


NEW BILL. 


MARINE INSURANCE BILL [H.1.] 

A Bill for codifying the law relating 
to marine insurance was presented by 
the Lord Chancellor; read 1*; and to 
be printed. (No 5.) 


LIGHT LOAD LINE. 

Moved that a Select Committee be 
appointed to inquire and report whether, 
and if so to what extent, British 
ships are sent to sea in an unsea- 
worthy condition by reason of their 
being insufficiently or improperly bal- 
lasted, whether any amendment or 
amplification of the present law is desir- 
able in connection therewith; if so, to 
what extent any such alteration of the 
law could be made equally applicable to 
foreign vessels—(The Lord Wolverton)— 
agreed to ; and ordered accordingly. 

The Lords following were named of 
the Committee. 

E. Spencer. _L. Wolverton. 
V. Ridley. L. Brassey. 
L. Muskerry. L. Inverclyde. 

The Committee to meet on Thursday 
next at Twelve o’ciock and to appoint 
their own Chairman. 

House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes before Five o'clock, 


to Thursday next, half-past 
Ten o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 24th Yebruary, 1903. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 
THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND 
MEANS. 

The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 
BAKER STREET AND WATERLOO RAIL- 
WAY (TRANSFER) BILL. 


‘ To authorise the Baker Street and | “For continuing the Bridgwater Gas 


Light Company; for regulating and 


Waterloo Railway Company to acquire 
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| additional lands, and to transfer the un- 
dertaking and powers of that Company to 
the Great Northern, Piccadilly, and 
| Brompton Railway Company ; and for 
| other purposes,” read the first time ; and 
_ referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
| Private Bills. 

| 


| BARNSLEY CORPORATION (WATER) 
| BILL. 


| “To amend the provisions of The 
| Barnsley Order, 1902 ; and for other pur- 
| poses,” read the first time; to be read a 
second time. 
| BATH CORPORATION WATER BILL. 
“To empower the Corporation of Bath 
to construct additional waterworks ; and 
for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
to be read a second time. 


BECKENHAM URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL. 


“To authorise the Urban District 
Council of Beckenham in the county of 
Kent to carry out street improvements ; 
to construct and work tramways ; and to 
| make further provision in regard to the 
electricity undertaking of the Council ; and 
for the improvement, health, local govern- 
ment, and finance of the district ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time ; to be 
read a second time. 





BILLINGSHURST AND DISTRICT GAS 
BILL. 


“To incorporate the Billingshurst and 
| District Gas Company and to enable that 
| Company to supply with gas the parishes 
of Billingshurst, Wisborough Green, and 
other places in the county of Sussex,” 
read the first time; to be read a second 
time. 


BLACKHEATH AND GREENWICH 
DISTRICT ELECTRIC LIGHT BILL. 
“To confirm an agreement for the 
transfer to the Blackheath and Greenwich 
District Electric Light Company, Limited, 
| of the undertaking of the Lewisham and 
| District Electric Supply Company, 
| Limited ; and to confer further powers 
upon the Blackheath and Greenwich Dis- 
trict Electric Light Company, Limited ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first 
| time ; and referred to the Examiners of 
_ Petitions for Private Bills. 


BRIDGWATER GAS BILL. 
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increasing the capital of the Company ; | 
and for other purposes,” read the first | 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of | 
Petitions for Private Bills. 
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of London, Limited, to transfer to and 
vest in the Great Northern, Piccadilly, 
and Brompton Railway Company the 
undertaking and powers of the Charing 


Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway 


BRISTOL, LONDON, AND SOUTHERN 
COUNTIES RAILWAY BILL. 


“For incorporating the Bristol, London, | 


and Southern Counties Railway Company, 
and to authorise them to make and main- 
tain railways in the counties of Bristol, 
Gloucester, Somerset, Wilts, and. South- | 
ampton ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time ; to be read a second time. 


Company ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


CHESHIRE LINES COMMITTEE BILL. 

“To enable the Cheshire Lines Com- 
mittee to make new railways, to run over 
the Liverpool Overhead Railway, to 


‘acquire additional lands ; and for other 


| purposes,” read the first time; and re- 
purpo 


BROADSTAIRS GAS BILL. 


“For conferring further powers on the 
Broadstairs Gas Company,” read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills. 


BURGESS HILL AND ST. JOHN’S 
COMMON GAS BILL. 

“For incorporating and conferring 
powers on the Burgess Hill and St. 
John’s Common Gas Company ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time ; 
and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills. 


CASTLEBLANEY, KEADY, AND AR- 
MAGH RAILWAY (EXTENSION OF 
TIME). 

“To extend the time limited by The 
Kingscourt, Keady, and Armagh Rail- 
way Act, 1900 for the compulsory pur- 
chase of lands and for the construction 
of certain of the railways authorised by 
that Act ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time ; and referred to the Ex- 
aminers of Petitions for Private Bills. 


CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY BILL. 


“To empower the Central London 
Railway Company to construct new 
railways; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND HAMP-.- | 


STEAD RAILWAY BILL. 


“To confer further powers upon the 
Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead | 
Railway Company, to transfer to and | 
vest in that company the powers of the | 
Edgware and Hampstead Railway Com- | 
pany, to authorise agreements with and | 
the lease of the undertaking to the 
Underground Electric Railways Company | 


ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills. 


CITY AND NORTH-EAST SUBURBAN 
ELECTRIC RAILWAY BILL. 

“For incorporating the City and 
North-East Suburban Electric Railway 
Company, and for empowering them to 
construct railways from the City of 
London to Tottenham and Chequers 
Green, Southgate, and to Walthamstow, 
Epping Forest, and Waltham Abbey ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first 
time; to be read a second time. 


CITY AND SOUTH LONDON RAILWAY. 


“For empowering the City and South 
London Railway Company to construct 
an extension of their underground rail- 
way to Euston in the County of London ; 
and for transferring to that Company the 
powers of the City and Brixton Railway 
Company ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


CLAPHAM JUNCTION AND MARBLE 
ARCH RAILWAY (No.1) BILL. 

“For incorporating the Clapham 
Junction and Marble Arch Railway 
Company; and for empowering them 
to construct a railway from the neigh- 
bourhood of Clapham Junction Railway 
Station to the Marble Arch in the 
County of London ; and for other pur- 
poses,” read the first time; to be read a 
second time. 


COMMERCIAL GAS BILL. 
“To make provision for the testing of 
gas supplied by the Commercial Gas 
ompany ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


2A2 











Private 
CORK HARBOUR BILL. 


“To amend the Acts relating to the 
Cork Harbour Commissioners ; to confer 
further powers on the Commissioners ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; to be read a second time. 
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COVENTRY AND ARLEY RAILWAY 
BILL. 


“For making and maintaining Rail- 
ways in the county of Warwick, to be 
called the Coventry and Arley Railway ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; to be oil a second time. 


COVENTRY ELECTRIC TRAMWAYS 
BILL. 


“To authorise the Coventry Electric 
Tramways Company to construct ad- 
ditional tramways; and for other pur- 
poses,” read the first time ; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills.” 


CRYSTAL PALACE DISTRICT GAS 
BILL. 


“To confer further powers on the 
Crystal Palace District Gas Company 
with respect to the purchase and holding 
of lands, and to alter the provisions of 
the Acts of the Company with respect 
to the illuminating power of gas supplied 
by them and the testing of gas ; and to 
change the name of the Company ; and 
for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. - 


DUBLIN IMPROVEMENT (BULL ALLEY 
AREA) BILL. 

“To amalgamate the Guinness Trust 
(Dublin) Fund with the Dublin Improve- 
ment (Bull Alley Area) Scheme ; to vest 
the property of the Guinness (Dublin) 
Trustees in the trustees of the said 
scheme; to change the name of the 
last mentioned trustees; to confer 
further powers on them ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; to be read 
a second time. 


DUBLIN, WICKLOW, AND WEXFORD 
RAILWAY BILL. 

“To provide for the revision of the 
rent payable in respect of the lease of the 
undertaking of the Dublin and Kingstown 
Railway Company to the Dublin, Wicklow, 
and Wexford Railway Company ; to make 
other provision as to those two Companies ; 
to enable the Dublin, Wicklow, and 
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| Wexford Railway Company to make 


certain diversion railways and other 
| works ; to raise additional money ; and 
for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
| and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


Bill Business, 


EAST ARDSLEY GAS BILL. 


“For incorporating and conferring 
powers upon the East Ardsley Gas 
Company; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time ; and referred to the 
| Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


EAST HAM IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


“To confer further powers upon the 
Urban District Council for the district of 
| East Ham, in the county of Essex,” read 
the first time ; to be read a second time., 


EBBW VALE WATER AND IMPROVE- 
MENT BILL. 

“To authorise the Urban District 
Council of Ebbw Vale to construct 
additional waterworks and to provide 
additional cemeteries, and to make 
further provision with regard to the 
| supply of electricity and for the improve- 
ment, health, local government, and 
finance of the district; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; to be read 
a second time. 


ERITH TRAMWAYS AND IMPROVE- 
MENT BILL. > 4 
“To authorise the Urban District 
Council of Erith in the County of Kent 
to construct and work tramways; to 
carry out street improvements; to 
transfer to the Council the powers 
within the district of the Commissioners 
of Sewers for the limits extending from 
Lombard’s Wall to Gravesend Bridge ; 
and to make further provision in regard 
| to the supply of electricity ; and for the 
|improvement, health, local government, 
| and finance of the district ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; to be read 
a second time. 


1 


FISHGUARD AND ROSSLARE RAIL- 
WAYS AND HARBOURS BILL. 

“To confer further powers upon the 
Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and 
Harbours Company ; for the construction 
of a railway and other works and the 
acquisition of lands ; and to make pro- 
vision as to a bridge over the River Suir 
at Waterford; to empower the Great 








645 Private 


Western and Great Southern and 
Western Railway Companies to guarantee 
interest on the capital of the Company ; 
and ior other purposes,” read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills. 


GAS LIGHT AND COKE COMPANY © 
BILL. 


“To enable the Gas Light and Coke 
Company to raise additional moneys, 
and to purchase, take, and hold lands; 
and for altering the standard price of 
gas and redeeming capital ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


GAS LIGHT AND COKE COMPANY’S 
ACTS AMENDMENT BILL. 

“To alter the standard price to be 
charged by the Gas Light and Coke 
Company for gas supplied ; to alter the 
prescribed illuminating power and to 


make provisions with respect to the. 


supply of burners; to make provisions 
with respect to a capital redemption fund ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; to be read a second time. 


GATESHEAD CORPORATION BILL. 


“To make better provision for the 
health, good government, and improve- 
ment of the county borough of Gates- 
head ; and for other purposes,” read the 
first time ; to be read a second time. 


GORLESTON AND SOUTHTOWN GAS 
BILL. 


“For conferring further powers on the 
Gorleston and Southtown Gas Company,” 
read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL. 


“To authorise the construction of new 
railways and the acquisition of lands by 
the Great Central Railway Company in 
connection with their undertaking ; the 
construction of new railways by the 
North Wales and Liverpool Railway 
Committee or the Company in connection 
with the undertaking of that Committee ; 


the construction of anew railway by the | 
Great Central and Midland Railway | 
Companies in connection with their | 
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connection with their undertaking ; the 
establishment of a pension fund by the 
Great Central Company ; the raising of 
further capital ; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY (No. 1) BILL. 


“ For conferring further powers on the 
Great Eastern Railway Company ; and 
| for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
_and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
| for Private Bills. 





| GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY (No. 2) BILL, 
| ‘To authorise the Great Eastern Rail- 
| way Company to widen their Cambridge 
'and Norwich main line of railway over 
‘the River Wensum ; and for other pur- 
| poses,” read the first time ; and referred 

to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
| Bills. 


GREAT NORTHERN AND CITY 
RAILWAY BILL. 

“To amend The Great Northern and 
City Railway Act, 1902, and to authorise 
the Great’ Northern and City Railway 
Company to raise additional capital for 
‘the purposes of their undertaking,” read 
the first time; and referred to the 
_ Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


GREAT NORTHERN, PICCADILLY, AND 
BROMPTON RAILWAY (NEW LINES 
AND EXTENSIONS) BILL. 

“To empower the Great Northern, 
| Piccadilly, and Brompton Railway Com- 
pany to construct railways and works ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first 
time; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills. 


GREAT NORTHERN, PICCADILLY, AND 
BROMPTON RAILWAY (VARIOUS 
POWERS) BILL. 

“To confer further powers on the 
Great Northern, Piccadilly, and Brompton 
Railway Company ; and for other pur- 
poses,” read the first time ; and referred 

to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
| Bills. 
| 


GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY BILL. 
“To confer further powers upon the 


Shireoaks Railway ; the diversion of foot- | Great Northern Railway Company,” read 
paths by the Great Western and Great the first time; and referred to the 
‘Central Railways’ Joint Committee in Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


. 
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GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL. 

“To empower the Great Southern and 
Western Railway Company to construct 
certain new railways; to acquire addi- 
tional lands; to enlarge and improve 
their station at Waterford; to confer 
further powers upon the Company ; to 


enable them to raise additional capital ; | 


and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, 


GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY BILL. 


“For conferring further powers upon 
the Great Western Railway Company in 
respect of their own undertaking and 
a that Company and the London and 

orth Western Railway Company and 
the Midland Railway Company in respect 
of undertakings in which they are jointly 
interested, and upon the Fishguard and 
Rosslare Railways and Harbours Com- 
pany in respect of their undertaking ; 
or amalgamating the Ely Valley Railway 
Company with the Great Western Rail- 
way Company ; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY (PENSION 
FUND) BILL. 

“To make further provision with 
respect to the Servants’ Pension Fund of 
the Great Western Railway Company ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills. 


GRINDLEFORD, BASLOW, AND BAKE- 
WELL RAILWAY BILL. 


“For making railways in the county of 
Derby from the Midland Railway (Dore 
and Chinley Branch) at Grindleford to 
the Midland Railway (Derby and Man- 
chester Branch) at Bakewell; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time; to 
be read a second time. 






HAINAULT FOREST BILL. 


“To authorise the acquisition of lands 
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HAMPTON COURT GAS BILL. 


“To authorise the Hampton Court Gas 
Company to raise additional capital; to 
convert their existing capital ; to enlarge 
their works; to amend their existing 
| Acts; and for other purposes,” read the 
first time ; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills. 
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| HIGHLAND AND INVERGARRY AND 
| FORT AUGUSTUS RAILWAY COM- 

PANIES (SUBSTITUTED) BILL. 

“To confirm an agreement between 
the Highland Railway Company and the 
Invergarry and Fort Augustus Railway 
Company ; to enable the Highland Rail- 
way Company to erect and maintain an 
hotel at Dornoch, to apply their capital 
thereto ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time; and referred to the 
| Examiners of Petitions for Private 


| Bills. 





HUMBER COMMERCIAL RAILWAY AND 
DOCK BILL. 

“To empower the Humber Commercial 
Railway and Dock Company to construct 
a new dock with connecting railway and 
other works and entrance into the River 
| Humber ; to abandon the dock and work 
| authorised by The Humber Commercial 
| Railway and Dock Act, 1901; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time ; and 
referred to the examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills. 





HYDE CORPORATION BILL. 


| “To make further and better provision 

with regard to the improvement, health, 
local government, and finance of the 
borough of Hyde; and for other pur- 
| poses,” read the first time'; to be read a 





second time. 


IPSWICH GAS‘BILL. 


“To confer further powers upon the 
Ipswich Gas Light Company,” read the 
first time ; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills. 


KENT WATER BOARD BILL. 
“ For incorporating a Water Board, to 





known as Lambourne Common, Chigwell 
Common, Fox Burrows Farm, Grange 
Hill Forest, and other lands in the county 
of Essex for the purposes’ of public open 
spaces,” read the first time ; to be read a 
second time. 





consist of representatives of certain urban 
and rural district councils in the count, 
of Kent, and for conferring upon suc 
Board power to purchase certain portions 
of the undertakings of the companies of 
proprietors of the Kent waterworks and 
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the Lambeth waterworks ; and to supply 
water ; and for other purposes,” read the 
first time ; to be read a second time. 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE AND 
LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN 
RAILWAYS (STEAM VESSELS) BILL. 
“To extend and enlarge the powers of 

the Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 

Company and the London and North 

Western Railway Company as to Steam 

Vessels ; and for other purposes,” read 

the first time; and referred to the 

Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 
LEIGH CORPORATION . BILL. 


| 
| 
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LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL. 

“To empower the London County 
Council to purchase lands; to extend 
the time for completion of certain works 
and acquisition of lands; to empower 
the Metropolitan Borough Councils of 
Camberwell and Kensington to execute 
works and purchase lands ; to make pro- 
vision with respect to premises used for 
receiving horses for slaughter and car- 
casses of dead horses, and the removal 
and disposal of dead horses ; to alter the 
method of testing gas employed by the 
South Metropolitan Gas Company; to 
make provision with respect to the 





“To make provision as to the water | 
supply of the borough of Leigh and the | 
urban district of Hindley ; to enable the | 
Corporation of Leigh to make new water- | 
works, tramways, and street improve- | 
ments ; and to make further provisions | 
for the health, local government, and im- | 
provement of the said borough ; and for | 


drainage of Upper Norwood; to confer 

owers upon Metropolitan Borough 
Councils with respect to street markets, 
the fitting of premises of consumers of 
electricity, and the provision and main- 
tenance of public clocks ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time; to be 
read a second time. 


other purposes,” read the first time; to) LoNDON HYDRAULIC POWER BILL. 


be read a second time. 


LLANDRINDOD —— IMPROVEMENT 


“To authorise the Urban District 
Council of Llandrindod Wells, in the 
county of Radnor, to purchase lands for 
the purposes of recreation grounds ; to 
acquire certain springs; and to make 
further provision in regard to the im- 
provement, health, local government, and 
finance of the district; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; to be read 
a second time. 


LONDON BUILDING ACTS (AMEND- 
MENT) BILL. 


“To amend the Acts relating to build- 
ings in London ; to confer various powers 
on the London County Council ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time; to 
be read a second time. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (ELECTRIC 
SUPPLY) BILL. 


“To make further provisions with 


respect to the purchase of electric under- | 


takings by local authorities in the ad- 
ministrative county of London, and with 
respect to the supply of energy from 
stations of the London County Council ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first 
time; to be read a second time. 


| “To enlargethe powers of the London 
| Hydraulic Power Company as to the 
| raising of capital; the supply of water ; 
and the acquisition of a new site for 
their pumping station at Westminster ; 
'and for other purposes,” read the first 
time; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills. 


LONDON, TILBURY, AND SOUTHEND 
RAILWAY BILL. 

‘‘To authorise the London, Tilbury, 
and Southend Railway Company to 
construct new railways and works ; and 
for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
and referred to the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills. 





| 


| LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 


| “For conferring further powers on 

the London United Tramways (1901), 

Limited, for widening and altering roads 
| and acquiring lands in the counties of 
Middlesex, Surrey, and London; and 
for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
,and referred to the Examiners of Peti- 
| tions for Private Bills. 


MAIDSTONE GAS BILL. 

‘‘To authorise the Maidstone Gas 
Company to convert their existin, 
| capital ; to raise additional capital ; and, 
i 
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for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
and referred to the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills. 


MARKET DRAYTON GAS BILL. 


“For incorporating and conferring 
powers on the Market Drayton Gas 
Company,” read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


MERTHYR TYDVIL URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL. 

wer the Urban District 
erthyr Tydvil to construct 
additional waterworks and a street im- 
provement ; and to make further and 
better provision for the good govern- 
ment, health, and improvement of the 
district; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time; to be read a second time. 


“To em 
Council of 


METROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY 
(WORKS) BILL. 


“To empower the Metropolitan Dis- 
trict Railway Company to construct 
Tailways and works; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time; and re- 


ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for | 


Private Bills. 


MIDDLESBROUGH CORPORATION BILL. 

“To make further provision with 
respect to the health and good govern- 
ment of the county borough of Middles- 
brough and the collection of rates within 
the said borough; and for other pur- 
poses,” read the first time; to be read 
a second time. 


MIDI:‘AND AND BELFAST AND NORTH- 
ERN COUNTIES RAILWAYS BILL. 
‘*To provide for the vesting of the 

undertaking of the Belfast and Northern 

Counties Railway Company in the Mid- 

land Railway Company;” read the 

first time; and referred to the 

Examiners of Petitions for Private 

Bills. 

MIDLAND GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY 

OF IRELAND BILL. 

“ To enable the Midland Great Western 
Railway of Ireland Company to construct 
a railway from Kingscourt to Castleblay- 
ney ; to acquire additional lands ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time ; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 
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Bill Business. 
MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. 


“To confer additional powers upon 
the Midland Railway Company and upon 
the Norfolk and Suffolk Joint Railways 
Committee and upon the Midland and 
Great Northern Railways Joint Com- 
mittee for the construction of works and 
the acquisition of lands; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
| for Private Bills. 


MULLINGAR, KELLS, AND DROGHEDA 
/ RAILWAY BILL, 

| “To incorporate the Mullingar, Kells, 
}and Drogheda Railway Company ; and 
| for making railways and other works in 
' the counties of Westmeath, Meath, ard 
Louth ; and to confer subscription and 
other powers on certain existing Railway 
Companies and for other purposes,” read 
the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 
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NANTYGLO AND BLAINA WATER 
BILL. 


“To authorise the Urban District 
Council of Nantyglo and Blaina to con- 
struct waterworks ; and to supply water 
within the district; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; to be read 
a second time. 


NEATH, PONTARDAWE, AND BRYNAM- 
MAN RAILWAY BILL. 

“To confer further powers upon the 
Neath, Pontardawe, and Brynamman Rail- 
way Company for the construction of 
railways ; to authorise the Company to 
raise additional capital; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 


NELSON CORPORATION BILL. 

“To extend the time for the construc- 
tion of certain waterworks authorised by 
the Nelson Local Board Act, 1888; 
for protecting the water supply from 
pollution ; and to make better provision 
in regard to the supply of water; and 
for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
to be read a second time. 


NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE ELECTRIC 
SUPPLY BILL. 


“To transfer the electricity under- 
taking of the Walker and Wallsend Union 
Gas Company to the Newcastle-upon- 





Tyne Electric Supply Company, Limited ; 
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and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills. 


NEW eciiacees' 4 IMPROVEMENT 


“To authorise the Urban District 
Council of New Hunstanton to acquire 
land for water and gas purposes; to 
construct an outfall sewer ; and to make 
further provision in regard to the health, 
local government, improvement, and 
finance of the urban. district ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time; to 
be read a second time. 


NORTH-EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 


“To confer additional powers upon the 
North-Eastern Railway Company for the 
construction of new railways and other 
works and the acquisition of lands ; and 
for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


NORTH MIDDLESEX GAS BILL. 
“To extend the powers of the North 
Middlesex Gas Company,” read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills. 


NORTH-WEST LONDON RAILWAY 
BILL. 


“For empowering the North-West 
London Railway Company to extend 
their underground railway to Victoria ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills. 


PLYMOUTH CORPORATION BILL. 

“To confer further powers upon the 
Corporation of Plymouth in regard to 
their tramway undertaking and the con- 
struction of street improvements; to 
transfer the Cottonian Museum to the 
Corporation ; and to make further pro- 
vision in regard to the borrowing of 
money by the Corporation and the repay- 
ment of their loans; and to the health, 
local government, and improvement of 
the borough ; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time; to be read a second 
time. 

SCARBOROUGH GAS BILL. 


“To authorise the Scarborough Gas 
Company to raise additional capital ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first 
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time; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills. 


SEAFORTH AND SEFTON JUNCTION 
RAILWAY BILL. 


“For making railways in the county 
of Lancaster; for connecting the South- 
port and Cheshire Lines Extension Rail- 
way with the Liverpool Overhead Rail- 
way ; and for other purposes,” read the 
first time ; to be read a second time 


SITTINGBOURNE DISTRICT GAS BILL. 

“To confer further powers on the 
Sittingbourne District Gas Company,” 
read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


SOUTH SHIELDS CORPORATION BILL. 

“To enable the Mayor, Aldermen and 
Burgesses of the county borough of South 
Shields to construct tramways in the 
borough ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time ; to be read a second time. 
SOUTH SHIELDS, SUNDERLAND, AND 

DISTRICT TRAMWAYS BILL. 

“To authorise the British Electric 
Traction Company, Limited, to construct 
tramways between South Shields and 
Sunderland and other places; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time ; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


SOUTH epee JOINT RAILWAYS 
BILL. 


“For enabling the North-Eastern, the 
Lancashire and Yorkshire, the Great 
Northern, the Midland, and the Great 
Central Railway Companies to construct 
or take over certain railways in South 
Yorkshire authorised by the Shireoaks, 
Laughton, and Maltby Railway Aot, 1901, 
and the North-Eastern Railway Act, 
1902; and to construct other railways 
and works; for constituting a Joint 
Committee ; and for other purposes,’ read 
the first time ; and referred to the Ex- 
aminers of Petitions for Private Bills. 
STROUD DISTRICT AND CHELTENHAM 

TRAMWAYS BILL. 

“To incorporate the Stroud District 
and Cheltenham Tramways Company, 
and to empower that Company to make 
and maintain tramways in the county 
of Gloucester; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time ; to be read a second 
time. 
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SUTTON DISTRICT WATER BILL. | 


“To authorise the Sutton District 
Water Company to construct additional 
waterworks, acquire lands, and raise 
further moneys ; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


THAMES CONSERVANCY BILL. 


“To confer further money and other 
powers on the Conservators of the River 
Thames for the deepening, widening, and 
improvement of its bed and channels as | 
far as the Royal Albert Docks; to amend | 
in various respects the Thames Conser- | 
vaney Act, 1894; and for other pur- | 
poses,” read the first time; to be read a} 
second time. 





THAMES STEAMBOAT TRUST BILL. 
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works; to raise additional capital; and 
for other purposes,” read the first time; 
and referred to the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills. 


WATFORD AND — RAILWAY 


“For incorporating the Watford and 
Edgware Railway Company, and for 
empowering them to construct a railway 
from Watford to Edgware; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time ; to 
be read a second time. 


WELLINGBOROUGH AND DISTRICT 
TRAMROADS BILL. 

“To empower the British Electric 
| Traction Company (Limited) to con- 
| struct a new tramroad in the county of 
Northampton ; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time; and referred to the 


To incorporate trustees for the main- ' Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 
tenance of a service of steamboats on 
the River Thames; to transfer to them 
the undertaking of the Thames Steam- | 


boat Company (1897) Limited; to pro- | 


WEST CUMBERLAND ELECTRIC 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 


vide for the transfer to them of certain 
piers on the River Thames ; and for the 
guarantee by the Corporation of the City 
of London, the London County Council, 
and the Conservators of the River 
Thames of interest on moneys to 

borrowed. by the trustees; and for other 
purposes,’ read the first time; and re- 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills. | 


ULSTER AND CONNAUGHT LIGHT 
RAILWAYS BILL. 

“To authorise the construction of a 
railway from Maguiresbridge to Bawnboy | 
Road, in the counties of Fermanagh and | 
Cavan ; and of certain railways at Arigna | 
and Dromod, in the counties of Ros- 
common and Leitrim ; and the working 
of such railways and the Clogher Valley 
and Cavan and Leitrim Railways and 
other railways in connection therewith 
as one railway ; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 





WALKER AND — UNION GAS 
ILL. 


‘To empower the Walker and Wall- 
send Union Gas Company to enlarge 
and extend their existing gasworks at 
Walker ; and to construct a short line 
of railway or siding into their said gas- 





“To extend the periods for the com- 
|mencement of the construction and for 
the completion of the tramways, tram- 
| roads, and other works, and for the 
| taking of lands authorised by the West 
| Cumberland Electric Tramways Act, 
| 1901 ; to extend the area within which 
| the West Cumberland Electric Tramways 
| Company may supply electricity, and to 
confer on that Company further and 
additional powers with regard to such 
supply ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time; and referred to the 


) Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


WESTERN VALLEYS (MON MOUTH- 

SHIRE) SEWERAGE BOARD BILL, 

“To constitute and incorporate a 
Joint Board, consisting of representa- 
tives of the Urban District Councils of 
Abercarn, Abertillery, Ebbw Vale, 
Nantyglo, and Blaina and Risca, all in 
the county of Monmouth; and to 


| authorise the Board to construct main 


trunk sewers and other works for the 
disposal of the sewage of such districts ; 


‘and for other purposes,” read the first 


time ; to be read a second time. 


WEST HAM CORPORATION BILL. 

“To confer further powers upon the 
Mayor, Aldermen, and Burgesses of the 
county borough of West Ham, and to 
make further provision for the good 
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government of that borough; and for PETITIONS. 

other purposes,” read the first time ; to iiaea. 

spans 8 seoendl thane. DETENTION OF POOR PERSONS (SCOT- 

LAND) BILL. : 

WEST SUSSEX WATER BILL. Petitions in favour: from St 

“To incorporate the West Sussex | Andrews and St. Leonards ; Holm ; 

Water Company, and to enable the| Ruthven; Erskine; Galashiels; Barry ; 

Company to supply water within the | Bervie; and, Dumbarton; to lie upon 

parish of Pulborough and certain other | the Table. 

parishes in the county of Sussex,” read 

the first time ; to be read a second time. LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1897. 

| Petition from Middlesex, for inquiry 

WINCHESTER WATER AND GAS BILL. | into the compulsory system of registra- 
“For conferring further powers upon | tion ; to lie. upon the Table. 

the Winchester Water and Gas Company ; 

and for other purposes,” read the first) saLE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 

time ; and referred to the Examiners of | SUNDAY BILL. 

Petitions for Private Bills. Petitions in favour: from Blackpool ; 

Salford ; and Stoke Newington; to lie 


WOLVERHAMPTON AND _ CANNOCK | upon the Table. 
CHASE RAILWAY (EXTENSION OF 
TIME) BILL. 


“To extend the time for the com- RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
pulsory purchase of lands and for the 


construction and completion of the 
Wolverhampton and Cannock Chase | POST OFFICE TELEGRAPHS. 





Railway ; and for other purposes,” read Return presented, relative thereto 

the first time; and referred to the [ordered 23rd February—Mr. Austen 

Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. | Chamberlain] ; to lie upon the Table, and 
| to be printed. [No. 31.] 


WOOD GREEN URBAN DISTRICT | 
COUNCIL BILL. | NAVY (APPROPRIATION ACCOUNT). 

“To enable the Urban District Council| Copy presented, of the Appropriation 
of Wood Green to acquire part of Wood Account of the Navy for 1901-1902, 
Green Common for the purposes of a with the Report of the Comptroller and 
dust destructor; and to make further | Auditor General thereon, and upon the 
rovision with regard to the electric Store accounts of the Navy [by Act]; to 
ight undertaking of the Council; and | lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
fer. the improvement, health, and local , [No. 32.] 
government of the district ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; to be read | p~RapE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
a second time. | Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
| enating Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
WOOLWICH BOROUGH COUNCIL BILL. | 2936 to 2939 [by Command]; to lie 


“To authorise the Mayor, Aldermen, | upon the Table. 
and Councillors of the metropolitan 
borough of Woolwich to supply electrical | TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACT, 1889. 
energy in bulk to the Urban District! (Copy presented, of Minute sanctioning 
Council of Foots Cray ; to confer further | the Subjects to be taught under Clause 
powers upon the said Mayor, Aldermen, | g of the Act, for the County of Cardigan 
and be wipers a a = ae (Second Minute), dated 14th November,. 

rovision with respect to markets in the : aoe 

rough of Woolwich ; and for other 1903 [by Act]; to He mpen he teats 
purposes, read the first time ; to be read | os cHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACT, 1680. 


a second time. ; hee 
: | Copy presented, of Minute sanctioning 
the subjects to be taught under Clause 

i 
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8 of the Act, for the County of Rutland | September, 1902, distinguishing brewers 
(Fifth Minute), dated 14th November, 
1902 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACT, 1889. 


l* Copy presented, of Minute sanctioning 
the Subjects to be taught under Clause 
8 of the Act, for the County of Devon 
(Eighth Minute), dated 27th November, 
1902 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


CENSUS, 1901. 


Copy presented, of Census, 1901 (Is- 
lands in the British Seas) (Isle of Man, 
Jersey, and Guernsey and adjacent 
Islands) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


CIVIL SERVICES (SUPPLEMENTARY 
ESTIMATES, 1902-3). 


Estimate presented, of the further. 


sums required to be voted for the Service 


of the year ending 31st March, 1903 [by | 


Command]; to lie upon the Table and to 
be printed. [No. 33.] 


BRITISH SOUTH AFRICA (TAXATION 
OF NATIVES). 


Adcress for “ Return showing the rates 


several parts of British South Africa.”— 
(Mr. Herbert Samuel.) 


BREWERS’ LICENCES. 


Return ordered, “of accounts of the 
number of persons in each of the several 
collections of the United Kingdom licensed 
as brewers for sale, i.e. common brewers, 
victuallers, retailers of beer to be drunk 
on the premises, retailers of beer not to 
be drunk on the premises, and brewers of 


class in each collection ; and of the number 
of licences issued to victuallers and 


retailers of beer to be drunk on the | 


premises and not to be drunk on the 


premises ; and stating also the quantities | 
of malt, unmalted corn, rice, etc., sugar, | 
its equivalent of syrups, etc., | 
hops and hop substitutes, used by brewers | 
of beer for sale, and of malt and sugar | 


includin, 


used by brewers not for sale, from the 
Ist day of October, 1901, to the 30th 
day of September, 1902.” 

“Of the amount of Licence Duty paid 
and Beer Duty charged from the [lst day 
of October, 1901, to the 30th day of 


for sale from other brewers.” 


“Of the number of brewers for sale 
| (i.) who use malt and hops, or hop substi. 
| tutes only, and (ii.) who use malt with 
| substitutes for same and hops or hop 
substitutes paying for licences, from 
the Ist day of October, 1901, to the 
30th day of September, 1902, separat- 
‘ing them into classes, according to 
| the number of barrels of beer charged 
| with duty calculated at 1-055 degrees 
| gravity, viz. : under 1,000 barrels ; 1,000 
jand under 10,000; 10,000 and under 
| 20,000 ; 20,000 and under 30,000; 
30,000 and under 50,000; 50,000 and 
junder 100,000; 100,000 and _ under 
| 150,000 ; 150,000 and under 200,000; 
| 200,000 and under 250,000 ; 250,000 and 
under 300,000; 300,000 and under 
| 350,000; 350,000 and under 400,000; 
400,000 and under 450,000 ; 450,000 and 
under 500,000; 500,000 and under 
600,000; 600,000 and under 700,000; 
700,000 and under 800,000 ; 800,000 and 
under 900,000; 900,000 and _ under 
1,000,000; 1,000,000 and _— under 
1,500,000 ; 1,500,000 and _— under 
2,000,000 ; 2,000,000 barrels and over; 
showing separately, in .each class, the 





s ‘ “ . | quantities of malt, unmalted corn, rice 
of Taxation now paid by Natives in the) q ot a 


etc., sugar, including its equivalent of 
syrups, etc., hops and hop substitutes 
used; and stating also the number of 
bulk barrels of beer produced, and the 
amount of Licence Duty paid and Beer 
Duty charged in each class :” 


“ And, of the number of barrels of beer 
exported from the United Kingdom, and 
the declared value thereof, and where | 
exported to, from the 1st day of October, 


| 1901 to the 30th day of September, 1902, 


frvver hte x s 
beer not for sale, particularising each | Ghtingsihing Enguad, San Se 


Ireland (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 71, of Session 1902).”—(Mr. 
Hayes Fisher.) 


PAUPERISM (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
(MONTHLY STATEMENTS). 
Return ordered, “of Statements for 
each month of the year 1903 of the 
number of Paupers (except Lunatics in 


| County and Borough Asylums, Registered 


Hospitals, and Licensed Houses, and 
| Vagrants) in receipt of relief in England 
'and Wales (in continuation of Parlia 
'mentary Paper, No. 121, of Session 
| 1902)”.—(Mr. Grant Lawson.) 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS _ | quired, on appeal, 6. For 1895 the 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. | figures are 200, 30, 59, and 4, respect- 
—- ively. For 1900 the figures are 216, 77, 
Cotton Cloths Factories Acts—Home $48, and 12. 
Office Prosecutions. 
Mr. SHACKLETON (Lancashire,| Newton Abbot Post Office—Increased 

(litheroe): To ask the Secretary of | Salary for Staff. 
State for the Home Department whether Mr. SEALE-HAYNE (Devonshire, 
he can state what number of employers | Ashburton): To ask the Postmaster 
were reported during the year 1902 by | General whether, in view of the increase 
the Inspector under the Cotton Cloths | in the cost of living as well as the in- 
Factories Act as having exceeded the | crease of postal and telegraphic business 
nine volumes of carbonic acid (carbon | at Newton Abbot, he will make inquiries 
dioxide) in every 10,000 volumes of air | with the purpose of placing that town in 
(Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, | the next class, and so increasing the pos- 
Clause 94, section 3); and whether he | sible maximum salary of the staff; and 
ean state the number of prosecutions | whether he will consider the advisability 
which have been instituted by the Home of raising the scales of pay in the Newton 
Department in consequence of these Abbot Post Office to those in existence at 

reports. | Barnstaple and Bridgwater. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers| (Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
Vouglas.) There were sixty-three cases | The question of the wages proper to the 
in 1902 in which the inspector reported postmen at Newton Abbot was examined 
that an employer had exceeded the| by me so recently as November last, 
standard referred to; but in many cases and I explained in my reply to the 
the excess was found only in one part of right hon. Gentleman in this House on 
the shed, while in other parts the propor- | the 21st + of that month that it was not 
tion of carbonic acid was found to be | considered that there are sufficient grounds 
below the prescribed limit. No proceed- for placing the postmen upon the next 
ings were instituted on these reports. I | higher scale of wages. Their present 
do not think the inspectors are called | scale is the same as that received by the 
= to prosecute unless a contravention postmen at Barnstaple. 

the Act in this matter is continued or 
repeated after notice from the inspector. Telegraphic a of Dublin Book- 

ers. 


licences Refused for Reasons other than Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): To ask the 
Misconduct. Postmaster General whether he is aware 
Sir THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- that when Dublin bookmakers put their 
lets, St. George’s): To ask the Secretary of | advertisements in newspapers they state 
State for the Home Department whether that their name, with Dublin added, is 
he can give the numbers of licences refused a sufficient address for letters; and will 
for reasons other than misconduct during he state what special arrangements or 
recent years. |privilege are made for the delivery of 
| such letters. 
(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers | 
oe) oe of oo py rag of | (Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
ences refused In recent years have been | No special arrangements are made for 
published for the years 1890, 1891, 1895, | the deli ] : 
Sesh. ik -enmane fees there that c e delivery of letters so, addressed. 
out of the total of 186 for the year 1890, SouthAfrica—Beer Duty in the Transvaal. 
43 renewals were refused for the; Mr. EUGENE W ASON (Clackmannan 
sole reason that they were not required | and Kinross): To ask the Postmaster 
and 37 for that reason combined | General, as representing the Secretary 
with others, ¢.g., misconduct. Of the | of State for the Colonies, whether he is 
refusals because not required, five were | aware that the duty on beer imported 
reversed on appeal. The corresponding | into the Transvaal is more than double 


figures for 1891 are: total refusals, 339 ; . : sas 
not required, 103; not required cal the value of the article, and is a prohibitive 


other reasons, 53; reversals of not re- + See (4) Debates, cxv., 147, 
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and not revenue producing tax; and 
will he state what is the duty payable 
on a cask of beer exported trom this 
country and the duty on a cask of beer 
made in the Transvaal. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
for the Secretary of State for the Colonies.) 
The duty on beer imported into the 
Transvaal is at present that fixed by 
Law 4 of 1894 of the South African 
Republic, which has not been amended 
in this respect. It is 7} per cent. ad 
vilorem, plus a special duty of 3s. per 
gallon. The imports of past years show 
that this duty has not been prohibitive. 
There is at present no Excise duty on 
beer brewed in the Transvaal, but 
Customs duties are of course levied on 
the raw material imported. 


South Africa—Loss on Sale of Blockhouses. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Postmaster General, as represent- 
ing the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, whether the blockhouses in 
the Transvaal and Orange River Colonies, 
which were taken over by Lord Milner 
from the War Office authorities for 
£50,000, have now been resold to the 
inhabitants of the districts ; and, if so, 
will he state whether the re-sale has 
resulted in a loss ; and, if so, how much. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
for the Secretary of State for the Colonies.) 
I have no later information than that 

iven to the hon. Member on the 15th 

ecember last. + 
Mails to Japan, Australia, etc. —Re- 

spective Times taken in Transmission 

by Alternative Routes. 

Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
To ask the Postmaster General the 
approximate time which is taken in the 
transmission of correspondence from 
London to Yokohama, Shanghai, and 
Hong Kong respectively via United 
States ; also the approximate time from 
London to Sydney via Vancouver and via 
San Francisco. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
Correspondence despatched from London 
via the United States reaches Yokohama 
in from thirty-one to thirty-three days, 
Shanghai in about forty days, and Hong 


+ See (4) Debates cxvi., 1203. 
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Kong in about forty-three days. The 
approximate time occupied in the transit 
of correspondence from London to 
Sydney va Vancouver is thirty-eight 
days, and via San Francisco thirty-four 
days. 


House of Commons Ventilation—Recom. 
mendations of Select Committee. 

Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire): Ty 
ask the hon. Member for North Hunts, 
as representing the First Commissioner of 
the Board of Works, when the Report of 
the Select Committee appointed to inquire 
into the Ventilation of the House of 
Commons building will be issued ; and 
what steps, if any, have been taken during 


the recess to remove some of the in- 


sanitary conditions. 


(Answered by Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes.) 
The Select Committee found it impossible 
to conclude their inquiry last session, and 
it is proposed to ask the House to re- 
appoint the Committee at an early date. 
During the recess the authorised im- 
provements in the ventilation of the 
Commons Committee Rooms have been 
completed, and new fittings have been 
supplied to the sanitary offices on the 
ground floor terrace front, and mechanical 
ventilation has been introduced into them 
with excellent results. Other sanitary 
offices in the building will be dealt with 
in the same way as opportunities arise 
during recesses. 


Women Typists in the Civil Service— 
Alleged Grievances. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
N.R,. Cleveland) : To ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury whether his attention has 
been called to the petitions presented, in 
the early months of 1902, from women 
typists employed in various Government 


Departments relative to the conditions of - 


their service ; will he state whether any 
answer has been sent to those petitions ; 
and whether the Treasury will be able to 
grant the improvements in the conditions 
of employment which are desired by this 
class of public servants. 


(Answered by Mr. Hayes Fisher.) The 
Papers have only recently been laid be- 


fore me. I am in communication with 
the various Departments concerned, and 
I hope that an early decision may be 
arrived at. 
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665 Questions. 
I —Dates for Payment in 
fseome Tigiand ana Scotland. 

Mr. WYLIE: To ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer why taxpayers in 
Scotland are still being forced to pay 
income tax two or three months sooner 
than England, seeing that in 1901 his 
Department promised that both coun- 
tries should be treated alike in future, 
and no pressure should be used in the 
one country which was not used in the 
other; will he arrange that this course 
shall now be followed; and will he also 
say the latest day on which income tax 
may be paid, without costs being 
incurred, in both countries. 


(Answered by Mr. Hayes Fisher.) As 
the facts referred to are somewhat 
complicated, I have caused a Memor 
andum to be prepared, of which I am 
sending a copy to the hon. Member. 
He is at liberty to make any use of it 
which he desires. He will observe that 
there is now no ground for the impres- 
sion that Scotland is more strictly 
treated than England. 


Navy—Increased Pensions to Petty 
Officers. 


Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports- 
mouth): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether he can announce 
the date upon which the increased 
pension to chief petty officers becomes 
operative ; and how it affects men whose 
period of service will have ceased before 
the forthcoming Estimates are presented. 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) The 
new scale of pension for chief petty 
officers, sanctioned by Order in Council 
of the 16th February last, applies to all 
chief petty officers who may be pensioned 
on or after the Ist April, 1903. Chief 
petty officers discharged to pension 
before that date are not affected by 
the change. 


Leicestershire County Council’s Educa- 
tion Scheme—Board of Education's 
Objection. 

Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough): To ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Education whether he is aware 
that the draft education scheme framed 
by the Committee of the Leicestershire 
County Council was informally submitted 
to the Board of Education without the 
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authority of either the Committee or the 
Council, and before it had been submitted 
to the Council for consideration; and 
that, in consequence of objections raised 
by the Board of Education to the draft 
scheme, it was withdrawn and another 
scheme prepared for presentation to the 
Council; and if he will state in what 
particulars the scheme originally prepared 
was not in accordance with the require- 
ments of the Education Act; and on 
what grounds the objections of the Board 
of Education were based. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) 1 
have nothing to add to my answer of the 
20th instant except that an Education 
Scheme was submitted to the Board of 
Education by the County Council of 
Leicestershire on the afternoon of that 
day. In my judgment no useful purpose 
can be served by stating in answer to 
Questions in this House the purport or 
details of the various discussions or com- 
munications, sometimes extending over 
some time, which take place between the 
Board and local authorities, or members 
and representatives of those authorities, 
while a scheme is in course of preparation 
or while it is being settled for publica- 
tion. 


Ireland—Suggested State Lunatic Asylum 
for Alcoholic Lunatics. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he has 
seen the Report read by Dr: Norman 
Connolly at the recent meeting of the 
Richmond Asylum, in which reference 
was made to the increase in the number 
of cases of alcoholic lunacy committed to 
that institution; whether he is aware 
that the Richmond Asylum authorities 
have, since the year 1900, made several 
representations to the Irish Government 
on this matter; and whether, in view of 
the state of the law as regards the care 
of alcoholic lunatics, and considering the 
revenue derived by the State from the 
sale of intoxicating liquor, he will re- 
commend the establishment of a State 
Infirmary in Ireland for the treatment of 
persons who have become insane from 
excessive indulgence in _ intoxicating 
drinks. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
reply to the first and second queries is in 
the affirmative. The concluding part of 
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the Question suggests an amendment 
and widening of the existing law which 
provides for the establishment of insti- 
tutions for the reception of habitual 
drunkards under certain prescribed con- 
ditions. I cannot give an undertaking 
such as suggested. 


Ireland—Fair Rents in the Trim Districts 
—Case of John Flynn, etc. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the Land 
Commission are aware that in the case 
of John Flynn, Rathrone, Enfield, and 
other tenants in the Trim district, the 
landlords have had their applications to 
have second-term judicial rents fixed 
transferred from the county court judge 
to the Sub-Commission ; and whether, in 
order to expedite the hearing of these 
cases, they will direct that a Sub-Com- 


mission court be held in Trim at an early | 


date. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
originating notice of application to fix a 
fair rent in the case specially named in 
the Question was not served until the end 
of last October, and was transferred to 
the Land Commission in December. A 
list of cases from the Trim district is now 
in course: of disposal. It contains, how- 
ever, only such applications as were made 
at dates anterior to that referred to. 
There is no power to list cases for hearing 
out of their regular turn except by order 
of the Land Commission, which should 
be applied for in the usual way. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


The War Commission. 
Sm HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- 
hampton, E.) : I beg to ask the Secretary 


of State for War who is responsible for | 


the preparation and authenticity of the 
summary of the evidence given before 
the War Commission which has been 
supplied to the Press ; whether such sum- 
maries have been revised by the witnesses ; 
whether the evidence already given will 
be laid before Parliament at once, and 
when the taking of evidence by the Com- 
mission will be concluded. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR(Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : 
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I assume that the secretary of the Com. 
mission is the person responsible for the 
preparation and authenticity of the 
summary of the evidence. I do not 
know if the summaries have been revised 
by the witnesses. No report has been 
forwarded to the Government, and it ma 

be assumed, therefore, that no Papers wil 
be laid till the inquiry is concluded. [ 
am not in a position to state when the 
inquiry will be concluded. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER: I wish to 
know whether, in accordance with invari- 
able practice, the right hon. Gentleman 
has communicated to the Commission and 
to its secretary the fact that this question 
was going to be asked in the House of 
Commons, and what answer they had asked 
the right hon. Gentleman to give to it. 


Mr. BRODRICK : I am not aware that 
there is any precedent for Government 
laying such questions before the Royal 
Commission. If that is the case, I will 
certainly lay it before the Commission, 
but I think in that case the Question 
should be addressed to the First Lord of 
the Treasury. I have no authority over 
the Commission, nor had I any authority 
in the appointment of it. 


* Sm HENRY FOWLER: I beg to give 
notice that I will repeat the Question to 
the First Lord, and I hope we shall get 
such an answer as is due to the House. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he can explain on what 
grounds the conclusion was arrived at 
that the proceedings of the Royal Com- 
mission of Inquiry into the conduct of 
the late war should be wholly secret, 
having regard to the fact of his state- 
ment in the House of Commons on the 
12th June, 1902,7 that the question as to 
whether the Commission was to be an 
open or a secret inquiry was a question 
for careful consideration, and that in 
all probability some parts of the inquiry 
would be conducted in private. 


Mr. BRODRICK: When questioned 
on the subject of the inquiry I could only 
give my opinion as to the probable course 


which would be adopted. I have no doubt 





+See (4) Debates, cix., 499. 
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the Royal Commission gave the matter | 
careful consideration, but their decision | 
was entirely a question for themselves, | 
and the Government was in no way con- 
cerned in it. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: But when 
the right hon. Gentleman said that the 
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answer which I gave on Thursday last, 
the 19th instant, to a similar Question 


| pat by the hon. Member for the South 


olton Division of Devonshire. 


Appointments to Postmasterships— 
Unsuccessful Candidates. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the Postmaster 


be wholly secret was under consideration, |General whether he is aware that a 
did he mean under the consideration of | telegraphist named Mercer, of the 
the Government or of the Commission? | Bristol Post Office, has applied for 160 
| vacant postmasterships since 1894; 

Mr. BRODRICK: The Government | whether, seeing that during these 


can only appoint the Commission, which | periods clerks of less service, experience, 
has itself to decide the course of pro-| ability, and salary have been the 
recipients of these positions, he will 
| make inquiry into the case. 


cedure. 


Surrenders in South Africa. 

Sm CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester-; Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the ‘have no knowledge of the number of 
Secretary of State for War if he can inform | applications made by Mr. Mercer since 
the House what inquiries into surrenders | 1894, but it is clear that he has not 
in South Africa have been reopened other-| been considered by either my _pre- 
wise. than by the Royal Commission, and | gecessors or myself the best qualified 
what officers who had been cashiered or ‘candidate for any appointment for 
placed on half-pay have been reinstated. | which he has applied, and I see no 


Mr. BRODRICK: Some cases havebeen | sane fon Sey Ae SPY 
reconsidered, but in only one case has an | 
officer been reinstated, when it was found | 


that the Court which tried him had been | _MRGEORGE WHITELEY (Yorkshire, 

illegally constituted. |W.R., Pudsey): I beg to ask the 

| President of the Board of Agriculture 

*Srz CHARLES DILKE: Was that | whether he will state the number of 

the Helvetia case ? cattle at the present time in the United 

| Kingdom, and how that number com- 

Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. heey with the same period in the year 
1896. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: But has not 
the officer in that case been reinstated? | 


Cattle in the United Kingdom. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
oF AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansury, 

is under | Preston): The number of cattle in the 
a: ne ratinainieace | United Kingdom (including the Isle of 
i and the Channel Islands), on the 
4th June, 1902, the latest date for 
‘which statistics are 
11,376,969. 
1896 the 
10,941,655. 


Parcels Post for Agricultural Produce. 
Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, §.): I beg 
to ask the Postmaster General whether, 
in the interests of the tenant farmers, the 
agricultural labourers, and the general 


available, was 
At the same period in 
number returned was 


public of great Britain and Ireland, he 
will take steps to secure that agricultural 
produce may be forwarded by parcel post 
at reduced rates and under special con- 
ditions. 


Tue POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
AusTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
E.) : I would refer the hon. Member to the 


VOL. CXVIIL [Fourts Serigs.} 


Aliens in London—Police Arrests. 

Str HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department how 
many aliens had to be arrested last year 
by the Metropolitan Police, and if his 
attention has been called to the re- 
presentations on the subject by the 
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Judges of the High Court of Justice, by 
the Recorder of London, by the Chairman 
of the Middlesex Sessions, and by juries, 
and what steps he proposes to take to 
save the taxpayer from the expense of 
maintaining these alien criminals during 
imprisonment, 


Tue UNDERSECRETARY or STATE 
FoR THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
CocuraNng, Ayrshire, N.) : am aware that 
representations such asmy hon. and gallant 
friend indicates have been made. It 
would be a matter of extreme difficulty 


to give trustworthy figures in answer to | 


this question, but I have under consider- 


ation the best way of laying the necessary | 


information before the Royal Commission 
which is now inquiring into the whole 
question of alien immigration. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: But I) 
was given last November{ the number of | 


arrests up to October, so surely the De- 
partment has the information in hand ? 


Mr. COCHRANE: My hon. friend had 
better put another Question. 


Str HOWARD VINCENT: That is 
my Question. 


Women on Education Committees. 

Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somer- 
setshire, E.): I beg toask the Secretary 
to the Board of Education if his Board, in 


approving schemes for Education Com- | 


mittees, will see that each scheme makes 
provision for the inclusion of at least two 
women on the Committee. 


*Tue SECRETARY to tot BOARD 
oF EDUCATION (Sir WILLIAM ANSON, 
Oxford University): The Board of 
Education are advised that the Education 
Act only requires that a scheme should 
make provision for the inclusion of one 
woman on an Education Committee. The 
Board have not found any reluctance on 
the part of the County Councils to place 
women on the Education Committee, but 
in asking ior the inclusion of more than 
one woman the wishes of the local 
authority and the needs of the area must 
in each case be considered. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE: Can the 
hon. Gentleman give me any information 
as to the number of authorities which 
have made such provision ? 
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| *Srr WILLIAM ANSON : I have the in- 


formation as to thirty-nine counties. In 
| three provision is made for one woman 
member, in twenty-seven for two, in six for 
three, in two for four, and in one for five, 


Railway Rates in Ireland. 

| Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
‘of Ireland whether he can state if the 
Board of Agriculture for Ireland would 
_be prepared to appoint a Departmental 
Commission to report upon the railway 
rates at present charged in Ireland, their 
effect upon the agriculture, trade, and 
industry of the country, and the steps 
necessary for amelioration of the present 
position. On 8th April, 19027, you in- 
formed Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) 
that “while far from saying that such 
‘an inquiry would not be useful, you 
|were not at present prepared to 
recommend it.” 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. WynpuHam, Dover): 
The Department of Agriculture is con- 
stantly investigating questions affecting 
‘railway transit and rates and obtaining 
information which would prove of utility 
should it ever be decided to appoint a 
Committee of Inquiry. The Department 
does not think, however, that the time 
has yet arrived for such an inquiry. 


Technical Instruction in Ireland—- 
Grant-in-Aid. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
| Belfast Corporation have adopted a 
resolution characterising the withdrawal 
of the grants-in-aid of technical instruc- 
tion in Ireland as an evasion of Parlia- 
‘mentary responsibility, contrary to the 
understanding come to with local and 
| educational authorities in Ireland, and 
| unfair to the taxpayers of Ireland; and 
| whether, in view of similar pronounce- 
| ments by other public Lodies in all parts 
of Ireland, he can state what action the 
Government propose to take. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Representations 
have been made to this effect. I have 
stated that it has been decided that the 
existing grants, amounting to £3,500, 
shall continue, but that a limit to their 
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expansion should be laid down, not asa 
fnal limit, but as a future point of 
departure for the reconsideration of 
these grants in correlation with other 
Irish demands, whether educational or 
industrial, which may be disclosed, and 
with the resources available to meet 
them. The limit is fixed, provisionally, 
in accordance with these considerations, 
at £7,000 a year. 


Land Purchase in County Sligo—Land 
Commission Advances. 

Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
state the circumstances under which a 
gamekeeper became purchaser of a non- 
agricultural holding situate in a con- 
gested district near Aclare, County 
Sligo ; 
amounting to hundreds of pounds, was 
advanced by the 
and, if so, whether it is usual for the 
Land Commission to make such advances 
to persons in such a position, who have 
had no previous connection with the 
localities in which they purchase. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The purchaser in 
question was tenant of the lands pur- 
chased. The Land Commission report 
there were no grounds for refusing to 
make the loan, as the security for the 
advance was considered ample. 


Contempt of Court— 
ott’s Case. 


Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN (Cork): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the case 
of John M‘Elligott, a Protestant farmer 
from Shraugh, County Cavan, now two 
years in Dundalk gaol for contempt of 
court; and whether, after this long 


Imprisonment for 
_ M‘Ellig 


term of imprisonment, he can hold out | 
M‘Elligott’s speedy | 


any prospect of 
release. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I stated in reply 
to a similar question put to me yesterday 
that the Executive has no power to 
intervene in such cases. To purge his 
contempt the prisoner must apply to 
the Master of the Rolls, the committing 


Judge. 
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Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN: May I ask 
if this terrible abuse of power—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. ! 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Is there any 
precedent in this country for a man 
being kept two years in prison without 
trial ? 


Caprain DONELAN (Cork, E.): May 
I ask 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
Question on the Paper has been fully 


answered. 


Captain DONELAN: I wish to ask 
if the Judge has power to inflict im- 
prisonment for life 4 





whether the purchase- money, | 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is not the 
Question. 


Land Commission ; | 


| Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
_E.): May I ask whether, in view of this 
|and similar cases, the Government will 
‘undertake to introduce legislation to 
| prevent 


| *Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
| must give notice of that Question. 
Marine Works in Ireland. 
| Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg 
| to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
| Lieutenant of Ireland whether the claim 
| of the port of Kenmare, County Kerry, 
|to receive assistance under the Marine 
| Works (Ireland) Act has been favourably 
considered ; and, if so, when will effect 
| be given to this decision. 
| The following Question also appeared 
on the Paper— 


| Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, N.): I beg 
'to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
now say what works it is proposed to 
|execute under the Marine Works Act, 
and especially whether he proposes to 
provide for the improvement of the 
harbour of Portnablagh and the con- 
struction of piers at Portnoo and Kin- 
casslagh, and of a pier or boatslip at 
Falchorrib. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Saturday next has 
been fixed for a conference between 
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myself and representatives of the; *Mr. DELANY: Who are also dis. 
Councils of Congested Districts Counties | ciples of Mrs. Smily’s, of Birds’ Nest fame, 
to discuss the whole question of the | Dublin, as well as of the hon. Member 
allocation of the funds provided by this himself. 
Act. For the present, therefore, I would | 
ask hon. Members to defer these) *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! | 
Questions. | must call attention to the fact that it is 
| gross disorder for oo aggre to 
ish League—Inniscarra | persist in putting a Question after he 
— “ir ~ been called oe oi and whilst I am 
Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork Co., Mid.) : I | standing. 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | 
Lord: Lieutenant of Ireland whether he; *Mr. WYNDHAM: The police report 
is aware that during the holding of a/ that, though vigilant watch has been 
ublic meeting, under the auspices of the | maintained, no evidence has been 
Tinited Irish League, at Inniscarra, County obtained to show that any offices or 
Cork, on Sunday, Ist February, a body | houses have been kept open for betting 
of police was posted on the evicted farm | in any of the places named. A prosecu- 
of Mrs. O'Callaghan, Ballyshoneen ; and | tion was instituted for betting under an 
will he state the nature of the duty for archway in Armagh, but was abortive, 
which these constabulary were detailed. | as the King’s Bench Division decided it 
| was not a “ place” within the meaning 
Mr. WYNDHAM: Directions were | of the statutes. In Londonderry, where 
given by Government that the meeting | a bye-law has been passed against street 
should not be allowed to be held on the | betting, a conviction was obtained. In 
farm in question. The police were there Cork there have been seven successful 
to give effect to these directions. The | prosecutions since 1896. 
meeting was held in the vicinity. | 
| Royal Irish Constabulary—Pay and 
Mr. SHEEHAN : Is it usual to plant : Pensions. 
the police on evicted farms ? | Mr. SLOAN: I beg to ask the Chief 
'Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Mr. WYNDHAM: It is the practice Ireland if he will state when he pro- 
of the Irish Government to see that the Poses to introduce a Bill to give effect 
police are placed where they can carry | to the recommendations of the Com- 


out their instructions. | mittee appointed in May, 1901, to inquire 
‘into the pay and pensions of the Royal 
Betting Offices in Ireland. Irish Constabulary ; and when he in- 


: tends to give effect to that portion of 
in ar ome ms Ra, he the recommendations that requires no 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is_ legislation. 
aware that a number of betting offices | : 
and houses are being kept open daily in| "MR. WYNDHAM: The Estimate for 
Armagh, Ballymoney, Cork, Coleraine, | the next financial year will contain pro- 


Londonderry, Limerick, Maryborough, _ vision necessary to give effect to such of — 
e 


and Wate: ord, and will he reconsi r the recommendations of the Committee 

the advisability of taking proceedings in 28 do not involve legislation. With 

their cases under the Betting House Act | respect to the question of legislation, my 

of 1853. hon. friend will understand that in view of 
existing demands upon the time of the 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s Co., Ossory) : House, I cannot fix a date for the intro- 

Before the right hon. Gentleman answers 4uction of the measure he refers to. 

the Question, I beg to ask him whether | 

he is aware that the principal parties who| Alleged Forged Will—Case of Thomas 

frequent betting houses in Maryborough | O'Keeffe. 

are officials of His Majesty’s Prison——- _ Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork Co., 
N.E.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 

*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! | to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
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whether he can explain the cause of 
delay in the prosecution of Thomas 
O'Keeffe, of Cuniglass, County Cork, 
for forgery and perjury, as ordered by 
Mr. Justice Wright in a forged will case 
tried before him on the 10th December 
last. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Mr. Justice Wright 
did not direct a prosecution in this 
matter. The case will be laid before my 
right hon. friend the Attorney General in 
a day or two. The delay, which is un- 
avoidable, is caused by the necessity of 
obtaining copies of the voluminous docu- 
ments in the action. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM: Will 
steps be taken to prevent this person 
leaving the country in the meantime ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Any precautions 
that are necessary will, of course, be 
taken. 


Irish Local Taxation Fund—Expenses 

of Midwives. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, §.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can state the result of his promised 
consideration to the matter of the alloca- 
tion of the Irish Local Taxation Fund ; 
and whether, in that consideration, he 
found himself able to set aside a sum for 
the repayment to boards of guardians of 
half the salaries and expenses of mid- 
wives employed by these boards in the 
various dispensary districts, on the same 
principle as half the salaries of medical 
officers is refunded. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not yet ina 
position to recommend an allocation of 


the unexpended balances. The proposal 
in the second part of the Question was 
duly considered when the Local Govern- 
ment (Ireland) Act of last session was 
being drafted, but the Government felt 
unable to make any concession in the 
direction suggested. 


Afforestry in Ireland. 

Mr. MACVEAGH : I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
whether it is intended to give effect to 
the recent recommendation of the Depart- 
mental Committee ‘on British Forestry 
with reference to the acquirement by 
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the State of areas for practical demonstra- 
tion ; and, if so, whether he will consult 
with the President of the Department 
of Agriculture in Ireland as to the ad- 
visability of securing in Ireland a similar 
area. 


Mr. HANBURY: The evidence taken 
by the Forestry Committee has not yet 
been published, and I am therefore not 
at present in a position to come to any 
decision with regard to the proposed 
provision of demonstration areas. It is 
clear, however, that the recommendations 
of the Committee involve important 
financial considerations, which will require 
careful examination both at the Treasury 
and by the Commissioners of Woods and 
Forests, as well as by myself. We shall 
certainly consult the Irish Department 
of Agriculture on the subject before 
any action is taken. 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether it is the 
intention of the Government to appoint a 
Commission to inquire into the premotion 
and extension of afforestation in Ireland, 
in view of the fact that the Commission 
appointed for a similar object as regards 
England and Wales has recently issued 
its Report. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Some of the 
recommendations in the Report of the 
Committee on British Forestry are 
applicable, in principle, to Ireland. The 
Irish Department is at present conduct- 
ing a special survey of existing wood- 
lands, and lands suitable for forestry 
operations. Such a survey is necessary 
to enable the Department to- consider 
the measures to be adopted to give effect 
to the recommendations of the Report 
in question. 


Captain DONELAN: Is it proposed 
to make any provision for the preserva- 
tion of existing plantations in Ireland? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I can make no 
announcement on the subject. 


The Colonial Secretary. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg , to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury by 
which of the other four principal 
Secretaries of State are the duties 
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appertaining to the jheadship of the 
Colonial Office Department, in the 
absence from the kingdom of the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
discharged ; whether there has been any 
departure from the position whereby in 
the absence of a Secretary of State 
the duties of the Department of State 
allotted to him are discharged by one 
of the other principal Secretaries of 
State ; and if, during the absence of the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, there 
has been any departure from this 
practice, what are the reasons on which 
such departure is based; and what 
precedents, if any, are there for the 
departure from such practice. 


Tae PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 


LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. | 


Ba.rour, Manchester, E.): The hon. 
Member asks this question under the 
impression, apparently, that the Colonial 
Secretary has entirely severed connection 
with the office of which he is the head. 
That is not the case. The absence of the 
Colonial Secretary throws on the Under 
Secretary—a most ¢ompetent person-—a 
great deal of work anda certain amount 
of responsibility which would naturally 
devolve on the Secretary of State ; but, 
of course, the Secretary of State can be 
communicated with by cablegram. As to 
the signing of documents which require 
to be signed by another Secretary of 
State, the ordinary practice is being 
followed. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: They are 
signed by another Secretary of State? 


Mr, A, J, BALFOUR: Yes. 


sReform of Parliamentary Procedure. 

' Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE : I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury if 
he will consider the desirability of ap- 
pointing a Select Committee to consider 
the proposals for the reform of the Pro- 
cedure of this House, which were placed 
on the Paper last session by the Govern- 
ment and by private Members, but were 
left undiscussed for want of time. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Included in 
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the proposals which remain unfinished | 
among the Standing Orders, I hope that | 
there is at least one which is practically | 


Bilis. 680 
uncontroversial dealing with consolida- 
tion. But I will consider whether the 
remaining proposals I made last year 
ought, or ought not, to be sent to a com- 
mittee. I should like, however, some 
time for reflection. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman consider as to 
whether other proposals from unofficial 
Members of the House might not be 
dealt with by the Committee ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think that 
if a committee is appointed it might as 
well be given plenty to do. They might 
have a roving commission over the 
Standing Orders of the House, but I do 
not know that these inquiries come to 
much. I have personally felt that as to 
the Rules dealing with procedure from 
day to day the Leader of the House 
knows as much as any commission or 
committee can teach him. Though there 
may be legitimate differences as to 
whether he is right or wrong, it is not 
on account of the ignorance of any pro- 
posal that the opposition to the Govern- 
ment in such matters arises. Therefore, 
though I have not the same hopes as my 
right hon. friend, I will consider the 


suggestion. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis): Are there not many hon. 
Members who object to the proposal of 
consolidation ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Perhaps I was 
wrong in saying uncontroversial, but I 
have gathered that the great body of 
opinion in the House without restriction 
to Party is in favour of it. 


NEW BILLS. 


INCEST BILL. 


“To provide for the punishment of 
Incest,” presented by Colonel Lockwood ; 
supported by Sir John Kennaway and 
Mr. Henry J. Wilson; to be read a 
second time upon Friday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 51.] 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO 
(WALES) BILL. 


“To enable owners and occupiers in 
Wales and Monmouthshire to have effec- 
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tual control over the Liquor Traffic,”| Samuel Roberts; to be read a second 
resented by Mr. Herbert Roberts ;| time Friday, 22nd May, and to be printed. 
P y Pp 
supported by Sir Alfred Thomas, Mr. | [Bill 57.] 
Lloyd-George, Mr. William Abraham | 
(Rhondda), Mr. Samuel Evans, and Mr. | BANK HOLIDAYS (IRELAND) BILL. 
William Jones; to be read a second) “To make provision for a Bank 
time upon Friday, lst May, and to be Holiday in Ireland on the Seventeenth 
printed. [Bill 52.] . |day of every March,” presented by Mr. 
,O’Mara, Mr. John Redmond, Mr. 
PREVENTION OF POLLUTION OF | William O’Brien, Mr. Dillon, Mr. . 
“To make further and amended provi- | Pi wren ares soneenens ae te 
gions to prevent the Pollution of Rivers phone me ‘Bill 58, ose and to be 
and Streams,” presented by Sir Francis | P ‘ : 
Sharp Powell; supported by Mr. Wilson- | : ; 7 
Todd, Mr. Henry Hobhouse, Sir John | KING'S PRDDEES FOR AN 
Dorington, Dr. Farquharson, Mr Brigg, | ene 
Sir John Brunner, and Sir Walter Foster ; | Army Organisation. : 
to be read a second time upon Tuesday, | Order read, for resuming adjourned 


2 b 
17th March, and to be printed. [Bill 53.) to Main Question (17th * nase “1 md, 


PUBLIC HEALTH BILL. |an humble Address be presentec to His 


“To amend the Law relating to the | Riageaty, 08 SE p= 


qualification and tenure of office of| “ Most Gracious Sovereign, 
Medical Officers of Health and Inspectors, | 
and to make further provisions relating 
to superannuation allowances for such 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful 
and loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 


Officers and Inspectors ; and for other [reland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
purposes,” presented by Sir Francis Jeaye to offer our humble thanks to 
Sharp Powell; supported by Sir Walter) Your Majesty for the Gracious Speech 


Foster, Mr. Talbot, Dr. Farquharson, which Your Majesty has addressed to 

Mr. Henry Hobhouse, Mr. Cripps, Mr. | both Houses of Parliament.” — (Mr. 

Heywood Johnstone, Sir Michael Foster, | Gretton.) 

and Sir John Batty Tuke; to be read a | ; 

second time upon Tuesday, 17th March, | Which Amendment was— 

and to be printed. [Bill 54. ] | ‘* At the end of the Question, to add the 
| the words, ‘but we humbly regret that the 


| organisation of the land forces is unsuited to 
See rae —- | the needs of the Empire, and that no propor- 


| tionate gain in strength and efficiency has 
“To legalise the peaceful conduct of | resulted from the recent increases in military 


Trade disputes, and to alter the Law | ©xpenditure.’”—(Mr Beckett.) 

affecting the liability of trade union | Question again proposed, “That those 

funds,” presented by Sir Charles Dilke > | words be there added.” 

supported by Mr. Bell and Mr. M‘Kenna; | 

to be read a second time upon Friday, (2.40.) Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL 

next, and to be printed. [Bill 55.] | (Oldham) said that two years since, upon 

| an unlucky Friday, the right hon. Gentle 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) BILL. | man the Secretary for War came down tc 

“To amend the Local Government | the House of Commons to move his now 


” ,., famous Army Scheme in what was, by 
— oy ong Fae by os a | general consent, thought to bea very admir- 
O'Rall Bs | Mr. Roche y a be read a_| able speech. The right hon. Gentleman, 
anaal sis upon Friday, 20th March, | # he might say 20 without presumption, 


‘ , ’ | always made a very good speech, and their 

and to be printed. (Bill 58.] | ex te the mind. Tight in no way 
q | fell short of what they were led to believe 

AGED PENSIONERS (No. 2) BILL. was his accustomed Parliamentary skill 
“To provide Pensions for the aged | But he had ever noticed that the righ 
deserving poor,” presented by Mr. hon. Gentleman always made a very gooc 
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speech when he was in a very difficult 
position: the more there was to be said 
against the cause he was defending the 
better the speech he made. It would be 
admitted by all sections of the House 
that the speech he delivered on the 
revious day was one of the best he 
ad ever delivered in the whole of his 
Parliamentary career. But there was 
one thing about the speech which was 
a fault—the right hon. Gentleman proved 
too much. After all, they who had 
friends in the Army heard what the 
soldiers said about the Army Corps 
Scheme ; and they heard, too, what the 
officers said about the length of their 
commands. Was all that a mere de- 
lusion? Were all the statements in the 
newspapers, written with some responsi- 
bility—were the statements made by 
“‘uninstructed” persons in the country- 
mere delusions? Had they at that 
moment got what the right hon. Gentle- 
man seeémed to prove on the previous 
day—three real live efficient Army Corps, 
and were they to have in another six 
weeks time three more ? 


Theright hon. Gentlemanestablished his 
case in the face of much incredulity the 
preceding day by means of two statements 
which were variously put before the House. 
The first was the White Paper about 
Army Corps, which was issued in the 
morning, and the second was the state- 
ment in the debate about recruiting and 
about the general strength of the 
Army. He wanted to know what 
was the relation between the two state- 
ments. What relationship was there 
between the immense number of men 
the right hon. Gentleman said he had 
got and the skeletons which were pro- 
duced on the White Paper? That he 
believed to be a valuable and useful line 
of inquiry. The White Paper gave a 
very rosy and glowing account of the 
Army Corps system. To judge by it 
one would think that the whole work 
had already been achieved, and that there 
was nothing more to do. But, un- 
fortunately, not ten days before the 
White Paper was distributed another 


might observe that it was not produced | 
with reference to any particular debate in | 
the House of Commons. He alluded to | 
the Army List, which hon. Gentlemen | 
were, no doubt, aware contained the. 


Mr. Winston Churchill. 
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names and disposition of every battalion 
and every battery in the British Army. 
[t was most carefully compiled and was 
kept up-to-date. He observed a very 
| great discrepancy between the White 
aper and the Army List. The latter 
bore the date 9th February ; the former 
was issued on 22nd February. Accord- 
ing to the White Paper out of twenty- 
five battalions the First Army Corps 
ought to have already possessed twenty- 
four, but when they looked in the Army 
_ List they found that it actually had only 
twelve battalions in the Aldershot com- 
mand. Admitted that four more were 
out of the command there still remained 
a discrepancy of eight battalions. Had 
these arrived at Aldershot between the 
_ dates of the publication of the Army List 
and the issue of the White Paper? Really 
the Army List was very instructive, for 
he found further that although the First 
Army Corps had twenty-four battalions, 
the 1st Division had only one brigade, 
and the 3rd Division, which should have 
two brigades, had none at all. General 
Bruce Hamilton was still on leave, as he 
had been for more than four months, the 
time which had elapsed since he was. 
appointed to the command of the 3rd 
Division of the First Army Corps. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guilford): 
He has not taken up his command ; he 
is still on half pay, and he will not take 
up the command until the troops are 

| there. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL said 
the right hon. Gentleman’s interruption 
proved his point. He was perfectly 
well aware that General Bruce Hamilton 
had been appointed, but not gazetted. 
He was appointed and his name appeared! 
in the Army List; but why had he 
not been gazetted? Because we had 
an institution in this country, which 
many people thought ought to be 
_done away with—the Treasury, which in 
its nasty crabbed Treasury way would 
‘not pay for an officer unless it could be 


_ shown that he was in real military employ- 
publication from the War Office came, ment. 


out by authority, and in regard to it he | into the Army List. 


But to continue his investigation 
The 4th Division. 
of the Second Army Corps—on Salisbury 
Plain—was commanded by Sir Charles: 
Knox, who had a complete staff. He 
ought to have also two brigades of 
infantry. But he had no infantry at all. 
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According to the Army List and the| No one doubted, as far as he knew,,. 
White Paper, in the Second Army Corps | that the British Army still existed ; no. 
there were nineteen out of the twenty-| one doubted that there were a consider- 
four battalions which were needed, so able number of persons who were on its 
that it seemed rather unfortunate that | muster rolls, as well as upon its pay lists, 
Sir Charles should not have one out | and no one doubted that, with unlimited 
of the eight which he required. In| time and money, it was possible to produce 
drawing the attention of the House of | most things in England—even the six 
Commons to these very curious and | Army Corps of the right hon. Gentleman. 
remarkable discrepancies he did not want But he had always felt that the attempt 
to prove too much. He did not suggest | to impose on the Army that great organisa- 
for a moment that the right hon. Gentle- | ation at a time when it was very much 
man had been disingenuous in his exhausted by the strain and drain of the 
conduct towards the House, but he did South African War, and at a time when the 
think he had gone up to the limit War Office was very much over-pressed 
of Parliamentary tactics in present-| by carrying on the war, would result in 
ing his case. He did not suggest for a | wide-spread disorganisation. It might 
moment that the right hon. Gentleman | very often happen that stragglers, spread 
had not got the men which he said he far and wide over a country as fugitives 
had, but what he did suggest was that on the line of the retreat, made in their 
when they compared the two statements— aggregate very nearly as great an array 
and perhaps the Press, who were watching as that which marched out in the morning, 
this matter, would find it interesting to but their fighting power wasvery different. 
publish them side by side—they would | How could the disorganisation produced 
see that it was as easy as possible for the | in the Army by the unwise policy of the 
War Office, with its great power of last two years be better illustrated than 
manipulating the very complicated figures, | by the fact that, though recruiting had 
to present a very different complexion | never been so good, though the barracks 
on almost exactly the same set of facts.| were full, though the Army was 
That was all he wanted to establish. / 12,000 above strength, though the 
He must give one more instance of that | cavalry were considerably above their 
power of manipulation—that power of strength, though, in fact, the right 
aga. a case. The facts, as they hon. Gentleman had everything he had 

ew, were most complicated ; an enor-| asked for and wished for, yet he had 


mous number of factors had to be taken | not yet produced one single field Divi- 
into consideration, and at every stage of gion? At that moment he could not 
the calculation the balance of advantage eount on more than nine brigades 
perth eg to a on which it was | properly formed out of twenty-three 

ed to establish a principle, so that at promised. Bearingin mind the extreme 


the end of the calculation they had a “bili 

satis: Ue . - flexibility of the figures when once the 

ne Gentlenn ene Bk cm Pe a | got ae. the hens of the War Office, 

lin teem iin “a ved an andthe most ingenuous methods of the 

sis tale the rge addon & PeDarement he was bound fo my tha 

made to the Regular Army. He said _. wes 

that for an intancaealiler small sum | re of the recruiting for the a es 

they were adding no fewer than 11,500 | °™2¥® by the right hon. Gentleman. 

men to the Regular forces. Yesterday | Yesterday morning he received a letter 
+ from an officer commanding one of the 


however, he asked : “ Why complain of | i 

the Army Scheme as ey of pend largest depots in the country, who had 
ture: it only adds 5,000 men to the had ample opportunity of seeing the 
Regular Army.” He could quite believe | class of recruits we were getting. [Cries 
both statements were perfectly accurate of “‘ N ame.”] No, he would not disclose 
and true; he was only endeavouring to | a — ——— bs a that 
; efforts had been made to bring home to 
establish that although the comedy was | people the fact that statements tlmt 


always the same it made a great deal | | . “i gre 

: | leaked out were likely to lead to inquiries, 
of difference whether they looked at it | and so forth. But his friend pane that. 
through the right or wrong end of the | the greatest number of the men enlisting 


opera glass. | were unskilled workmen, and that their 
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main reasons for joining the Army were 
hunger, short time employment, and 
poor wages; he added that he never 
ame across a case in which a recruit 
had any idea how much pay he would 
receive, they would generally say they 
had been earning from 20s. to 30s. a 
week, and they seemed to think that he 
would regulate the amount they were to 
receive. His hon. friend the Member 
for Plymouth on the preceding night 
made a very clear and exhaustive ex- 
amination of the last Report of the 
Inspector General of Recruiting. Why 
had they not that Report for this year 


before them? He hoped they would see | 


it before they had another discussion, 
for then the House could see whether 
the evil features of the previous Report 


had disappeared. The right hon. Gentle- | 


man had been rather severe on “the 
uninstructed persons” who during the 
recess were liable to make statements 


which perhaps were not precisely accur- | 


ate Among those “uninstructed 
persons” the right hon. Gentleman no 
doubt included Lord Hardwicke, the 


Under Secretary for War, who on) 
Friday saidthe Army Corps were largely 
upon paper. 


well in politics, but when they got to 
the War Office they were apt, at the 
beginning of their official careers at any 
rate, to let the cat out of the bag. Six 
weeks ago one ‘‘uninstructed person ” 
said that Lord Grenfell would have no 
Army Corps to command; that there 
was only himself, although perhaps he 
was a host in himself, or something of 
that sort. That statement was perfectly 


{COMMONS} 


Business men were all very | 


effect. He would point out to the right 
hon. Gentleman, who perhaps had not 
given them the consideration they 
deserved, that it was on the Volunteers 
he would have to rely to form part of 
his Army Corps. Every Volunteer 
would on that occasion be following his 
ordinary avocation in the usual manner. 
The Militia would be called out for train- 
ing at the ordinary time, and the House- 
hold Cavalry Brigades and the Guards 
Brigades would remain to brighten and 
adorn the streets of London. What 
would happen would be this. The right 
hon. Gentleman would wake up in the 
morning, and lo! there would be only 
three Army Corps, but when he came 
home in the evening he would have 
established the fourth Army Corps by a 
mental process and a scratch of the pen. 
The scattered battalions, which might be 
called anything else as well as an Army 
| Corps, would become the Fourth Army 
Corps, and General Grenfell with his 
| staff, costing £10,000 a year, would be 
'there to command them. It was very 
‘easy to make Army Corps like that. 
Indeed he was astonished at the modera- 
tion of the right hon. Gentleman. A 
hundred battalions were the infantry 
/not of one Army Corps, but of four. 
| Why should he stop at one when he 
could just as easily make four, and they 
would be equally effective. If the Army 
Corps Scheme had been introduced to 
the House frankly as a convenient and 
innocent measure of decentralisation it 
might not have been attacked, but 
/everyone knew that it was not intro- 
duced as that, or anything like it. It 





true today, and it would remain true,| was introduced with a flourish of 


according to the right hon. Gentleman’s | trumpets. 


own statement, until midnight on 
31st March. He should look forward 
with interest to that date, because 
it would witness a most interesting 
event—the birth of an Army Corps. 
Some people thought that when General 
Grenfell arrived at Colchester at the 
head of a large staff he would be 
welcomed by the Mayor and Corporation, 
and that on every road. converging on 
the town long lines of horsemen and 
artillery would be marching. There 
were different ideas as to what would 
happen ; but what really would happen 
would be a little disappointing to those 
who would be looking for spectacular 


Mr. Winston Churchill. 


It was introduced as the 
means by which England was to become 
a great military nation, and as the 
means by which the taxpayer should be 
cajoled into paying in time of peace all 
the sums of money drawn from him to 
keep up the Army during a period of 
war. Hon. Members knew it for them- 
selves; but he ventured to think there 
was hardly a man in the country who 
took the slightest interest in public 
affairs who did not believe that for an 
increased expenditure, which the right 





hon. Gentleman thoroughly explained, 
the country was actually going to have 
a great, brand new, powerful, and effective 
_weapon, far more powerful than had 
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ever been heard of or seen before. When | he noticed in the White Paper which had 
he saw operations of that kind which been issued that the last of the six Army 
were to be achieved in a few weeks he Corps, instead of having a Regular division 
felt he was perfectly justified in taking dwindled down to two battalions. In- 
every opportunity of describing such a| stead of twenty-three brigades they 
proceeding as a humbug and a sham; had, according to the Army List, 
and, with all respect to the right hon. only nine. The right hon. Gentleman 
Gentleman, against whom he had not promised 90,000 Reserve, and by an 


the slightest personal feeling, and to the 
Government, he would certainly take 
the opportunity of repeating those state- 
ments on every convenient occasion that 
might arise. He would ask hon. 
Members to cast their minds back to a 
period of two years ago when the right. 
hon. Gentleman made his speech intro- 
ducing his scheme. The right hon. 
Gentleman made some fine promises in 
that speech, by which he thought every- 
one who heard them was carried away. 
He said he would keep a Regular Army 
at home of 150,000 men, a Reserve 
of 90,000, a Militia of 150,000, a Militia 
Reserve of 50,000, Yeomanry 35,000 
strong, and 250,000 Volunteers, allowing 
for some reduction under the more 
stringent conditions of service. The net 
addition, said the right hon. Gentleman in 
conclusion, under this scheme would 
therefore be 126,500 men. That was 
the right end of the opera glass, but last 
night that addition became a matter of 
5,000 men. 


Mr BRODRICK: Regulars ? 


Mr WINSTON CHURCHILL said that 
whether Regulars were included in the 
scheme or not made a very great difference 
in the presentation of the figures. It was 
possible to show all those figures of the 
War Office and produce a different effect 
according to the desired intention. The 
net addition was to be 126,500 men and 
even allowing £50000 a year for the 
staffs of the new Army Corps it was tobe 
achieved by an expenditure of a little 
under £2,000,000 a year. He would 
ask the House to let him ex- 
amine that statement of the right 
hon. Gentleman's seriatim, in order to see 
how far they had progressed. The right 
hon. Gentleman promised 11,500 Regulars. 
He now said that they had 5,000. He 
promised an organisation which would 
give twenty-three brigades of Regular 
infantry, and to each of the last three 
Army Corps one Regular Division. Now 


arrangement last year that was to be in- 
creased to 150,000 in the near future. 
| Yesterday the right hon. Gentleman said 
the number was 60,000, but during the 
recess, in reply to his hon. friend, he 
| estimated the number at 51,000. He did 
|not blame the right hon. Gentleman 
| because his Reserve was depleted after a 
great war, but the depletion of the 
| Reserve was a fact they had got to reckon 
| with, for until the Reserve was filled up 
he did not see how they would mobilise 
|the Army for war. The right hon. 
Gentleman promised 150,000 Militia—he 
was speaking in round figures—and in 
order to obtain them he offered an extra 
bounty of £3 a year. Like most induce- 
ments which were conceived in a hurry, 
that inducement appeared to have been 
ill-considered, for the actual strength of 
the Militia had not appreciably increased. 
It had not increased by more than 1,000 
or 2,000 since the bounty was given. 
But in the meantime there was a per- 
manent charge of £300,000 a year. 
When they spoke in the Amendment of no 
proportionate gain as compared with the 
cost, he thought hon. Members who were 
associated with it, had a right to point to 
that one figure as alone proving emphati- 
cally all they asserted. The right hon. 
Gentleman promised a Militia Reserve of 
50,000. There was a Militia Reserve of 
30,000; he was glad it had been done 
away with, and that only 10,000 of that 
Iteserve now remained. For the new 
Reserve an appropriation had been taken 
in the Votes for the year, for, he thought, 
£150,000, but, so far as he understood, 
there was not a man on that Reserve at 
all. He was comparing the inducements 
set before the House te the right hon. 
Gentleman with what they had actually 
got. The right hon. Gentleman promised 
35,000 Yeomanry, who were to be part of 
the 126,500 men he would provide for 
the Army. He welcomed what the right 
hon. Gentleman had done for the Yeo- 
manry. He thought it was the best part 
of his scheme, but out of 35,000 men— 
| the right hon. Gentleman would correct 
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him if he were wrong—he understood | did about Army administration and the 
that there were only 17,000. | War Office would sympathise with the 
extreme difficulties with which the 
Mr. BRODRICK: We expect 29,000. | right hon. Gentleman was confronted. 
een, he to some extent sympathised 
Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL said he | with the defence of the right hon. Gentle- 
agreed. He did not expect the whole of | manyesterday. What was that defence t 
the scheme to be carried out in a day. | It amounted to this: “ It is not my fault ; 
That would be absurd to expect. There | all this expenditure is not due to my 
were two items in the right hon. Gentle-| Army Scheme at all, but to that wicked 
man’s proposals in which he had succeeded | Lord Lansdowne and to the smooth, 
thoroughly and absolutely, and in which | persuasive manner of the present Chief 
the expectations the right hon. Gentle- Secretary.” All the right hon. Gentle- 
man himself entertained were surpassed. | man did was to transform their handiwork 
When the right hon. Gentleman promised into something more closely resembling 
250,000 Volunteers there were 288,000 | his conception of what an Army ought to 
in existence, and according to the in-| be. He had superadded to it in addition 
formation he gave last night he bad not and gloried in the result. The right 
yet quite achieved the figure which he! hon. Gentleman had boasted in the 
had hoped for, but he himself had every House of what he had done for the 
reason to believe that in the very near | Army; he had boasted at the Colonial 
future the right hon. Gentleman would | Conference that the expenditure on the 
have realised all that he expected in| Army had been raised by £9,000,000 a 
regard to the Volunteers. The other | year, and that being so, he (Mr. 
matter in which he had realised his ex- | Churchill) felt that it was the right hon. 
pectations was in regard to expenditure. | Gentleman who must stand up against 
All he had described was to be produced the growing storm of criticism which 
for a little under £2,000,000 a year over was surely coming, and which would rage 
and above what was before asked for. | until this aggravated system of Arm 
Then next year the right hon. Gentleman reform had been for ever cast aside. It 
asked for an increase of pay which meant | had been said that the House of Commons 
another £2,000,000 a year—a permanent | had assented to this scheme, but he did 
continuous charge. He would not say not think the House of Commons ought 
anything about what that increase of pay to be made the scapegoat in this matter. 
meant to India; but he wondered hon. After all, they were not very well quali- 
Members interested in India did not say fied to judge of this scheme, coming as it 
something about it. This year he appre- did froma responsible Minister. He did 
hended—indeed the White Paper, which not see why the House of Commons 
told them little else that was worth | should have been blamed for accepting 
knowing, indicated it as distinctly pro- | the scheme two years ago, when the war 
bable— that there would be another | was still going on, and when the thing of 
barracks loan to house the troops, al- paramount importance was that the 
though he understood that they had Government should be supported. He 
houses in other parts of the country in did not then rejoice at the scheme. He 
which they now resided. Of course, if | was glad to say he was the only Con- 
the right hon. Gentleman got his troops servative Member who had the great 
he had a right to ask Parliament for the and lasting honour to vote against it. 
barracks to house them, but he could not Two years had now gone by, and he 
subtract the cost of the barracks from the | invited any hon. Gentleman, apart from 
total cost of the scheme ; and if the right | partisanship, to put the question to him- 
hon. Gentleman estimated the cost of his | self: Could any onc deny that it would 
scheme without including the barracks have been much better for the Army, the 
necessary, he was not quite sure that country, and the right hon. Gentleman, 
the right hon. Gentleman gave to the \if be had only consented to wait until 
House the impression he no doubt wished | calmer times, when with more delibera- 
to convey. Let the House judge the | tion he could have introduced a scheme 
scheme by its results. 'and applied the lessons actually taught 
No doubt the right hon. Gentleman in the war. It was the contention of 
had tremendous difficulties. Every one | every hon. Gentleman who agreed with 
who knew even as little as he himself the Amendment yesterday that this 


Mr. Winston Churchill. 
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practice ; that it was not in fact carried 
out. He held to that still. 


were not such as could be substantiated. 


But whether the scheme had failed in 
practice or not it was an entirely wrong 
It had caused much disturbance, 


one. 

very little reform, and a very large out- 

lay which had not given any appreciable 

gain in safety. hile millions were 
ing 


make believe this scheme was being 
carried out, or in order that it might be 


earried out, a very few thousands were | 
grudged for another very necessary and | 


urgent Army object. 

One of the most remarkable features of 
the British Army for a great number of 
years had been its number of generals. 
The right hon. Member for the Forest of 
Dean, whose knowledge of the Army was 
encyclopedic would correct him if he 
were wrong, but he was told that in the 
British Army there were fewer bayunets 
and fewer sabres and more generals than 
in any army in the world except that of 
Venezuela. The scheme of the right 
hon. Gentleman had tended to make that 
disproportion more apparent, because if 
the scheme were carried out there would 
have to be six Army Corps commanders 
with complete staffs, eighteen infantry 
generals with complete 
Prigadier generals with complete staffs, 
but there would not be in return the 
great safeguard that the men would be 
trained in times of peace by the men who 
would command them in time of war. 
’ The right hon. Gentleman had partly 
carried that out. He had set up a large 
mumber of staffs. He had set up more 
staffs than tactical units, and we were 

ying for more staffs than tactical units. 
We were paying generals of Divisions for 


commanding brigades, and generals of | 


Army Corps for commanding what, 
under the old system, were only districts, 
and we were paying staffs of Army Corps 


for commanding what hardly amounted | 


to more than a mixed Division. While 


all this was going on, the Intelligence | 


branch put in a request for a small in- 
creased grant, amounting to something 
like £3,000 a year—they wanted rather 
less than four officers to look after Asia 
and little things like that—and, so far as 
he was advised at present, they had not 
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scheme had not yet been achieved in| 


He was 
convinced by the statement made by 
the right hon. Gentleman yesterday that 
he was not to blame because the facts 
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yet obtained that grant, although the 
new Army Corps were to cost £60,000, 
although there were more officers than 
were necessary to command the same 
number of troops—whose salaries came 
to far more than the £3,000 they asked 
for—yet, nevertheless, this £3,000 had 
not been granted. 

Rather more than three years previ- 
ously he was present at the battle 
of Spion Kop, and the fact that had 
struck him was on what tiny trifles the 


fortune of battles depended. Had there 
spent ungrudgingly in order to) 


been, on the morning of the battle of 
Spion Kop, a few good maps of the 
country with the troops, they could have 
taken up a position on Spion Kop as 
nearly impregnable as the one they did 
take up was untenable. The hill was 
held all day at a great sacrifice of life, 
and had there been a little oil to work 
the signalling lamp at night, so that 
communication might be kept up between 
Sir Charles Warren’s headquarters and 
Colonel Thorneycroft on the hill, that 
sacrifice might have been taken advan- 
tage of and reinforcements sent up. He 
was very much impressed by that. 
When one heard the right hon. Member 
for the Forest of Dean say, as they had 
heard yesterday, that although we were 
allied with Japan, and ran considerable 
risks through our alliance with Japan, 
and that the only gain to us might be 


| the assistance of her army, yet, never- 
staffs, thirty | 


theless, hardly an officer in the British 
Army could speak Japanese, and none 
were being sent to learn it or to be about 
with the Japanese army and learn the 
conditions of that army. It was excusable 
to feel some indignation when one con- 
templated an Administration spending 
millions on their fads and fancies at 
home, and grudging a little to save 
disasters such as those from which the 
country had suffered in recent times. 

In order to carry out this scheme 
every Regular soldier, every single shilling 
that could be got from Parliament for 
making soldiers, every battalion, however 
thin it might be, was necessary. There was 
no margin of funds for other things of the 
most necessary kind. Although the price 
of two battalions would make our Army 
as good as any army in the world, and 


| the price o& one battalion would give the 
men free tickets to the rifle ranges and 
find them in ammunition, although it 
' would brush away all the troubles with 
| which Volunteer colonels had been so 
| 
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manfully contending, although the cost 
of the infantry which had been added in| 
the last few years, 30,000 men, would | 

y for a brand-new fleet in the North 
on not a single penny could be spent. | 
When he saw how much .the reputation | 
of his right hon. friend was involved in 
this Army Scheme, and saw on the other | 
side these urgent and vital facts, he | 
could not but think, in spite of his great | 
talents in debate, nevertheless, his useful- | 
ness in the position he held must be | 
thought to be considerably circumscribed. | 


The right hon. Gentleman had com- 
plained on the previous day of the fact | 
that the critics of his policy had favoured | 
him with most inconsistent advice, and | 
he had said that although the people 
who attacked the War Office were agreed | 
that whatever the War Office did it was | 
extremely foolish, they were agreed in | 
nothing else. That was not his view. | 
It had, he thought, been the general con- | 
sensus of opinion—he would not go so | 
far as to say that all who spoke on the 
Amendment were agreed upon it, but 
he thought their views converged and 
combined to enforce the same great 
principle—and if this view were con- | 
firmed in the Division the scheme of | 
the right hon. Gentleman would have 
to go, and some other scheme would 
have to be put in its place. They were 
agreed that of the fund for Imperial | 
defence the Navy must have the largest 
share, and that if the Navy wanted 
more the Army must do with less. They | 
did not want a large Regular Army for 
home defence. They were agreed that 
they ought to place, for home defence, 
greater reliance on the Volunteers, | 
Yeomanry and Militia forces, or forces 
organised therefrom. There was a con- 
sensus of opinion on the complacency 
with which the dwindling of the Volun- 
teers was being watched by the War 
Office, without any effort being made 
to retain the men, or any inducement | 
being held out to them to stay on, and | 
there was a general consensus of opinion 
that the scheme of the War Office had 
not been conceived in the public interests. 
No one was under any obligation to 
provide an alternative scheme of his own. 
They contended that if they @stablished 
their principles the military authorities 
would be able to form a scheme in ac- 
cordance with them. It was the duty 


Mr, Winston Churchill, 
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of the House to establish a principle, 
the duty of the Cabinet to propound a 
scheme, and the duty of the military 
authorities to administer it. The Army 
in this country, up to 1897; was not a 
bad Army, nor was the system a bad 
system. He did not agree with those 
who suggested that it was altogether 
rotten and absurd. It was one which 
stood a good deal of knocking about in 
theory, and in practice produced the 
Army of which they had heard in 
South Africa. Moreover, it cost only 
£18,000,000 a year. Since then, Army 
expenditure had been increased by 
nearly £12,000,000, and he put it to the 
Prime Minister—he did not ask him to 
reply, because the answer would probably 
not be what he wished to receive, but 
he asked the right hon. Gentleman to 
answer in his own mind, a tribunal for 
which he entertained the most sincere 
respect—did he really contend that they 
had now an Army as much stronger 


'than the Army of 1897 as £30,000,000 


was larger than £18,000,000%? The 
linked battalion system had broken 
down. On a small scale he _ be- 


lieved it to be the best of all systems, 
but since the foreign garrisons were so 
much increased the balance between 
battalions could not be maintained 
except at ruinous and eatravagant cost. 
This system would have to be modified 


| by force majeure, and in view of the 


actual facts. South Africa, the grave of 
many reputations, was also the grave 


of the linked battalion system. 


The right hon. Gentleman had taken 


as the basis of his scheme a garrison of 


twelve battalions in South Africa. A 
trustful and confiding disposition, how- 
ever amiable, did not always lead to the 
most successful results in the conduct of 
the affairs of State. Did anyone believe 
that in the next three or four years 
our garrison in South Africa would 
measured by twelve battalions ! 
He did not know what reason would be 
given—perhaps it would be that of local 
security, or that Africa was a good 
strategic position from which to bring 
forces to India, or that it was a fine place 
in which to train soldiers, or that a 
large army in Africa might be made a 
reat colonising instrument, or that the 
Colonial Secretary had expressed an 


~£ 


opinion in favovr sf a large army in 
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Africa, or some equally good reason—but | account, because it was hoped that South 
the House might be perfectly sure that the | Africa was now permanently outside the 
rrison there would largely exceed the region of physical force. As to Canada, 
imensions anticipated by the right hon. | no one would contemplate the idea of 
Gentleman. That being so, the linked | three Army Corps operating in Canada ; 
battalion system would have to go. the United States were no more prepared 
Whether the necessary modification would immediately to invade Canada than we 
be obtained by a partial application of the | were prepared immediately to defend her. 
system, or by calling Africa a ‘home | Was it in regard to India that this in- 
station,” or by some system of having | crease was demanded? The House were 
two Armies, a one-year Army with a/| incompetent to deal with questions of 
large Reserve for home defence, and a strategy ; there was no use in their talk- 
longer service Army for abroad, was a | ing about what could or could not be 
matter of detail with which the House | done on the Indian frontier, but they 
could not properly or adequately deal, could contrast the views of experts on the 
but one with which the military staff | subject. Before the South African War, 
would not have the slightest difficulty in| there was a provision of reinforcements 
dealirig once they knew exactly the for India; he had always understood that, 
requirements they had to meet. The in the first instance, it was about an 
linked battalion system was going; he| Army Corps. That provision was 
could not say he regretted the fact, as it | established on the opinion and reputation 
had too often been made a lever to ex- of many distinguished soldiers such as 
tract from the House of Commons supplies Lord Roberts and Sir Donald Stewart, 
of men which otherwise would never have | whose names the Government would not 
been voted, and to justify a great many | have hesitated to invoke on other occa- 
of the increases which had been made | sions. What had occurred to make a 
under the regimé of the right hon. Gentle- | larger provision necessary now? It was 
man. | said to be the lessons of the war. The 
But the Secretary of State claimed for | contrary was the case. South Africa had 
his scheme two advantages quite apart taught us two things which made our 
from the linked battalion system, viz., | position in regard to India much better 
that it would produce a larger expedi- | than it ever was before ; the first was the 
tionary force for foreign service and a increase in the defensive powers of modern 
much stronger Regular Army for home weapons, and the other was the fact, 
defence. If the scheme were carried out | hitherto undemonstrated, that we could 
that would undoubtedly be true. But | count on many more men to go abroad to 
both those provisions were unnec ssary. | serve the country in time of emergency 
For foreign expeditions one Army Corps | than had ever been supposed. Before the 
was quite enough to fight against savages, South African War, it was not known that 
but three Army Corps were not enough | the Militia would volunteer practically en 
to fight against Europeans. As to a masse, although under no statutory obliga- 
stronger Regular Army, either we had the | tion, or that the Volunteers would pro- 
command of the sea or we had not. If{duce a large number of men capable of 
we had it we required fewer soldiers ; if serving side by side with the finest troops 
we had it not-we wanted more ships. | in the Regular Army. 
These remarks were doubtless what the | . : ‘ ; 
right hon. Gentleman would call unim- | bers ber: Spey eee iv idea against 
peachable platitudes, an expression which | Which he ale : of be tah y Aes the 
in polities usually meant precepts to be | House, viz., that u by taking thought we 
noted and then set aside. Various reasons | #dded a cubit to our military stature, we 
had been given to justify the request | Should be able to make war against a 
of the Government for an increase of the | great Power easily , cheaply, smoothly, con- 
expeditionary force. It had been said | veniently, without trouble or worry, 
the increase was necessary because of the | that the battle would be won without 
recent South African experience. Was | casualties, and the campaign concluded 
there any truth in that? There might | almost without disaster, and that when 
have been some reason in increasing the | the triumph which would speedily attend 
expeditionary force before the war, but | the operations was won the vanquished 
where was the reason now? There was | would cheer with hardly less enthusiasm 
obviously much less reason on that \than the victors—and Parliament would. 
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adjourn for aGeneral Election. The real | living on an island, and consequently not 
truth was, that a war with a great Power, | having the same dangers as continental 


Organisation. 
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whatever its issue, would end in broken | 
ihearts and straitened purses; hunger 
-would be in our streets, and ruin in our 
market-places; and when all was over, 
our most formidable commercial rivals 
would be found entrenched in all our 
old vantage grounds. England, through 
the character of her people—who did 
not mind fighting, but detested drill— 
necessarily had very largely to depend, 
and her insular position made it possible 
for her so to do, in great crises, on an 
army of emergency. 


There were two kinds of success— | 


initial and ultimate. Both were very 
desirable, and should occupy the atten- 
tion of those who had the care of public 
affairs; but what he would most 
earnestly press on the notice of our 
statesmen was, that they should not risk 
the certainty of ultimate success in order 
to gain triumphs at the beginning. The 
certainty of ultimate success required 
the power of finally mobilising and 
bringing into the field the whole of the 
immense resources of the State. By only 
one agency in the world could that be 
assured. He did not defend unprepared- 


ness, but, with a supreme Navy, unpre- | 


| countries, and therefore having devolved 
upon us a greater responsibility, 4 
higher moralduty, to do something to stop, 
this mad, cut-throat race of armaments, 
Those days were gone, and those argu- 
ments belonged to the past or the future ; 
they were not the arguments upon which 
his hon. friend’s Amendment claimed sup- 
port. They based their case upon material 
| grounds, and upon material grounds 
alone. They asked their case to be judged 
only by the standards of physical force. 
They claimed to have proved that the pre- 
sent employment of public money upon the 
Army was in its character wasteful and 
excessive, and in its results did not 
produce a proportionate return in fight- 
ing power. They held that large re- 
ductions and economy were possible in 
the Army, both in money and in men 
upon the regular establishment. As for 
the men, it seemed to be the opinion of 
the House that quality should be studied 
|rather than quantity, and that what 
| could be saved from the Regular Army 
| could be better devoted to strengthening 
either the Volunteer forces or the Navy. 
This Amendment was intended, by the 
most deliberate means, to bring home and 
force, in the first place, on the attention 














paredness could be redeemed ; without it, of the Prime Minister, a matter of urgent 
all preparation, however careful, pains- | and vital public importance, which, de- 
taking, or ingenious, could not be of| spite what had been said in this debate, 
any avail. The present tremendous | unless it was lifted by his exertions from 
Army expenditure, and the demand for | the condition of confusion, both of thought 
men, and the demand on Parliamentary | and action, in which it now lay, could not 
time and public attention now being | fail seriously to injure the reputation of 
made by the Army, undoubtedly | His Majesty’s Government. 

challenged in a very serious manner 

our naval supremacy. There was a time | Masor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) 





when such an Amendment as that under 
discussion would have been commended 
to the House from considerations of 
correct and thrifty finance, or of inter- 
national goodwill; they might have 


|did not think the 
|done so badly. 


}said that a good deal of water had 
|run under the bridges. during the last 
| eighteen months, during which time he 

War Office had 


He deprecated the 


been told that a reduction of armaments | somewhat flamboyant speeches which had 


left more money to fructify in the pockets 
of the people, or to minister to reforms 
that were urgently needed. A strong 
Volunteer citizen Army, however satisfac- 
tory to defend the soil on which it lived, 
was, after all, a cumbrous weapon with 
which to attack the land of others. But 
a strong British Navy was undoubtedly 
one of the greatest of all ultimate factors 
in maintaining the peace. Something, 
too, might have been said about our 


Mr. Winston Churchill. 





echoed in that House, and which had 
been promulgated in the papers. Those 
speeches had been most brilliant, and he 
wished that he could have made such 
speeches himself in reference to swine 
fever. He did not, however, think that 
those speeches would do much good in 
the direction of reforming the War Office. 
Perhaps the House would pardon him 
if he gave one or two arguments showing 
why he thought this Amendment was 
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inopportune and not required at the| although he said that under certain 

sent moment. He wished to call at- | circumstances he would reveal it to the 
tention to the Militia force, for which | Secretary of State for War. He did not 
nobody used to care a brass sume 2 'see how anyone could get together six 
and which was now a sort of Cinderella | Army Corps in eighteen months. How 
to the Army. Hon. Members had called | could they get them with 40,000 of the 
upon the War Office to abolish the | troopsin South Africa, and the rest of 
Militia Reserve, and the War Office had | the Army disorganised and all to pieces, 
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not only done this but they were creating | as it was now at home. ‘They would 


a real Reserve of Militia. For that he 
thought the War Office deserved praise. | 
With regard to the treatment of the | 
Royal Garrison regiment, a change in the | 
strategical localisation of the Army had | 
been effected, and they had found a way | 
by which old soldiers might still remain | 
with the Colours. With regard to re- | 
cruiting, this had always been the 
bugbear of every Secretary of State for 
War, but the War Office during the last | 
eighteen months had done a good deal | 
towards solving the question of recruit- 
ing. Barracks in a good sanitary con- 
dition had been built all over the country, | 
the pay of the soldiers had been raised 
and the terms of enlistment reduced, and | 
that was the only way to get recruits. 
A great deal had been done for the 
private soldier, who had been better 
clothed, and fed, and allowed to go out 
in plain clothes; in fact, he had been 
treated more like a man than he had ever 
been before. In this respect he wished 
to produce the testimony of another 
authority besides the Secretary of State 
for War, namely, that of a distinguished 
soldier, General Sir William Gatacre, 
who said that in his district they 
were getting so many Army recruits | 
that he did not know what to do with 
them. If the Secretary of State for 
War had done anything to solve the 
tremendous question of recruiting, then 
at least he deserved the thanks, and not 
the censure, of the House. 


The term “ Army Corps” did not smell 
very sweet after Mr. Gathorne Hardy’s | 
experiment years ago. He goteight Army | 


Corps together on paper, and they were | 
afterwards laughed out of existence. He | 
could not say whether Army Corps, 
were suited for this country or not, he | 
was an agnostic on that question. All | 
he had to say was that the right hon. | 
Gentleman’s scheme held the field and 
nothing else had been suggested. The 
hon. ake for Whitby said he did | 
know of a scheme, but nothing would | 


induce him to divulge it to the House, 
VOL. CXVIII. [FourtH Series. | 





_ general staff at all. 


have to wait till these Army Corps were 
matured, and, in his opinion, he did not 
think they would have to wait very 
long. The question of the general staff 
had been alluded to in connection with 
the National Committee of Defence. He 
had been told that there was a Service 
Members Committee, and they for- 
mulated a resolution last session which 
they intended to press as an Amend- 
ment to the Address calling upon the 


Government to take steps to see if this 
| Committee was to be a sort of nucleus to 


the general staff. The Prime Minister, 
however, at Liverpool, spiked their guns 
and practically moved their Amendment 


himself, and now he understood they 


were to have something of this kind 
which would be made a nucleus of the 
grand general staff. The want of such 
a staff accounted for all their faults in 
the Crimean War and during the South 
African campaign, and he now under- 
stood that the War Office had accepted 
the proposal of the First Lord of the 


Treasury to form such a general staff. 


It was suggested by Lord Harting- 
ton’s Committee of 1888 that some 
such general staff should be formed. 


_ It was not supported on the ground that a 


general in the field of action would be 
able to know what to do without any 
Shortly after that 
Lord Rosebery was Prime Minister of 


this country. Lord Rosebery, the apostle 
of efficiency, tried to run the British 


Army on the cheap by allowing it to 
get short of powder. He would, with 
the greatest pleasure and alacrity, vote 
against the Amendment. He congratu- 
lated the Secretary of State for War on 
sticking to his guns. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) : Two years ago, when 
the right hon. Gentleman introduced the 
scheme of so-called Army Reform of which 
we have heard so much today, I felt it 
my duty to move an Amendment in 
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ready to forget or to leave behind them 
their fixed opinions, if these opinions are 
based on wide views and a full know- 
ledge of the facts; and also I would 
admit that with those fixed opinions we 
ought always to keep ourselves in active 
consciousness of the fact that as time 
goes on the circumstances upon which 
those opinions were formed may materi- 
ally change. But, as I think all of us 
must know from our own experience, 
there are many men; military and 
civilian alike, who are swayed in these 
matters by prejudices and by partial 
knowledge. You may have a most 
distinguished officer who has served 
through a long career with the greatest 
credit, and who has had every opportunity 
of informing himself of military facts, and 
yet who has served during the whole of 
that time in such circumstances that he 
has not been induced to take a broad 
view of questions—such a question for 
I take, 





condemnation of it, in almost the same 
therefore, there can be no doubt as to 
to say then is anticipation, what has now 
Members who, on that occasion, voted | 
Now, Sir, neither then nor | 
me in the same Lobby, any Party taint | 
in which I have been more or less con- 
service generally, out of the arena of | 
occasion. It is greatly to be regretted 
it to a certain extent. It is, of course, as | served a long life as a regimental officer. 
resisted by the Government, and that,) been able to look far beyond the 
is regarded as being as fatal to the posi- | never have taken the wide view of the 


terms as the Amendment which has 

the course 1 shall take in cordially sup- 

become apparently the deliberate opinion 

against me. 

whatever in our attitude. I have always 

nected with this Army question, to keep | 

Party politics altogether, and I hope that 

that to-day a technical interpretation of 

we all know, the theory that every| He may have excellently discharged all 
whatever be the circumstances of that | efficiency of his own regiment and the 
tion of the Government as if a vote of general situation which is necessary. 
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now been moved to the Address, and, 

porting that Amendment. I ventured 

of a great number of hon. and gallant 

now have I, and those who voted with | 

endeavoured, through the many years 

the subject of the Army,and of the public | 

that will not be departed from on this 

this Amendment does give that colour to | for instance, the case of an officer who has 
Amendment to the Address must be! his duties, and yet may never have 
Amendment, if it is accepted, that fact | necessities of his own duties, and may 
censure had been passed on them. 


In passing, may I express the hope that 
we may find a way of getting rid of 
this restraint on our debates. Of recent 
years such inroads have been made on 
the opportunities of private Members 
bringing forward subjects of this kind, 
that they are driven ina heap, as it 
were, on to this debate on the Address, 
and, amid all this, we are always told, 
when we complain of not having suf- 
ficient opportunity, that the Address is 
open to us. But it is most desirable, 
surely, to get rid of the incubus 
which vitiates our debates and prevents 
the expression of the real genuine opinion 
of the House. That however, by the 
way. We ought to discard if we can, not 
political bias only, but also those pre- 
judices and prepossessions which I am 
afraid beset these military questions 
almost more than any other. The ques- 
tion is so vital and so important that we 
ought to approach it with an open mind. 
I do not say for a moment, in speakin 
on this subject, that people should be 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 


| Another distinguished officer may have 
| served abroad all his days, and he may 
| remain at the end of his service in a large 
| degree ignorant of those difficulties, those 
|impediments, those delicate influences 
| which have to be taken into account in 
everything which affects the recruiting 
and the administration of the Army. 
Well, I should hope that in this debate at 
all events we shall all of us endeavour, 
whether administrators, creators, or 
critics, to keep an open mind. 

Theright hon. Gentleman took exception 
to something I said the other day 
of his scheme having been a panic 
scheme, and justified his action by 
stating that it was called for by the 
general sentiment of the House and the 
country. I quite agree with him that 
at that time there was a considerable 
military fever and a great deal of alarm 
as to our position. It is a satisfaction 
to me to remember that I raised my 
humble voice in deprecation of any such 
panic. It no doubt existed, and I raised 
my voice against it for two reasons— 
firstly, the action taken in a panic is. 
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seldom soundly considered and _per- 
manently successful action; and in the 
second place, that panic or fever might 
be used in order to guide us, and 
drive the people of this country into 
a conception of this as a military nation 
—as a nation dependent upon military 
power—whereas I hold that we shall go 
very far astray indeed in our policy in 
other matters besides military administra- 
tion if we forget for a moment that this 
Empire is not a military empire, but an 
Empire cemented and maintained by trade 
and commerce, and amity and friendshi 
amongst the different elements whic 
compose it. 

As to this particular proposal, I ven- 
tured to say, as the hon. Gentleman who 
has just spoken has said, that we ought 
to wait. The right hon. Gentleman’s 
hands were then presumably full with the 
war, and he ought to have waited until 
the lessons of the war, of which we have 
heard so much, were more fully mastered 
and seen in their proper perspective, and 
als» until the generals, who were best 
able to give him advice, had returned 
from the scene of action. That was the 
reason why I spoke of the scheme 
having been a panic scheme. There are 
two principal divisions in the subject 
with which we are dealing. First of all, 
we find fault with this Army Corps 
scheme, and, in the second place, we 
wish to direct the attention of the House 
and the country to the larger question 
of military expenditure generally. 

On these two subjects I will venture to 
say a few words. I will take the technical 
matter first. This Army Corps Scheme 
had the effect, to a large extent, of dazzling 
the eyes of the people and of soothing the 
nerves of the country. But the right 
hon. Gentleman himself, in speaking of 
it, now says he was not the inventor of 
it. No, the name was familiar to us. 
In the late seventies the system of the 
grouping in units of Army Corps was 
introduced into the Army, with the 
effect of greatly increasing the bulk of 
the Army List, but with no other effect 
I ever knew. I always regarded with 
suspicion and dislike that new depart- 
ure. The only thing that I could see 
that could be said for it was that which 
the right hon. Gentleman said yester- 
day—that it did furnish a standard up 
to which you might work. But it was 
open to great misconception, and the 
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right hon. Gentleman has set himself to 
make these Army Corps real. If the 
right hon. Gentleman vill allow me to 
say so, he has many good qualities. 
Among others he is not only intensely 
patriotic and intensely laborious, but he 
is also intensely serious, and if I may 
venture to point to what may be con- 
sidered a defect in his character—not in 
his private but his public character—it 
will be rather surprising to him when I 
name it, because we afe all startled when 
we see ourselves in the looking-glass. 
I mean the defect, as it appears to me, 
is that he has not a sufficient sense of 
humour. He takes too serious a view 
of a question. He does not allow for the 
play. of human nature, and having these 
six Army Corps on paper, he immedi- 
ately took them seriously and treated 
them au pied de la lettre. He treated 
them as they were never intended to be 
treated, and that is the cause of all this 
mistake. That was before his German 
experience, when he saw, I presume, 
Army Corps in action. But I think I 
have traced to its proper source the 
origin of the mistake which the right 
hon. Gentleman made. 


Now, what is an Army Corps? 
An Army Corps is a collocation of 
military units in certain dispositions, 
under a certain hierarchy of military 
control. The right hon. Gentleman 
said that it was not a German 
institution that he had _ introduced 
into this country. I quite agree with 
him; but it is a continental insti- 
tution. I am not aware of any other 
country in the world that has Army 
Corps on a continental scale except 
continental nations. It represents a 
formation which they find by their ex- 
perience most expedient and convenient 
for their purpose; but there are two 
points which distinguish them com- 
pletely from us. In the first place, they 
have a conterminous enemy. When 
they go to war they can arise and march 
over the frontier as they are; and, 
therefore, the whole Army Corps having 
been located in its own district moves 
to the frontier and passes into the 
enemy's country unaltered in any 
respect. The next difference from us is 
that the whole of Europe, with the excep- 
tion of a very few parts, is unenclosed 
country, so that this;body of troops with 
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its particular formation can be moved | be taken out of the country immediately 
with the most mathematical accuracy in when he enlisted, or that when he was 
every direction. Thereare some districts, made fit as a soldier he was to go to 
no doubt, but not numerous, between | South Africa or anywhere else, and then 
Calais and Bucharest, where the country | perhaps to be transferred from there to 
is enclosed, but for the most part it is India, and would never, in the whole 
open country, for the simple reason that | course of his service, have a chance of 
the climate does not permit of cattle | being in this country at all, I venture 
remaining in the open; they are kept |to say that it would have « most 
in houses and not like with us, in the | prejudicial effect on the recruiting for 
fields, which do not need to be enclosed.|the Army. There is another point 
And, therefore, when the crops are off | urged ; that South Africa is half way to 
the ground there is nothing to prevent | everywhere—half way to India and to 
the march of an Army wherever it | Hong-Kong, and to every place we 
chooses to go. With us, where isjthe can imagine where troops would be 
Army Corps, qua Army Corps, capable | required. Yes, but the conveyance of 
of being used? What was the use of an | troops across the ocean is a matter of 
Army Corps formation in South Africa? | transport, and where are the transports 
Was any part of the campaign in South | to be found in South Africa? Suppose 
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Africa conducted in the formation of an | 


Army Corps? No, Sir; because it would | 
not have suited the situation, and the 
result of that consideration is that if we 
send an Army Corps abroad for any | 
purpose, the first thing we have to do is 


to break it up and send it to the port of 
embarkation, and start afresh at the end 
of the voyage. When we turn to our 
own country and the question of the 


|you had 25,000 men in South Africa, 
/and you wanted to use them in India, 
the first thing you would have to do 
would be to engage shipping in this 
country and send transports out to pick 
the troops up and carry them to India 
| from South Africa. I mention the pro- 
| posal by the way, because I think that 
| although it has some attractive features 
‘in it, it is certainly one which requires 
| most careful consideration. 


defence of this island, we are met with | 
the same thing. There is not a Now, if the Army Corps system, which 
more enclosed island in the world, and | the right hon. Gentleman has endeavoured 
the same may be said of the island of | to create in flesh and blood, is, as I have 
Ireland. It is so enclosed in fact, that proved, unsuited for us in time of war, is 
itis a matter of complaint that the great it suited for us in time of peace? The 
difficulty with us is that we cannot find right hon. Gentleman named a list of 
room for the training in open country improvements that have been recently 
of our troops except in one or two) made in decentralisation of all kinds, of 
districts. It is on that ground, I suppose, | stores and duties. I did not gather that 
that the suggestion has been made that | ny one of these could not have been 
in future a large force of our troops | effected under the district arrangement 





should be maintained in South Africa. 
That seems to me to be one of the 
strangest reasons put forward for that 
proposal—that there should be abundant 
opportunity for training. I only hope, 
with regard to that suggestion, that a 
great deal of consideration will be given 
to the proposal before it is adopted. I 
will mention two circumstances which, I 
think, are of great weight. The first 
was mentioned by the Secretary of 
State last night, when he asked what 
effect this would have on recruiting in 
England? When a man joins the Army 
he does not join it for foreign service, 
but for a mixed home and foreign 
eservice; and if he knew that he would 
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we had before—which arrangement had 
|the advantage of being much cheaper 
'than that he has adopted. As to the 
‘other advantage put forward—I should 
have mentioned this when I was speaking 
| of the warlike use of a Corps D’ Armee— 
| it was that the men would go into the 
|campaign under the command of the 
| same officers under whom they had been 
trained, and that every one would find him- 
self, on his right hand and on his left, in 
company with a neighbour with whom he 
had been engaged for years. Now, that is 
inconsistent with the necessary constitu- 
tion of our Army, where it has always been 
held that the battalions for home service 
ought to move about. It would be in- 
consistent, too, with the comparatively 

















tely 
was 
» to 
hen 
B to 
10le 
> of 
ure 
10st 
for 
int 








709 Army 


short tenure of staff appointments and 
the command of regiments. All these 
arrangements completely militate against 
the idea of a stereotyped machine of that 
sort being employed in the way I have 
referred to. Now, several arguments 
have been used which show that there 
are lurking in certain minds fallacies 
which I would have thought had been 
disposed of long ago. One hon. Member 
made light of the Reserve. He asked, 
“What was the use of this Reserve, 
because it was put in the first line at 
the commencement of a campaign, and 
therefore nothing was left behind?” He 
cannot but be aware that this is the use 
made of the Reserve by all the nations of 
Europe that have a Reserve. As to the | 
system of double battalions, I shall have | 
something to say. The hon. Member for | 
Oldham used a phrase which has become | 
a standard phrase, when he said that the | 
system of double battalions has broken | 
down. Well, to prevent misunderstand- | 
ing as to the —- of the Amendment, | 
I must say a word or two on these | 
elementary questions ; and I think it is | 
all the more necessary because a genera- | 
tion has arisen which knew not the | 
original controversy, and a great many 
men who speak intelligently on this 
subject are not really aware of the ration- | 
ale of the reasons for the system which 
existed and which, as the hon. Member 
for Oldham said, continued down to the 
year 1897, and did very good service for 
the defence of the country and the 
Empire. I take, to begin with, the | 
short service in order to lead up to 
the other. Does the House bear in 
mind why this short service was intro- 
duced? It was simply because we could 
not get recruits in this country for 
long service. That can be proved from 
the Reports of Royal Commissions over 
and over again, and from the evidence 
given before them. It was no strange 
fancy of the so-called Army reformer, | 
full of fads and fancies of his own. It 
was the absolute necessity of the time, 
that unless you took men for short service 
you could not get recruits for long service 
—I mean by long service recruits men 
whom we kept for their whole lives and 
most of whom died in our hands. If we 
are to have short service, then arises the 
difficulty of adjusting this to the duties of 
foreign garrisons. You must have some 
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of regular soldiers at home. I read in 
the Press, and I have heard in the course 
of this debate, observations to the effect 
that we do not require any Regular troops 
at all at home. Now, how could your 
battalions in India be maintained unless 
you have some troops here ?*® Then, you 
must have depéts; but depéts are most 
extravagant, and a most inefficient form 
under which you can train men to arms. 


Mr. BECKETT (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Whitby): How about the Marine depéts ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The Marine depéts are very small things, 
and you can carry them on, as you 
used to do, with a limited number of 
recruits. Besides, the conditions of the 
Marine service are entirely different from 
those of the Regular Army. The Marines 
serve for three years on board ship and 
one year at home. The men of the 
Regular Army have to go for seven or 
eight years to India. There are many 
ways I could point out in which you could 
not find any analogy which could help 
you between the Regular Army depéts in 
England and the depéts for the Marines 
or the old Presidency troops. Therefore, 
what are you to do? You must have 
a certain number of them for training 
purposes. Why not take the benefit of 
them and make use of them for other 
purposes? The system of double batta- 
lions is no idle dream or spiteful inven- 
tion of some too active-minded reformer. 
It results from the necessities of the 
case. I confess to the House that I 
think it ought to have been carried 
further ; that instead of the double 
battalion arrangement there ought to 
have been a multi-battalion system, which 
would have given us greater facilities. 
Let it be remembered that there was 
another memory in the minds of men in 
those days—the memory of the Crimea. 
In that war there were only certain 
corps which managed to maintain their 
efficiency throughout the whole of the 
war, and those were the multi-battalion 
corps—the Guards and the Rifle Brigade. 
That conveyed a great lesson, and was a 
strong inducement to adopt such a 
system as that I speak of. The average 
draft to foreign battalions is 180. The 





means of drafting sufficient men tothe units 
abroad, and in order to accomplish that 


House can see what a hole that makes 
in the battalion at home ; and, therefore, 
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this system never can be popular with expenditure. I do not like this practice 
the officers of the home battalion, | of comparing the Army with the Navy 
because they are always drilling, and expenditure. There is constant complaint 
always parting with the men as soon as | that the Army has more than the Navy 
they become efficient. They never have , or the Navy more than the Army ; that 
a decent force to show on parade; and | because the Army Estimates are larger 
so their prejudices—and I sympathise | in one year than the Navy Estimates, we 
with them gmmensely—are against this | ought to build one or two more ironclads 
system, and if they looked at it from | t© redress the balance. That is not the 
the interests of themselves or their| Proper way to discuss the question. 
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- battalions they would condemn it. But, | 
on the other hand, if you look to the | 
interests of the Army at large, you | 
would not take that view. It is said | 
‘ that this system has broken down. | 
What do you mean by breaking down ? | 
When it was adopted there were to be | 
seventy battalions abroad and seventy | 
battalions at home. But that has never | 
been realised. We have occupied Egypt, | 
and sent troops to different places, pre- | 
venting the possibility of that balance | 
being maintained. But, as far as the | 
balance has been maintained, the system | 


has worked admirably. I am _ quite, 


ready to agree that, if you increase your | 


forces abroad inordinately, the con-| 
fusion becomes so great that you must | 
resort, for the purpose of the battalions | 


abroal, to some modification of the}. 


system. Such a change of circumstances | 
compels one to modify the strict opinion 
one has formed, while retaining it in 
principle. But it is forgotten by many 
that this system has worked exceedingly 
well, and resulted in our sending such 
a large force to South Africa when the 
war broke out. 


Mr. BECKETT: What was the state 
of the battalions at home, described by 
Lord Wolseley as “squeezed lemons ”,? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
That is a phrase which has stood those 
who attack the system in good stead. 
But Lord Wolseley was one of the 
originators of the system, and has always 
been a defender of it. As the question 
of Army organisation is condemned in 
the Amendment, I must disclaim any 
desire to include in it any general con- 
demnation of the system which I have 
described. What is more pointed at is 
the Army Corps system which the right 
hon. Gentleman introduced two years ago. 
But now I come to the larger and more 





comprehensible question—ihat of Army 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 


The proper way to look at this subject 
is to see that we should not spend a 
penny on the Navy that is not justified 
by naval wants, or a penny on the 
Army that is not justified by Army 
wants. We all believe that the Navy 
has the first claim, and that the wants of 
the Navy ought to be fully and even 
generously supplied. I do not know 
whether great additional expenditure is 


| required ; but there is always the danger 


in naval expenditure that the more we 
do in shipbuilding the more we stimu- 
late other nations to keep pace with us. 
But I fully endorse the dictwm that the 
Navy has the first claim upon us, and 
that it ought to be maintained in the 
fullest efficiency. But the fact we have 
to face—whether we like it or not—is 
that the nationa] expenditure is increas- 
ing beyond the patience, the endurance, 
and almost beyond the resources of the 
people of this country. Why is it that 
those who approved by their votes 
the scheme of the right hon. Gentle. 
man two years ago are now attacking 
it? It is nothing else than the 
salutary and sobering effect of the 
income-tax. My right hon. friend the 
Member for Montrose said that the tax- 
— was the great schoolmaster, and 

e has been busy educating all classes in 
the country. The result is this change 
of opinion in a great body of the com- 
munity. It is quite clear that the military 
expenditure must be reduced, or, at least, 
checked. But, before going further, I 
say again what I said last week—that the 
first thing we have to do is to inquire 
into the military requirements of the 
country and determine what, in present 
circumstances, they are. 


The hon. Member for Oldham has said 
that up to 1897 our Army was a good one 
and sufficient for our purposes. I have no 
reason to doubt it. The idea was then 
that weshouldnever contemplate anything 
more than an expeditionary Sous of 70,000 
or 80,000 men ; and that was more than 
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accomplished with the machinery and 
material that we had. The question is, 
What has caused since then an increased 
demand on the Army? If the Army 
were strong enough in 1897, why should 
it need to be stronger now? If the ex- 
penditureof £18,000,000 were sufficient in 
1897, why should we now require an ex 
penditure of £30,000,000? We want an 
inquiry by a competent and responsible 


. {24 Fepruary 1903} 
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to the House, he said with great nwiveté 
that his proposal does not interfere with 
Cabinet responsibility, because all the 
decisions of the Council come under review 
by the Cabinet. Yes, Sir; but the 
Council are to be the Prime Minister, the 
Secretary for War, the Lord President, 
and the Colonial Secretary. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: No, no; the 








authority, not only into the general ques- 
tion, but into the particulars of the ques- | First Lord of the Admiralty. 
tion, to see sed what we ought to 
provide for. I have some hope that this) gr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Cabinet Council of Defence may give an | Yes, the First Lord of the Admiralty, but 
opportunity for this sort of inquiry. It | not the Chancellor of the Exchequer ; but 
ought to be a deliberate and careful in-| whoever they are, they are the Prime 
quiry, and I should not object to its being | Minister and nis principal colleagues ; and 
a slow inquiry, if it were adequate. But! who is to tell me that the rest of the 
do not let me be understood as altogether | Cabinet, who know nothing about the 
appreciating the merits of the particular ' matter, or, at all events, have no special 
arrangements explained to us _by the | knowledge, are going to override a solemn 
Prime Minister. I am old-fashioned 1 ' resolution come to by the Prime Minister ? 
this matter, and I think it is the constitu- | [¢ jt has any effect at all it cannot but 
tional duty of the Executive Government | diminish the responsibility of the Cabinet ; 
to determine this question. When Tread and, with all good-will towards a scheme 
of the Government’s chief professional of this sort within certain limits, I cannot 
advisers—the Commander-in-Chief, the | go so far as that. 
First Sea Lord, and others being mem- | 
— of the Committee—and not merely | Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
aving the most ample opportunities for | differ 
putting their views before the Council— , ; 
which, of course, is most necessary—I | 
think that a somewhat singular situation, Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
is created. These officers have only one | I may not understand the plan—we shall 
responsibility. The Cabinet is responsible | hear more about it, no doubt, by-and-bye, 
financially, as well as administratively, | but as far as it has been explained it 
but these officers have only an administra- | Seems to me gravely open to these ob- 
tive responsibility. _jections. I say we should look round 
and determine what it is we really require 


oh on | for the defence of the Empire, both naval 
Tae PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST | and military. You ought to determine 


navel eahoren “sae ing ete what is needed according to the circum- 


ree é sohagiuid | stances— you cannot have finality and 
has no administrative responsibility. | dean te ae about supplying “i Now, 


‘the right hon. Gentleman has shown 

Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | no disposition during the last six or seven 
These officers are responsible to their de- | years to check the increase of the Army 
partments and professions for putting for- | and the expenditure upon it. In seven 
ward the claims of their branches of the years the Army has been increased by 
service, but they have no responsibility | 54,000 men. I am quite aware of the 
for finding the money. That is the differ- | pressure brought upon the right hon. 
ence. I frankly say that if I were a Gentleman in the Press and in this House 
Quartermaster General or a First Sea| more than anywhere. There is nothing 
Lord, and were serving on that Council, | he has done that has not been received 
1 would pile up my demands in order to | with cries of approbation and delight. 
make myself secure ; because it would be But we must be stern in this matter, 
no part of my duty to find the money. ~ say that he ought not to yield 
That would not be done beyond conscience | too readily to pressure from Members 
and reason, but it would be the tendency. | of the House of Commons. No doubt 





I entirely 
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it is difficult often to resist, but the|make up his mind to this, on a full 
question now is, as expenditure has in- | recognition of the Militia, the Volunteers, 
creased to such an extent, how can you and the Yeomanry who have played 
reduce it? It is never easy to reduce | such a prominent and successful part in 
the number of men. I doubt whether |the recent war. They cannot now be 
the right hon. Gentleman is alive to the | snubbed or neglected, and they must 
effect of what is being done. I will give receive the training which will make 
one small instance of the sort of thing I them efficient, and their place in the 
refer to. Last year the right hon.! work of defence must be defined. But 
Gentleman introduced a scheme to give | they must not be overdone or over- 


Army 


the soldier the option after three years of | burdened. It is obvious that an excessive 
conting, his ervze and receiving’ annual training ‘would, have © mot 
— : m i amaging effect on the force if it inter- 
short service and to el : ith civi : 
of service, and so cern be em sah ony ay Wek Sve omen 
peas na gr athe Sak hee ah ‘and I would venture to suggest what 
» Dut what | do say is this, that the |}... always appeared to me to be the best 
greatest dead-weight we have in the | ] Ph t difficulty. It is that 
Army consists of the young men whom | omens ‘ ‘ be mil listed be 
we must recruit young, but who are not | oe ” yorlasss. = and 
fit for foreign service or service in India. | 84”! nighe: a: d 5 
The age was raised from eighteen to | S°VeTe course of training, and then : 
nineteen not many years ago, and it had | enetiar ond lem ixmpemse SaatENG, dt 


i i : i . I am 
immediately a most disastrous effect. Y°™ afterwards will suffice. 

The men must be taken young, and that inclined to think that that is the 
causes a solution of the difficulty. It is by 


reat increase of the Army at | : : . i 
home. The right hon. Gentleman suc-| developing this home force, it is by 
ceeds in getting his recruits easily, mainly | avoiding grandiose andambitiousschemes, 


owing to the want of employment. Now, | it is by patiently considering the require- 
under his new scheme, no man can go to ments for the defence of these islands 
India until he has served three years, and | 2nd the Empire, and by adhering to the 
in that way the right hon. Gentleman has | standard which is set up—it is thus we 
increased this dead-weight. At the. shall be able to provide for the security 
present time a man can go to India if he of the country and at the same 
has served one year pa is twenty years | time to lay no undue burden on 
of age; but the right hon. Gentleman | the already over-weighted taxpayer. 

will not send him there after a year’s | 

service if he can come back at the) *THr FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
end of three years and claim his dis- | THE WAR OFFICE(Lord Stan ey, Lanca- 
charge. Until he makes the option he | shire, Westhoughton) : Whatever we may 
must remain at home. This new arrange- | think of the arguments of the hon. Gentle- 
ment does not come into force until | men who put forward this Amendment, I as 
next year, but I should like to know | one of those who are standing here, so to 
whether any proper calculation has been | Speak, on their defence, cannot have one 
made of the expense. /word to say against the way in which 








. ‘ : | the prosecution have brought forward 
The first thing to be decided is what their case, and I want to admit to the fullest 


possible extent my knowledge that those 
Gentlemen who have spoken on, and who 
are going to support, the Motion are not 
animated by any animus against the 
Government, but are simply endeavour- 
ing to lay before the country and the 
House of Commons what they consider to 
be the requirements of the country. The 
right hon. Gentleman opposite and other 
Members have appealed to the Govern- 
ment to have an open mind on this 
question. I confess Ido not quite under- 
stand what an open mind on such a 
question is ; because, if I take an open 


the force of the Regular Army ought to 
be, and the strength of the other forces 
as well. There must be a mixed force 
for home defence; and I do not agree 
with the hon. Member, who contributed 
an excellent speech in seconding the 
Amendment, in the somewhat strange | 
argument that to train Volunteers and | 
Militiamen with Regulars, or Regulars | 
with Volunteers and Militiamen, in | 
some mysterious way would spoil them | 
both. I believe that it would improve | 
both. The whole country will insist, | 
and the right hon. Gentleman must | 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 
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mind to be the attitude assumed by the 
right hon. Gentleman who has just 
spoken, it seems to consist in sup- 

rting all the arguments of the 


vernment, and at the same time | 


voting for the Amendment against them. 
I am willing to admit also that from 
these debates, as a general rule, nothing 
but good can come, and that reforms in 
general have always come from Members 
of this House, though they have been 
opposed by the Minister for War for the 
time being. The hon. Member—or the 
ex-hon. Member, for Woolwich ; I hardly 
know when he is in the House or out of 
it— gave himself full credit for havin 

secured the Council of Defence, but 

think the Army reformers are too 
moderate. I was an Army reformer 
before I was in office. I think they 
should take all the credit they possibly 
can, and not credit for any particular 
thing. Every point in the scheme 
which is now cavilled at has been 
advocated in the strongest way by the 
Service Committee, and was adopted by 
the Secretary for War at their instigation, 
and after due discussion in the House. 
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seeing that scheme adopted, and back 
up to the best of my ability any scheme 
which I think will adequately take its 
place. 


There is a matter from which Army 
reform suffers to an extraordinary 
extent, and that is that schemes are 
proposed, most carefully thought out 
and put into execution, but, because in 
the first instance they do not turn out 
the successes they were expected to be, 


| there is a strong inclination on the part 


of the country, and sometimes of 
officials at the War Office, to follow the 
example of the children who pull up a 
plant and look at its roots to see whether 
it is growing. The consequence is that 
schemes which, if left would have 
developed, are often hurriedly cast 
aside, and then after some years we have 
to return to the schemes which, if they 
had only been left undisturbed, would 
have been in working order. 

No alternative schemes have been 
put forward. The mover of the Amend- 
ment says he has one up his sleeve,. 
while the scheme of the hon. Member 
for the Isle of Wight is that of an. 


There is another thing the War Office | armed people—a people armed, but not 
cannot complain of, and that is the) organised. Surely that is a principle 


number of schemes that are invariably 
put before it. Everybody who has a 
relation, however distantly removed, 
who wasever in the Army, hasa scheme 
for Army reform. It is like an infantile 
disease which nobody escapes, and I am 
bound to say I am not immune myself. 
I wish to speak of my own scheme for 
this reason: It has been alleged that 
there are people at the War Office in 
favour of conscription. On_ this 
particular point I have not only spoken, 
but, on one occasion, written. I wish 
to make my position perfectly clear. 
I have a scheme which does involve 
conscription, which I did advocate, and 
which I do not for one moment say that 
in my heart of hearts I donot, however, 
believe to be the right scheme. But, at 
the same time, I have to see things as 
they are, not as I would like them to 
be, and I have to consider that my own 
scheme, which consists of an adequate 
long service voluntary Army abroad, 
and an extremely short service com- 
pulsory Army at home, is impracticable, 
at all events at present ; and, that being 


the case, I have to drop any idea of 





which would not be accepted, even by the 
supporters of the Amendment. 


Mayor SEELY (Isle of Wight): 
said the people of the Free State were 
very well organised. 


*Lorp STANLEY: I do not know 
whether the hon. Member has read: 
General de Wet’s book on the subject,. 
but that does not show that the organ- 
isation or the discipline in the troops of 
the Orange River Colony was so extra- 
ordinarily good. 


Masor SEELY was understood to say 
he spoke only in comparison—meaning 
that the people of the Free State were 
better organised for war than were the 
present Volunteer forces by the War 
Office. 


*Lorp STANLEY: The question of 
organisation is the principal thing we 
have to discuss, because it is the Army 
Corps system that is attacked. My right 
hon. friend has stated very distinctly 
that he attaches absolutely no importance 
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to the name, but that he attaches the 
greatest possible importance to the 
organisation which is being carried out 
under the name. I quite admit that if 
the organisation is to be compared 
with foreign organisations, Army Corps 
against Army Corps, the name may not 
be quite appropriate; but I look upon 
“Army Corps” as a name for an 
organisation in which it is our ambition 
to gather together such complements of 
troops as are held to be in the right 
proportions for use in the field—to bring 
together under one man the right 
number of infantry, cavalry, and artillery, 
and to decentralise as far as possible all 
questions of administration and ex- 
penditure. The hon. and gallant Member 
for the Heywood Division of Lancashire 
asked whether Lord Roberts approved 
of this scheme. I saw Lord Roberts 
to-day, and he told me a fact which may 
be interesting to the House. In 1879, 
when in Afghanistan, he was sent for by 
Lord Lytton, the then Viceroy, to attend 
a conference on the re-organisation of 
what were then the Presidency Armies. 
He was asked by the Committee to draw 
up a scheme for them to consider. He 
drew up a scheme consisting of the Army 
Corps into which India was afterwards, 
under him, divided. He can, therefore, 
be said to be not only the sponsor of the 
present scheme, but the father of the 
Army Corps scheme which was carried 
out under him in India. 


Ligut.-Cot. GEORGE KEMP (Lanca- 
shire, Heywood) said he quite understood 
that such a scheme might be advisable for 
India, and that Lord Roberts might advo- 
cate it there, but the question .~ asked 
was whether Lord Roberts was in favour 
of an Army Corps Scheme for England, 
and whether he was consulted before he 
caine back from South Africa. 


*Lorp STANLEY: Of course, there is 
only my word for it, but I hope the 
hon. Member will take it. Lord Roberts 
told me this morning that he fully con- 
sidered the scheme before it was put into 
operation, and that it has his unqualified 
approval at the present moment. 

Granted that there must be some organ- 
isation and some Army, it is for us to con- 
sider what the duties of the Armyare. 1 
am perfectly ready to admit, as a general 

Lord Stanley. 
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principle, that our Army must be sub 
servient to the Navy, that our Navy is 
our first and principal line of defence; 
but still there are other duties which 
must fall on the Army. Our Empire is 
partly insular and partly continental. As 
far as the insular part of our possessions 
is concerned, there is not the slightest 
doubt that the principal defence must be 
in the Navy. But there are duties which 
must fall on the Army, and in regard 
to which the Navy must, to a certain 
extent, be subservient. First of all, I 
would put the defence of India ; secondly, 
the defence of the coaling stations ; and, 
thirdly, the defence of this country 
against any possible invasion. In regard 
to the defence of India, the mover of the 
Amendment expressed it as his opinion 
that it was only a bugbear. 


Mr. BECKETT: As the opinion of 
experts on the frontier. 


Lorp STANLEY: And I think he 
quoted as an expert a Russian General. 
I cannot help thinking that if the Russian 
General sees those remarks in the paper 
he will be only too glad to cultivate the 
acquaintance of other Members of the 
House. But who are the authorities on 
the frontier? We can deal with them 
only through our responsible advisers in 
India ; we are bound to go by what they 
say. Quite recently I have had an oppor- 
tunity of speaking on this subject to men 
who, after all, are the greatest experts in 
the matter, and they do not look upon it 
as a bugbear. They look upon an attack 
as, at all events, something practicable, 
and though they have no doubt as to the 
result, their confidence exists only so far 
as this country is prepared to give them 
the support they require. The right hon. 
Baronet the Member for Northumberland 
_— of South Africa, and pointed out 
that one of the greatest faults in the 
management of that campaign was that 
we did not have sufficient troops before 
the outbreak of the war. Now, Sir, I ask 
if it is good in that place, is it not equally 
good in India? Ought we not to be 
absolutely prepared to send troops to India 
before the war breaks out and not wait 
until after war has broken out. If hon. 
Members agree to that, what is the use of 
putting forward a proposition to send out 
the Militia or the Imperial Yeomanry ? 
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Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: No- 
body ever suggested that an expeditionary 
force should be kept to reinforce India. 


Lorp STANLEY : I think it is better 
to be prepared to put the maximum 
number you are asking for, and not put 
in a part and wait for the other half 
until Parliament has given you sanction. 
With regard to the defence of the coaling 
stations, that is a point upon which we 
shall all agree, for we all desire that 
those bases should be kept intact for the 
use of the Fleet by the Army. It has 
now become one of the greatest bones 
of contention as to whether there will be, 
or could be, an invasion of this coun- 
try. With that point I am naturally 


not competent to deal. I quite admit) 


that the onus of protecting {this country 
from invasion must rest with our 
auxiliary forces, and they ought to be 
thoroughly organised to the best of 
their ability; and we ought to lose no 
hint as to how to resist any attack that 
might be made upon our shores during 
the temporary absence of our Navy. I 
come now, therefore, to the question of 
the number of men required for this 
purpose. In this matter, are we not 
rather fighting with one hand tied 
behind our backs, because nobody would 
wish anybody in a responsible position 
to deal with the actual eventualities 
which might arise, and at the same time 


stint the number of troops you would | 


send? Therefore, a great deal of this 
scheme must be taken on trust. The 


hon. Member who moved the Amend- | 
ment said that if details are given to the | 


military authorities they ought to be 


given to the House of Commons. With | 


that statement I entirely disagree. 


Mr. BECKETT: I said that a general 
reason ought to be given which would 
satisfy the public. 


Lorp STANLEY: But what is the 
general reason ? I have endeavoured to 
say what I consider the policy is. It is 
to send sufficient troops to keep India, 
and enough to amply safeguard the 
whole of ovr coaling stations, and to 
rely to the greatest possible extent on 
our auxiliary forces in case of invasion. 
The question is—How many troops are 
required for the first two purposes 
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which are not to be met by auxiliary 
forces? It ig the whole question of the 
Regular Army that is dealt with in this 
Amendment, and it isa question as to 
how many Regular soldiers can be sent 
abroad, and whether they shall be sent. 
I know that the Defence Committee has 
been reconstituted. Some hon. Members 
have asked whether the Estimates for 
this scheme were submitted to the 
Defence Committee as well as to the 
Cabinet. I have the authority of my 
right hon. friend for stating that they 
were submitted to the Defence Com- 





mittee before being placed before the 
Cabinet. These Estimates were sub- 
| mitted by the right hon. Gentleman to 
the Defence Committee of the Cabinet 
after full consultation with the whole of 
his military advisers. They went up to 
‘the Cabinet Committee to be considered 
as the final requirements of the War 
Office. The Navy Department do 
precisely the same thing, and, therefore, 
‘the Cabinet Committee has the two 
proposals before it, and is able to gauge 
what are the requirements of both. I 
'do not for one moment believe that if 
the right hon. Gentleman comes down 
next year, and in the name of the 
‘Cabinet asks for acertain number of 
troops, and declares that he asks for 
them after the advice, and at the in- 
stigation, of the Committee of Defence, 
that he will be any more believed than 
he is to-day, when he says that a certain 
_number of men are required. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: I 
| entirely agree with that. 


| 


*Lorp STANLEY : I doubt whether 
'the House would think any more that 
the number fixed upon by that Committee 
is the right number, and hon. Members 
| would still reserve the opinions which 
| they have now expressed that the number 
| asked for is excessive. At the present 
moment the Secretary of State for War, 
who has enunciated not his own policy 
but the policy of the Government, tells 
you that the number of troops which we 
must be prepared to send abroad is three 
Army Corps. You cannot expect that 
the details of that number can ever 
possibly be given. That is impossible, 
and that is what I mean when I say that 
you must, to a certain extent, take these 
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figures on trust, {and you must believe 
that a responsible Minister making such 
a statement is doing so with a full know- 
ledge of his responsibility, and the House 
should give him credit for not asking for 
a single man more than his military 
advisers and the Cabinet think are re- 
quired for the necessities of the case. On 
the subject of numbers it may be said 
that we do not need tosend 120,000 men 
abroad, and that we only need some 
30,000 or 40,000. What we have to rely 
upon is the military experts who advise 
us in such matters. on. Members of 
this House have not hesitated to draw a 
comparison between the Intelligence 
Branch of our Army and that of the 
German Army. 


Army 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said that he 
made rather a detailed comparison, and 
what he compared was the British Army 
and Navy Intelligence Departments with 
that of the German Intelligence Depart- 
ment. 


*Lorp STANLEY : There is one thing 
which has never been taken into account 
in estimating the strength of our Intelli- 
gence Department. The great place we 
want to collect all the intelligence we can 
is undoubtedly on the Indian frontier. 
[Cries of ‘“Why?”] Hon. Members 
cannot have it both ways. You do not 
want intelligence about all the interior of 
foreign nations, because you say that our 
Army cannot be used at all in any such 
enterprise. In India there must always be 
a concentration of an enormous amount of 
interest which must affect at all times 
the strength of the Army. We have got 
in India an Intelligence Department 
which is well organised, and which 
naturally sends back to us matters which 
have been sifted and can be dealt with 
without practically any further inquiry. 
I may say that in South Africa Colonel 
Henderson is still employed as In- 
telligence Officer, and he has with him 
the full staff of intelligence officers 
which he himself considers necessary. 


Ligvut.-CoLonsL GEORGE KEMP 
asked whether the staff Colonel Henderson 
had with him in the war were now 
employed. 

Lora Stanley. 
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Lorp STANLEY: When the war is 
over there is not the same necessity to have 
the same staff. All of them are not there- 
fore at the present moment employed at 
tine War Office. The House may be per- 
fectly certain that when IntelligenceOfficers 
are wanted those who did well in South 
Africa will be used on every possible occa- 
sion. I feel as strongly as anybody can 
feel that we should have the best Intelli- 
gence Officers we can possibly have for the 
whole of our requirements. But I would 
quote in respect to this subject some 
words of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the Opposition. He was re- 
ferring to the General Staff, and to what 
has been called the thinking part of the 
Army. On that point he made a remark 
which is just as opposite today as on the 
day when it was made. The right hon. 
Gentleman said the task of Continental 
countries differed fundamentally from 
that of Great Britain ; we had no designs 
upon our European neighbours; Indian 
military policy would be settled in India ; 
in small wars the plan of campaign must 
be governed by the particular circum- 
stances, and he was at a loss to know 
why this larger branch was needed. I 
agree with him in some of the deductions 
he has made, though, at the same time, 
I entirely disagree with him in not 
wishing to see this particular branch 
increased largely—increased above what 
it was then, and, if necessary, above 
what it is now. There has appeared 
in The Times a series of most — 
articles. They have been direc 
against the War Office, and I confess 
today it seems to me, when the last of 
them has appeared, that it is almost like 
parting with an old friend. They are 
written, according to common report, by 
a gentleman who is a great personal 
friend of my own, who I know has 
studied the whole question of Army 
reform most deeply ; but I must entirely 
disagree with him as to what, after all, 
is a fundamental part of his scheme, 
and that is the retention of the First 
Army Corps in South Africa. It has 
been pointed out by hon. Members, 
and by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the Opposition in particular, 
that it will be difficult, if we keep 
troops there, to secure the requisite 
number of recruits. Now I du not 
think that the question of where the 


recruits are coming from does influence 
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this matter to any great extent. But I 
am told by those who are competent to 
judge that when a man has been two or 
three years abroad, he then feels home- 
sickness coming over him, and he feels 
the time has arrived when he would 
like to return home. That being so, we 
should be asking him at the time when 
he is most desirous to come home from 
South Africa to re-engage for a period 


of five years. The hon. Member who | 


moved the Amendment used an admir- 
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were not carried by the War Office 
members but by the unanimous vote of 
the Committee. [ spoke on this matter to 
my hon. friend behind me, and also to 
the hon. and gallant member for the 
Kilmarnock Burghs, and they told me at 
the time that her saw no reason why 
the Volunteer force in the main should 
not be able to carry out these conditions. 
We have endeavoured to put them as 
low as we can, and we have endeavoured 
to give the Volunteers that amount of 








able phrase when dealing with the ques- training and administration which we 


; f drafts for India. He said that °0™Sider essential to enable them to comply 
_ fd quill en & Gageen, [| with that part, and practically that part 
| alone, which refers to the defence of the 


hope it is an investment and that it country in the case of ible invasion. 
may not be a gamble. I understand his | Ths House tondaia will have oa’ dae 


feelings most fully, because I appreciate | between the two schemes that have been 


the view that if by any chance there is | put forward. It is not only an Amend 

pets Aepbrave cod yo per syrt inde | ve = Pond — a particular Army 
Cor cheme. e cleavage is ver 

the whole of that scheme for short ser- | ries 4 greater and deeper Pt that. It 


vice must fall inevitably to the ground. | ;, 4 ¢) on wheal hall h 
Therefore | would ask Members of this | pbaaceear .p'nae dled letate y ga 


wee : '8 | our present com: 
House to dismiss entirely from their whether we shall have a small Army in 
minds the idea that we are able at the future. These seem to be the two 
present to entertain the suggestions put  sidesofthequestion. Onoursideof theques- 
forth in that article. But we shall at tion I have endeavoured to the best of my 
all events have  geogp. Ss we ability to state the reasons why I consider 
ean judge. e are at the present | our present system must be maintained. 
moment keeping in South Africa certain | We have, at all events, military experts 
troops who ought to be, and I hope on our ‘side as to the number required. 
— see long - the : yar | On na other veg i got oy =e 
establishment. We are at present send | ments, powerful as they are, of those 
ing out recruits, and we shall be able to who have moved, seconded, and supported 
judge when the time comes for them to| this Amendment. The question cannot 
re-engage whether we can rely on their | be decided by any vote the House of 
re-engaging in sufficient numbers. | Commons may take today. It is for the 
_ people of the country at large, and they 
I have only one word more to say, and wil] have to judge, but whether the 
that is on the subject of the Volunteer | question be submitted to the House or 
el It Ras ong said Bhar wt ~ | to the Reger I feel absolute confidence 
olunteer force has been slig at as tothe result. 
the War Office. I should deeply regret | 
such a mistake, and I should still more | 
deeply regret that there should be any, *Mrk.CHARLES HOBHOUSE(Bristol, 
reason for the suggestion being made. I | E.) said he found himself in some difficulty 
donot believe that on the part of a single | as to the course he should take in regard 
man in that office is there any such inten-| to this Amendment. The arguments 
tion. The new regulations have been | which the noble Lord had addressed to 
referred to as having created some feeling. | the ae — very similar to those in 
Before these regulations were put out| the speec e by the Leader of the 
they were thoroughly considered ; but let | Opposition. The noble Lord dwelt on 
us grant, for the sake of argument, that | the necessity of keeping in this country a 
they were not considered by the Volun- | considerable standing Army, and of course 
teers. bag the a “yo 1 served - that point - = - aa — 
personally myself. On it there were a|the Leader of the Opposition. e 
majority of Volunteer members, and the | Amendment, as it etl a the Paper, 
rules and regulations that were put out | asked for a reduction of military expendi- 
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ture, and it also drew the attention of the| and it was now five-twentieths. In 
House to the number of men now/| 1887 the education expenditure was 
employed in the Army. He found, or at | one-twentieth, and it was now two- 
least he thought he found, a very con- twentieths. There had therefore been 
siderable amount of reason why they a corresponding increase in the other 
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should separate the one question from 
the other. None of the speakers who 
had supported the Amendment, and -who 
referred to the increase in the Army 
Estimates, had taken notice of the corres- 
ponding increase both of area and popu- 
lation which had occurred in the British 
Empire since these Estimates began sub- 
stantially to increase. It was not until 
the year 1892 or 1893 that there was 
any very substantial increase in the Army 
Estimates. Between 1887 and 1892 the 
Army Estimates had varied from 
£17,000,000 to £18,000,000. They 
were dropped in 1898 to £15,000,000. 
During that same period the British 
Empire was increased by no less than 
one-third o the present total area. It 
went up from 8,000,000 to 12,000,000 
square miles, at which it stood at the 
present moment. It went up in popula- 
tion from about 250,000,000 to very 
nearly 350,000,000, and amongst the 
population thus added to the Empire 
might be found as wild, warlike, 
fanatical and restless tribes as could be 
found anywhere on the face of the 
earth. In this calculation he put aside 


| Departments of the public service. The 
| three Departments he had named were 
keeping pace with the natural increase 
of the whole Empire. 


Although he mausti say that he re- 
gretted the present expenditure of 
| £30,000,000 on the Army, he thought 
| that the process of reducing that expen- 
| diture was by no means so simple or easy 
| as some hon. Members appeared to think. 
|The Leader of the Opposition laid down 
| two propositions which were echoed from 
| the Benches opposite—that you must know 
_how many men you require, and how you 
| are to get these men. Now, fortunately 
| for~us, practically the whole surface of 
|the world had been absorbed by one 
_ Power or another and we were not able 
| to add to the area of our Empire to any 
considerable extent. Therefore, it was to 
be hoped that some finality had been 
reached in increasing our possessions. 

| Some of them had been profitless, a great 
many had been forced on us by the action 

| of other countries, and some of them had 
been acquired by our own greed, but the 

| process of absorption was complete. 
Therefore you could lay down some 


the Transvaal and the Orange Free | general proposition as to the number of 
State. The new territories cost con-| men and the amount of money required. 
siderable sums to acquire, and they must | The military authorities had only got to 
cost considerable sums to maintain. We | decide the way in which these were to be 
had to police and protect them from | supplied. 
their own internal unrest, and we had) = The right hon. Baronet the Member 
to guard them from possible external | for Forest of Dean, he knew, would 
attack. Therefore it could not be said like to proceed on what he called 
that the problem that presented itself | revolutionary lines. He would do away 
to the War Office at the present moment | with the linked battalions and a Regular 
was precisely in degree and character | Army for home defence and constitute a 
the same as the problem that presented | special Indian Army. That was indeed 
itself before those expansions took place. revolutionary, and there was a great 
In coming to a conclusion on this matter | difference between that scheme and the 
he had endeavoured as well as he could proposals |e before the House by the 
to take those considerations into account. Secretary for War, which were not of so 
‘ 4 far reaching a character, but only involved 
He hoped he might be permitted to put | what might be called alterations. He 
forward one or two arguments in support | thought the right hon. Baronet would 
of the principle he had laid down. The find it very difficult to satisfy any one 
War Office, which in 1887 was four-| that the system of linked battalions 
twentieths of the total expenditure of | could be abolished. There must be 
the country, was now five-twentieths, in | some system at home for keeping up the 
spite of the increase of the area to which | supply of men for India, Egypt, and the 
he had referred. In 1887 the Admir-| colonial garrisons. It was idle to come 
alty expenditure was three-twentieths, | down to the House and propose to sweep 


Mr. Charles Hobhouse. 
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away a system without some general idea 
as to what-was to be suggested to 
take its place. They could not play 
with the system of the Army and go 
to the War Office and offer a plan 
in accordance with the results gained 
in every campaign. They had done this 
in 1870, and they wanted to do the same 
thing in 1900. They could not destroy a 
system because of some personal experience 
ina particular war. They must take the 
consensus of opinion of the military authori- 
ties, and fortunately the War Office had 
had the assistance of the best brains in the 
Army during the past five years; and 
it was idle for hon. Gentlemen on the 
other side of the House to say that if an 
easy, cheap, and practical scheme could 
have been evolved it ought to have been 
evolved before now. 

Putting aside the scheme of the 
right hon. Gentleman, and also the 
question of conscription, which was im- 
possible now, whatever it might have 
been in 1900, they came to the scheme 
of the substitution of auxiliaries 
for the Regular forces. The letters in 
The Times, to which the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Berwick, referred the 
previous night, and which he made the 
basis of a simple but telling speech, laid 
down, first of all, thatthey must transfer 
the First Army Corps to South Africa, 
then that the general reliance for the 
defence of this country should be placed 
on civilian levies and on an increased 
Intelligence Department. He would say 
a few words on each of those propositions. 
In the first place, if they did get a better 
training ground in South Africa than 
possibly in this country, they would 
obtain a training ground not for infantry 
but for mounted troops. If a future 
campaign were to be fought, it would 
not be in a country like South Africa, 
but one which was broken and enclosed 
by ditches and fences, in which not 
mounted troops but infantry would be 
required ; and, after all, the latter could 
be trained equally well in Scotland or 
Ireland as in South Africa. In the next 
place it was said that a Corps d’ Armée 
was required in South Africa. That 
argument might have been valid two 
years ago but the focus and arsenal for 
hostilities being gone now and the 
country having settled down, the 
numbers of troops, together with the 
South African Constabulary, which need 
be maintained for policing purposes, 


{24 FEBRUARY 1903} 





730 


would not be sufficient for an Army Corps 
Then, in regard to the vulnerability of 
England and the Colonies, and the 
strategic advantages to be gained by 
sending troops to South Africa, it 
was admitted that South Africa was not 
likely to be affected, nor Australia, nor 
Canada. India would not be attacked 
by any Power except Russia, and troops 
could be supplied, he argued, for the 
defence of India as well from England 
as from South Africa. India had been 
described as impregnable, but Russia 
had already absorbed Northern Persia, 
and there was no guarantee that she 
would not also absorb Southern Persia. 
The moment the latter event took place 
our frontier in India, with the im- 
pregnable fortress of Quetta, would be 
turned. Therefore strategic mobility 
was not to be gained by sending an 
Army Corps toSouth Africa. The right 
hon. Baronet referred to the possibility 
of reliance for the defence of this country 
on civilian levies, as had been shown in 
the case of South Africa. Everything 
was now to be referred to aSouth African 
standard. But what was the cause 
mainly of our victory in South Africa ? 
It was not the existence of organised 
levies of the people well acquainted with 
the country, and accustomed to an 
outdoor life. We succeeded in spite of 
the very qualities inherent in the Boers. 
[An Hon. Memper : We succeeded because 
we were ten to one against them.] Yes, 
but what would have happened when 
they were ten to one against us, if they 
had been Regular troops? The Boers, in 
spite of their natural advantages, failed 
because of their want of cohesion, of 
their irresolution and their incapacity to 
strike after victory. If the Boers, being 
exceedingly good men, had been properly 
organised, led by commanders who had 
been trained in the real school of warfare, 
they would have driven us from the 
country before we could have sent 
reinforcements to South Africa. A con- 
siderable trained force was required for 
the protection of Cape Town and Calcutta, 
but what would be the effect if there 
was a raid on London by a continental 
force? There would be a_ general 
uprising of the military spirit through- 
out the Empire, but they could not 
afford to run the risk of leaving London 
to be defended alone by civilian levies. _ 
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He would ask the House to consider | telligence Department if the War Office 
the strength of the garrisons of this | and the Cabinet disregarded their advieg 
country. Which one of them could be | and the knowledge they collected? What 
weakened without seriously endangering | guaranteehadthe House of Commonsthat 
ali? Was it pro to keep fewer | the civil and military authorities would 
troops in India than 75,000% Was it take notice of the recommendations and 
proposed to keep less than 30,000 troops | advice of the Intelligence Department? 
in South Africa during the next seven or | What they had to do was not to go on 
eight years? In Canada there were only | increasing expenditure on Army Corps, 
one battalion garrison regiment, two | but to bring the existing departments 
companies of Engineers, and two com-| up to date. They had got to see that 
panies of Royal Garrison Artillery. Could | the principal officials in Pall Mall made 
they be reduced? In Egypt there were} use of the information they got, and 
one cavalry regiment, one Royal Artillery | that they should take a real interest in 
battery, one mountain battery and four | the better administration of the Army. 
infantry battalions. Werethose garrisons | He hoped that nothing he had said 
in Canada and Egypt too large, and | would lead anyone to suppuse that he 
should they not be increased rather | was speaking in favour of the Six Army 
than diminished? In all the colonial | Corps system. It was the most por- 
stations there were only fourteen com- tentous humbug ever laid before the 
panies of Engineers, ten batteries of House of Commons. It never had any 
Field Artillery, twenty companies Royal | real existence, and the holes picked in it by 
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Garrison Artillery, and eighteen 
battalions. That was the garrison of the 
Colonial Empire, and could it be reduced ? 
Some of them were garrisons of 
inferior troops which the War Office 
would not dare to put into the field, but 
which might be of some service behind 
earthworks. There was one further 
point to which he wished to refer, and 


'the hon. Member for Oldham did not 
/need his brilliant oration, but a little 
industry, a little common-sense, and a 
little frankness from the War Office. 
| They never did get from the War Office 
| the same frankness they got from the 
| Admiralty. They ought to have from 
the War Office an annual statement 
| such as the Admiralty presented. 


which had been mentioned by the right | 


hon. Gentleman the Member for Berwick. | 


‘The right hon. Gentleman most reason- 
ably and effectually argued for the 
increase of the Intelligence Department. 
Had everyone forgotten what was the 
fate of the Intelligence Department 
before the war, and of Sir John 
Ardagh’s report which was presented 
to the military and civil authorities and 
absolutely disregarded by both? That 


| *Lorp STANLEY said, if the hon. 
|Member would permit him, he would 
/answer a question which had been put 
_to him by the hon. Member for 
Oldham, who asked how the discrepancy 
between his right hon. friend’s speech 
and the Army List could be explained. 
| Three battalions had arrived in England 
‘since the Army List was published. 
Four were on their way at the present 





report told the Government that they| moment from South Africa, and four 
could not send infantry to South Africa | barracks would, he hoped, be finished in 
without an adequate force of cavalry a very short time, when they would be 
to guard their flanks. It told them/able to bring four further battalions 
the armaments of the Boers and their | back from South Africa. 

probable number. It pointed out the | 

weakness of Ladysmith, drew attention) *Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE aaid 
to every single defect, and told the! that if one Army Corps was brought up 
Government where the weakness of | to its strength, it would weaken the 
the British Army was, and where the | other Army Corps. One of the bat- 
weakness of the enemy. The Cabinet | talions of the First Army Corps was 
and the military authorities disregarded | stationed in Scotland. Were they sure 
that report, and, in the face of that, | that that was not counted inthe Scottish 
what was the good of increasing the Army Corps ? 

Intelligence Department. What was 
the good of having 500 men at the In- 


Mr. Charles Hobhouse. 


*Lorp STANLEY: Certainly. 
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*Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said | side said it was a question of principle 
that his confidence in War Office figures, He was surprised that the right hon. 
though not in the noble Lord, was some- | Baronet the Member for Berwick, whose 
what weakened. In the scheme of the conspicuous fairness in the House was 
Secretary of State for War they had/ worthy of praise, stated calmly and 
brigadiers without brigades, brigades | deliberately that this particular scheme 
without brigadiers, batteries without Ws rushed upon the House, or rather 
guns, and cavalry without horses. All | that the House had not been given 
those defects might have been remedied time to consider it. That was not an 
by careful administration. If they were | @ccurate statement. The scheme was 
going to have the First Army Corps produced on the 8th of March, 1901, 
ready, as he thought it ought to be when the House was expected to discuss 
ready, to go anywhere and do anything, | var a - me oo ye but 
they ought to concentrate in that First | wera & “i semen poe Bese of 
Army Corps all their available unite, | generals who thought they had been 


and not scatter them through various | hardly treated. Afterwards, several hon. 


other Army Corge, rendering none of |Members, including the right hon. 
| Baronet the Member for the Forest of 
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Department, the Remount Department, | 
and several other departments during | goliherate opinion of the House of 
the war. They had not been told| Commons on the scheme, and the Leader 
whether any of the recommendations | of the House took a most unusual course, 
of the committees with respect to | and said that the Government would give 
out. They did not know whether| ‘hat was in May, the scheme having 


the importance of obtaining the calm and 





the Remount Department had been im- 
proved, or whether it had been brought 
into touch with the Intelligence Depart- 
ment. There was an air of mystery 
about the War Office which they wanted 
to clear up. He did not grudge the War 
Office every sixpence they spent well and 
wisely. What he grudged was money 
taken for the service of the War Office 
and not frankly and properly accounted 
for to the House of Commons. 


*Sm JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth) said the hon. Member (Mr Charles 
Hobhouse) had given in his very im- 
portant speech the reasons why he, a 
member of the opposition, would vote 
for the Government on the present 
occasion. He did not know whether 
the House realised that the Amendment 
was the Amendment which was moved 
by the Leader of the Opposition when 
the scheme was affirmed ; but the Leader 
of the Opposition did not, of course, 
object in the least to hon. Members on 
the Government side stealing his thunder. 





been laid before the House in March. 
When the scheme was brought before the 
House some hon. Members opposed it. 
He opposed it tooth and nail, and said 
wild horses would not make him vote 
for it. Hedid not vote for it then, 
and he assumed the same attitude 
towards it now. But it was rather a 
strong order, and it was inconsistent 
with the dignity of the House or the 
business aspect of this question to ask them 
now, onan Amendment to the Address, to 
deliberately upset a scheme after it had 
been before the House for an unusually 
long period, and had been discussed at 
reat length and had been accepted. 
é mentioned this in order to justify 
his own position. He thought for the 
House of Commons to attempt to upset, 
on an Amendment to the Address, a 
scheme which it had deliberately adopted 
after being challenged by the er of 
the Opposition, after due discussion, to 
reject it, was not the right way to pro- 


ceed. If they adopted such a course 
| they would deserve neither the respect 





The motion was now supported on the | of this country, nor the loyalty of the 
ground of principle, but the Leader of | Colonies, nor the respect of the foreign 
the Opposition supported it on grounds | nations. He therefore considered it was 
of detail. In moving it on the 13th | his duty not to vote for this Amendment. 
of May, 1901, he said that the ques-|It was for no Party reason that he 
tion was a question of detail, though | did not support it. On questions of 
now some of his hon. friends on this | British security he acknowledged no 
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Party ties, and he would never follow a 
Party in a question of this sort. These 
were not mere empty words, because, as 
many hon. Members were aware, he had 
consistently acted up to what he supposed 
to be his duty in these matters. 

With regard to the subject matter of the 
Amendment the right hon. Gentleman the 
the Minister for War had been good 
enough to allude on the previous day to 
his (Sir John Colomb’s) constant advocacy 
in this House for developing, increasing 
and maintaining the striking power of 
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to the scheme. He hoped that wag 
pretty clear. The only excuse for bring. 
ing this question forward in the sha 

of an Amendment to the Address, when 
the House was within measurable 


distance of a proper opportunity being 


afforded for its discussion upon the 
Estimates, was that by the procedure of 
the House when they came to consider 
Army policy, in going into Committee or 
in Committee, they were forbidden to 
discuss the broad principles in relation 





to sea-power. He had frequently been 


the Army. The right hon. Gentleman, or caljed to order for attempting to do s0. 


any other Minister, could alwaysdependon | 
his unhesitating and unswerving support | : tend 
Whe eer tthe | they waited for the proper opportunity, 


of any policy of that sort. 


speeches supporting the Resolution the | 


dangerous idea that if we only had a 
Navy strong enough we needed no striking 
military force at all, and merely a citizen 
army for the defence of these islands. He 
os against that doctrine, and always 

ad, and he would warn those of his hon. 
friends who had suddenly come over to 
the “blue water school” not to carry 
their argument too far, but look a little 
further into the question. When this 
scheme was first propounded, the Secretary 
for War announced a new departure of 
which he cordially approved. The right 
hon. Gentleman put in the forefront of 
his scheme the necessity of the Empire 

ossessing an adequate striking force. 

hat had for some forty years been put in 
the tail of the hunt, and that was a new 
departure upon which he immediately 
congratulated the right hon. Gentleman. 
His ground of subsequent objection 
broadly was that when the scheme came 


to be developed he found that this scheme | 


That being the case, his hon. friends, had 


‘could not have made their speeches, and 
therefore he hoped they would not think 
he was criticising them unduly hardly 
| though he said that he felt strongly that 
the House should not, on the occasion of 
an Amendment to the Address, upset an 
Army scheme formally approved of only 
a few months previously. But though this 
discussion was excusable on that ground, 
it was inexcusable on others, one of which 
was the deliberate adoption of the scheme 
by the House, and another that within 
the last few months a step of the greatest 
importance had been taken. He alluded 
to the Council of Defence. That was a 
new body the functions of which were 
to review and bring before the Prime 
Minister and his colleagues in the Cabinet, 
who alone must be responsible for the 
defence of the country, all information. 
It would bring the War Office, in their 
presence, to prove its doctrine that sea 
supremacy was no security; and it had 





this function valuable above all others, it 


of an adequate striking force was only | W48 to keep records and preserve them. 
words and nothing more. His positive | They would have in the future a record 
objection to the scheme was that it | kept, and if ever the cowardice and pusil- 





chalked up in big letters “ Striking | lanimity of Ministers plunged this country 


Force,” and that the right hon. Gentle- 
man ran away when he developed it. 
When fully developed, he found it was 
not a real but a sham scheme on the 
old hypothesis, and that the right hon. 
Gentleman finally mixed up in these 
Army Corps forces rooted to the soil of 
this kingdom and that free force which 
was the striking forcee—the Regular 
Army. 

It was because he was not going to 
support the Amendment that he wished 
to make it plain that he was, then and 
now, in vehement and violent opposition 


Sir John Colomb, 


into a chaos of danger and difficulty, the 
House of Commons would be able to 


/turn up the records, and would know 


what Minister to hang. That was the 
first step towards establishing real 
Ministerial responsibility. 

This particular question, therefore, the 
influence of the sea power as affecting the 
military policy, and the question raised as 
to whether we should haveasmall, big, or 
no Regular Army, was a matter which he 
for one left with full confidence to the 
Council of Defence. But when Ministers 
were being asked by hon. Members 
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whether the Council of Defence had disposed of in a sentence, and with 
considered this matter, he could only | regard to the frontier of Canada, a right 
assume that hon. Members had no hon. Gentleman, who had held and 
knowledge of what a Council of Imperial would again hold office, had declared 
Defence really meant. How could a| that in contemplating the questions 
Council of Defence, which was only | of military necessity, America might be 
brought into existence within the last | ruledout of account altogether. While ex- 
three months, and which had not| pressing in the strongest possible manner 
formulated any machinery, be expected | his desire that the policy of this country 
to plunge into this question and deal | should be so guided as to avoid all possib'e 
with it offhand? Its members would be friction with the United States, and that 
unworthy of the position they held if the two Powers should proceed amicably 
they did anything of the sort. It was, hand in hand, he could not forget that that 
in view of the fact of this Council being | country was the arena of the bloodiest. 
appointed that he could not go with those| most horrible, and revolting war of 
who now wished the House of Commons | the last century, and if a people in their 
to upset the deliberate decision at which | own territory and over their own in- 
it had arrived a few months ago. He) ternal quarrels couldcarry on such a war, 
would remind his hon. friends who had it was asking too much that he should 
lately come over tothe“‘blue-water school” | rule them out of account in such a ques- 
that, as pointed out by Mr. Thursfield, | tion as this. But having thus lightly 
sea power did not merely mean sea force. | disposed of these frontiers, Members pro- 
It meant a combination of military | ceeded to ask: ‘“ What, then, is the use 
power and sea force, and when they of anArmy?” If a state of war pre- 
spoke about sea power, they spoke not vailed, and England was supreme at sea, 
merely about shipsand sailors, but about what did it mean? It meant the 
the just apportionment of the two paralysis of the enemy’s fleet, that if her 
services for the purpose of providing | war vessels came out of port they would 
for national safety and of meeting our be driven in again. So long as that con- 
obligations to the Empire. He desired dition of things prevailed, the freights in 
to protest against the reckless use of British ships and British goods might be 
phrases about a “big fleet” and “a comparatively safe, but the enhancement 
small Army.” What was meant by a of freights and increased cost would handi- 
small Army? The measurement of the cap the nation in the markets of the 
army, its strength and composition, world. Already the margin of profit 
could be determined only by the practical between importing raw material, manu 
and real purposes for which that army | facturing, and exporting, was so small 
was necessary. By a “small army’ that there was great difficulty in 
did hon. Members mean small in keeping ahead of other nations, and 
proportion to the Empire’s needs, that margin would disappear if the 


or small relatively to continental condition of things he had suggested 
armies? If the latter, he would agree‘ arose. What were the “blue water 


with them, but if the former, he strongly | school” without an Army then going 
disagreed with them. The real reason todo’? Were they going to wait to be 
for the Amendment was the fear of hon. | ruined? Did they think there would 
Members at having to answer to their | not be a furious outburst from all the 


constituents for the expenditure upon manufacturing cities, demanding that 


defence. That was a matter for Members such a state of things should be termin- 
to consider, but, for his part, even | ated? But how would they terminate 
though it cost him his seat on the it if they had no striking power? The 
morrow, he would never vote for cutting matter had been dealt with entirely 
down the necessary expenditure on | from the point of view of the passive 
defence by a single penny. ° ‘defence of our own land frontiers. 

Why was he in favour of the main-| Purely passive defence was never success- 
tenance and development of a military | ful defence. But other Powers had over- 
force for striking purposes over-sea as a | 4 territories. He rejoiced that America 
necessary adjunct to the Fleet ? The and continental Powers were pushing 
frontier of India had been casually | their interests over-sea, because, so long 

2D2 
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as England maintained her maritime 
supremacy, every possession over-sea of 
another Power was a hostage to British 
peace. Heagreedthat maritimesupremacy 
in the ree of England was the greatest 
guarantee of the world’s peace, but he 
was not so sure it was such a guarantee 
of peace if there was no military power 
immediately available behind the fleet 
to cause other nations to hesitate to 
quarrel with us. Such a position con- 
templated by his hon. friends would 
ruin our commerce and trade. The 
House ought not, therefore, to dismiss 
the question in an offhand way, by 
saying that because we had a big fleet 
a Regular Army was not required for 
striking over-sea. 


Army 


One other matter had not yet been 
referred to. All agreed that the real 
incentive to this Resolution was the ques- 
tion of Imperial expenditure. The House 
had been told that the expenditure had 
almost reached breaking strain, that the 


people could not bear it, and so forth. | 
With that view he agreed. But what | 


was the cause of the expenditure? The 
energy and enterprise of the people of 
these islands had created an Empire 


overspreading the world. Every part of | 


the Empire was profiting by the past 
and present exdenditure of money, men, 
and resources of these two islands. If 
we were to face the future simply as 
two islands with an Empire on our back, 
while the Empire itself did not bear its 
fair share of cost in discharging the 
duties and the responsibilities, of Empire, 
he admitted we could not goon. That 
was the real question, but everybody 
shirked it. People were frightened to 
raise the question of coeal contribu- 
tions. He did not know why they should 
be. He was confident that if the facts 
were put strongly and plainly before 
our fellow countrymen beyond the 
seas they would have common sense 
enough to accept the facts, and do 
their duty like men. The sooner the 
outlying portions of the Empire under- 
stood that this country could not go on 
for ever bearing the burdens of the 
Empire almost alone and afford all the 
security they expectedfree of cost to them 
the sooner would this bugbear of expen- 
diture be got rid of. In the case of a great 
war every other country would draw its 
resources from every corner of its terri- 


Sir John Colomb. 
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tory, while we should have to rely on the 
resources of two islands, with merely the 
sympathy and loyalty of our outlying 
peoples, unexpressed in organised form. 
That was not a satisfactory position. 
Members must make up their minds as 
to what they were going to do, whether 
they would run away from their Imperial 
obligations, because their constituents did 
not like the expense, or whether they 
would face them boldly, and say to the 
peoples of the colonies— 


‘These two islands have spent their treasure, 
and blood in building up your Empire ; you are 
wealthy and prospering now; is it right to 
expect the mother country alone to go on for 
ever bearing your burdens ?” 


He was satisfied that if the case was once 
put before the colonies by a frank declara- 
tion of this House, they would rather 
contribute their share of the expenditure 
than allow the British Empire to go 
down. 


*Sir J. DICKSON POYNDER (Wilt- 
shire, Chippenham) said the hon. and 
gallant Member for Yarmouth advocated 
a large Army and a striking Army. 


Str JOHN COLOMB: I never said a 
large army, but one large enough for our 
needs. 


*Sir J. DICKSON POYNDER aid 
that during the Napoleonic wars the 
reason they were able to contend satis- 
factorily against the great continental 
system under Napoleon was that our 
fleets commanded the seas and we suc- 
ceeded for a number of years in blockad- 
ing all the French ports, although 
Napoleon had nearly a quarter of a 
million troops ready to invade this 
country. His hon. friend opposite made 
what might appear to be one of the most 
potent arguments against the attitude 
taken up by the mover of this Amend- 
ment and those associated with him. He 
wanted to make it quite clear that they 
did not contend for a moment that for 
home defence they should rely wholly 
and solely upon an auxiliary force. There 
should always be a small, well-trained 
Army in this country. A competent 
general with whom he had spoken agreed 
in the main with the view that if they 
had a well-trained auxiliary force in this 
country, with a small leaven of well- 
trained Regulars, they would have all that. 
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was necessary for the defence of this) interests; secondly, it was lacking in 
country. He wished to point out, how- | appreciation of the necessities of the 
ever, that by setting aside the auxiliary | country; in the third place, it showed a 
element and pushing forward the regular | disregard of military resources ; and in 


element they were bound to stifle that | 


patriotism by which, and through which 


| the fourth place, it was imposing a bur- 
| den of alarming and unnecessary extrava- 


alone they could hope to raise what they gance upon the country. Actuated by 
wanted from the civilian element of this | that strong conviction, he should not only 
country. They could not have a better | associate himself with the mover of the 
illustration than had been seen in South | Amendment, but he should associate 











Africa in the recent war. In South 
Africa the population was fairly evenly 
distributed between the Dutch and the 
English, but the commencement of the 


war showed that practically the whole | 


of the Dutch went to arms in the 


Orange River Colony and the Transvaal. | 
The population of the Orange Colony | 


was about 72,000, but within a very short 
time no less than 18,000 were gathered 
to arms, and the result was only too 
well known in regard to what they did. 
They not merely defended their own 
country, but they invaded our territory, 
and held no less than 12,000 of our 
troops in one place. With regard to 
Natal, what did 
defend their country? Why, out of a 
population of 68,000, only 3,000 men 
were drawn to take part in the defence 
of that colony. 


Two years ago, like his hon. friend 
the Member for Oldham, he ventured to 
speak in the debate which ensued upon 


the unfolding of the programme of his | 
right hon. friend the Secretary of State. 


for War. He said then that he thought 


it was an ill-matured scheme brought | 


forward at an inappropriate time. 


Although, upon that occasion, he spoke | 


in an apprehensive and critical way, he 


did not then feel justified in recording | 


his vote against the scheme. The war 


had now happily concluded, and this | 


scheme had been in operation for some 
two years; and the time had now come 
for this House, and the country at large, 
to take stock of the position, to consider 
what the scheme was, and what it was 
doing for thecountry. Whatever appre- 
hensions he had two years ago had been 
borne out by experience, and he felt it 
incumbent upon him to express his 


Tooted objection, both to the principles 
-that underlay this scheme, and the 


details by which it was made up. In 
the first place, the right hon. Gentleman’s 
scheme was subversive of Imperial 


they do there to, 


himself with him in the Division Lobby. 
| This debate had been a good thing, for 
|two reasons. In the first place, it 
'afforded an opportunity to the Prime 
Minister to become fully acquainted 
'with the strong feeling of antagon- 
ism amongst Conservatives who sat 
upon those Benches. In the second 
place, it gave the Prime Minister an 
opportunity, which he hoped he would 
/not pass by, to inform the House and 
|the country whether he really meant to 
adhere to this scheme, or whether he 
would alter or modify it. He hoped 
that whatever he said, it would not be 
interpreted in any shape or form as 
being an attack upon his right hon. 
‘friend the Secretary of State for War, 
for whom he had the deepest possible 
regard. All he wished to confine 
himself to was to attack the scheme 
solely upon its merits. 

He admitted that the right hon. Gentle. 
' man had founded this scheme upon what 
he thought was an imperial basis, but 
it dteolegsl. in all its essentials, 
/a complete misconception of the 
Imperial sentiment which now animated 
'this country and the other portions 
‘of this Empire. The scheme consisted 
‘of six Army Corps, provided in 
six compact units, all of which were 
to be drawn from this country. Was 
the Army required to invade the 
| territories of our continental neighbours ? 
‘It would be perfectly ridiculous to 
suppose that we could raise up a force to 
‘contend against those great military 
'countries. Was it for home defence ? 
|The Secretary of State appeared to him 
to fail to realise how different were our 
|conditions as a sea Power from those of 
continental countries which had con- 
tiguous frontiers. Of course France and 
Germany and other countries were 
obliged to have great Army Corps. They 
had frontiers every inch of which had to 
be defended by garrisons. These frontiers 
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were mapped out by the Intelligence 
Departments, and from the very moment 
of the declaration of war vast armies 
would be hurled on to the frontiers to 
their allotted places. But with Britain, 


being a sea Power, it was not necessary | burden the taxpayers of this country 


that we should have these immense 
armies. Was it proposed to have this 
army for foreign expeditions? What 
possible use could it be for us to have a 


foreign expedition ? 
required as one unit, because the whole 
basis of the argument as he understood 
it was—these bodies were to be trained 
and equipped as one unit, with a general 
and staff, and were to be ready to move 
as such ? 
hon. Gentleman had arranged with the 
Admiralty to ear-mark the ships which 
were to take out these troops. The 
scheme presupposed that in the event of 
war in these far off territories, wherever 
they might be, these Army Corps would 
be sent out simultaneously as one unit. 
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colonies were by patriotism, and the more 


desirous they were to come to the help of 


| the mother country in the time of emer- 


gency, the more the Government proposed 
to increase the regular Army and over- 


by an increased expenditure. The 
establishment of a great military 
system on a continental basis was not 


necessary or suitable for our Empire. 
unit the size of an Army Corps for a_| 


Was it likely to be | 


Last year, at the time of the Coronation, 
the colonial Premiers were gathered 


|together at a conference with the re- 


He wondered if the right) 


|sponsible ministers, with the view of 


developing the question of Imperial 
defence. He had carefully read the Blue 
book containing an account of the pro- 
ceedings of the Conference. It seemed to 


| him that the Secretary of State for War 
‘might well, on the ground of their 


| patriotism, 


Everyone knew that complications on the | 


Indian frontier or in China would not | 


take place in a day. There would be a 
gradual threatening for many months, 
and during these months it might be 
hoped the Government would be 
gradually concentrating troops on the 
spot, so that by the time the war took 
place there would be a large body of 
troops out there. 
over this large body could not possibly 


When the war was. 


be removed immediately. They would be | 


taken away gradually. On the first out- 
break of war there would be a complete 
obliteration of the Army Corps system. 

The Army Corps system seemed to be 
quite possible for a country with a land 
frontier where there was an adjacent 
objective, but it was quite impossible for 
a country like ours, with a distant and 
unknown objective. This scheme, un- 
wittingly perhaps, was based on a servile 
imitation of continental: militarism. In 
the guise of an Imperial scheme, 
founded on a continental basis, the 
Secretary of State had really introduced 
a scheme in the spirit of the Little 
Englander. The shockof war hadrevealed 
the solidarity of the Empire’s patriotism ; 
the scheme ignored the teachings of the 
war; and at the very moment when it 
had been shown that a large regular 
Army, drawn solely from this country, 
was unnecessary paradoxically proposed 
such an increase. The more actuated the 


Sir John Dickson-Poynder. 


have appealed to _ the 
Premiers to take over the defence of 
the colonies they represented, in order 
to relieve the ratepayers of this country 
of the great burden imposed on 
them for the maintenance of naval works 
to defend the shores of the distant 
colonies. .What seemed to him to be 
the main argument put forward by the 
Secretary of State for War was one 
which he did not think any one who 
understood the sentiment animating our 
colonial fellow subjects could possibly 
have proposed with any hope of success. 
The Secretary of State proposed that a 
portion of their troops after being trained 
should be handed over to the control of 
the War Office at Pall Mall. If there 


| was one thing which the colonials valued 
| it was the principle that there should be 


no separation between taxation and re- 
presentation. If they paid for their men 
we must allow them to have control over 
them. The opportunity of profiting by 
the Imperial sentiment of the colonies 
had not been made the most of. : 

His second point was that in his 
judgment the scheme showed a want of 
appreciation of the necessities of the 
country. It had been said in the course 
of the debate that this scheme ignored 
the fact that we were a maritime Power, 


that the Navy must be the first line of 


defence, and that the Army must be 
planned and organised in subordination 
to the paramount claims of the Navy. 
We must have a transcendent and un- 
challengeable Navy. In view of what 
had recently been heard, it was possible 


that our Navy, strong as it was, might 
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not be strong enough. It was our|were very interesting points for the 
bounden duty to increase that Navy to| House of Commons to know. He said 
whatever extent might be necessary. | this with all the more force because 
He was very pleased to hear the state-| he happened to know that at one 
ment of the First Lord of the Treasury period the minimum standard for 
that the Council of Defence was to be cavalry had been reduced to 5 ft. 2 ins. 
brought to life again, and was to under-| That seemed to him almost unbelievable, 
take the co-ordination of the two services. but the fact remained that so low had 
He had no hesitation in bringing a grave | the standard been that many men had 
charge against the Government for not | joined the ranks who were physically, 
having brought this Council of Defence | mentally, and morally unfit for service. 
to life many years ago. He came /| Heshould like to know how many of these 
now to his third charge, viz., that | men were included in the 51,000 men- 
the scheme had an utter disregard | tioned by the Secretary for War. Last 
of our military resources. Even suppos-| year they voted on the Estimates an 
ing that our national necessities required | establishment for the Regular Army of 
a great Army, which, he thought, was not 219,700 at a cost of £29,310,000 ; but 
the case as he had amply shown, he con- | now the Secretary for War told them that 
tended that the inherent conditions of our | they had not 219,700 but 271,000 men. 
national life rendered it impossible. | Therefore 271,000 men either exceeded 
The plan was too big for the site; the | the normal establishment as voted in the 
cost was too much for the country; it Estimates by 50,000, or included the 
demanded more troops than the country | additional numbers enlisted temporarily 
could produce in normal times. This | for the war, to be afterwards disbanded. 
scheme must always be a grossly extra- | 
vagant sham and an entire make-believe. | Mk. BRODRICK said that his hon. 
What had the Secretary of State for | friend was under confusion as to the 
War done to bolster up his scheme ? The | figures. The previous night he had taken 
right hon. Gentleman had increased the | the whole number of men for this country 
pay of the whole of the Army—a matter ‘and for India, which made a total of 
which they need not, in itself, at all| 271,000. Last year everything had 
deplore ; he had had to resort to a reduc- | been complicated by the fact that the 
tion of the standard of the men enlisted, | Reserves, having been called up, were on 
although they had been told the previous | the establishment, whereas this year, 
day by the right hon. Gentleman that he | their services having been withdrawn, 
had succeeded in restoring the standard | they were not on the establishment. 
again which had been very considerably 
reduced from what it used to be. And) Mr. BECKETT asked if the whole 
the right hon. Gentleman had also reduced | home establishment had therefore been 
the time of service. It was said that the | exceeded by 50,000 men. 
recruiting during the past year had been ; 
very satisfactory, that 51,000 recruits) Mr. BRODRICK: No, it was 12,000 
had joined the colours. He always looked | above the strength. 
with a certain amount of scepticism on | » . 
official figures. Without impugning for| *Sir J. DICKSON-POYNDER said 
a moment the accuracy of the Secretary he would not press that point further. 
of State for War, he would just like, if|He would now turn to the third 
the right hon. Gentleman, in order to|head of his argument against the 
remove that scepticism, would issue an | scheme of the Secretary for War. What 
order from the War Office to parade these | he contended was that they could not get 
51,000 recruits in the Palace Yard. They | the recruits in a normal year unless they 
would then be able to see them for them-| had difficulties in the labour market, 
selves, and what sort of recruits they | which unfortunately~ they had had 
were ; while he was certain it would add | during the last four or five months. 


Organisation. 












immensely to the success of the proceeding 
if his right hon. friend would once more 
don his uniform and put himself at their 
head. How many of these 51,000 recruits 
had since left the Army, and how many 
had been discarded as inefficient ? These 


Looking to this country from the point 
of view of its commercial ascendency— 
and without that they could not hope the 
country would maintain its position— 
they would be unable to obtain a large 
number of recruits without dislocating 
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the labour market. The result would 
be that the pay must go on increas- 
ing, and if the pay of the Army 
was increased, so must the pay of the 
Navy be inevitably increased. It had 
been held out two years ago that what- 
ever might be said against the Army 
Corps Scheme, one thing was certain, that 
there would be decentralisation in different 
districts, and that the over-congested War 
Office would be relieved of a great mass 
of work. He did not believe that that 
had taken place, but that the congestion 
and confusion in the War Office were now 
greater than before the scheme was in- 
troduced. He had seen an example of 


this recently on his journey from India. | 


A young officer, whom he met on the 
voyage, had told him that he had served 
for three years in South Africa, and then 
had been invalided home. His regi- 
ment was at Hong-Kong, and being 


anxious to avoid going out there he} 


applied to his commanding officer to 
be transferred to the depét of his regi- 
ment at home. He also wrote direct to 
the War Office. 
recommended his transfer to the depét, 
but the War Office replied that another 
officer had already been recommended, 
and that he must rejoin his regiment. 
He and his wife, therefore, started 
off at once for Hong-Kong, where his 
commanding officer informed him that 
he had recommended his transfer to the 
depét, but that he could not allow 
him to go back to England now that he 
had rejoined his regiment. So this young 
officer wired home to the War Officeasking 
for information, when he immediately re- 
ceived a telegram that Captain So-and- 
So was to return with all speed to the 
depét. All this had been done at a cost 
to the nation of £450. There was no 
doubt that nearly every Member inter- 
ested in military matters could give 
similar instances as to the confusion which 
reigned at the War Office. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
Clock, the debate stood ad- 
journed till the Evening Sitting 
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to Main Question [17th February), 
“That an humble Address be presented 
to His Majesty, as followeth. 


** Most Gracious Sovereign 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful 
and loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
|leave to offer our humble thanks to 
|Your Majesty for the Gracious Speech 
|which Your Majesty has addressed to 


‘both Houses of Parliament.”—(Mr 


| Gretton.) 


| Which Amendment was— 


* At the end of the Question, to add the 
| words, ‘But we humbly regret that the 
| organisation of the land forces is unsuited to 
| the needs of the Empire, and that no pro- 
portionate gain in strength and efficiency has 
resulted from the recent increases in militar 
expenditure.”—(Mr. Beckett.) Vand 


| 


} 


| = Question again proposed, ‘‘ That those 
| words be there added.’ 


*Sir J. DICKSON-POYNDER, con- 
'tinuing his speech, said, before the 
Adjournment of the House he~ was 
‘trying to point out, on the question of 
| these Army Corps having been inst:tuted 
'in this country with the view of obtain- 
ing decentralisation, that it appeared to 
him the confusion at the War Office 
was more confounded than it was 
before. The selection of the Army 
Corps districts was unfortunate, and 
|the authorities had been particularly 
unhappy in the selection of the Army 
Corps centre, with regard to the 
Salisbury Army Corps. That district 
‘contained all the southern counties 
‘of England from Dover to Ply- 
mouth, and took in the whole of 


|the important coast-line between those 
|two towns, yet the centre selected for 
‘that district was Salisbury Plain. If 
| the Secretary of State for War before he 
devised that centre had studied ‘‘ Brad- 
'shaw,” he would have found he could 
not have selected a worse place for a 
‘centre than Salisbury Plain. It was 
| most difficult of access, and Army Corps 
| centres to be of any use at all must be 
in the most accessible position of the 
district. Salisbury Plain was con- 
nected with all the many towns of 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned the district by branch lines only, 
Debate on Amendment (23rd. February] and was most inaccessible. He could 


Sir John Dickson-Poynder. 
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conceive no worse place for { a | garrisons must, of course, be kept properly 
general who wished for immediate orders | manned in our dependencies and India, 
or immediate sanction to any action he| and in order to keep up @ proper es- 
was taking. Beyond that there was | tablishment the number of recruits must 
another question with regard to Salisbury | be kept up. The day had come, he 
Plain. A few years ago the Government, thought, when the linked battalion 
with the full sanction of the House of | system would have to be abandoned and 
Commons, purchased Salisbury Plain in | g system of depts established for the 
order to obtain an available training maintenance of our garrisons abroad. 





ound for all the troops in the South of 
England. The war had shown more than 
anything else how necessary it was to 
have some training ground where troops 
might be trained adequately in ex- 


tended order. The House of-Commons | 
willingly consented to the purchase of | 


Salisbury. Plain as the most fitting ground 
for that purpose, but what had happened ? 


In order to comply with this Army Corps | 


plan, the Secretary of State for War had 
converted this grand manceuvring ground 
into a monastic garrison. It seemed to 


him that nothing would put a premium | 


on discouraging recruits and encourag- 
ment towards desertion so much as 
placing this garrison in this most unattract- 
ive spot; a spot invaluable for training 
—- He had, he hoped, shown the 

ouse that this scheme, appeared to beone 
not suited to the requirements of this 
country, and one which was bound tocreate 
much greater expense in the future. If the 


scheme was realised according to the, 


ideas of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary of State for War, it would not 
only result in the sum of money which 


the country was now asked to pay, but a | 


very much larger sum inthe future. Ihe 


right hon. Gentleman now asked for 


£30,000,000, but when these Army Corps 
were filled up, he would have to ask for 
more money for barracks. That was 


utterly out of proportion to the require- | 
ments of the country in relation to the | 


other service. 

We had, as had been shown by the 
First Lord of the Admiraly in 1900, 
a sea-borne traffic of £1,200,000,000. 
These Army Corps were not going 
to preserve and maintain that great 
trade; it was to the Navy alone that 
‘we could look for that, and it must 


For the defence of our own shores we 
must fall back on our civilian element, 
and in order to do that we must 
give every encouragement to the 
| Volunteer forces, an encouragement 
which, in days gone by, had been con- 
| spicuous by its absence. The Volurteer 
force could not be encouraged too much, 
and should be adapted tothe professional 
life of the nation. What would comply 
with the requirements of one locality 
would not do for another, and therefore 
the conditions should be made as elastic 
as possible, and every facility given for 
the work of training. The War Office 
must not remain the over-centralised 
office it was at present, and the Army 
must not be blind to the aspirations of 
'the civilian community. The country 
at the present time was quite ready to 
accept the principle that the young 
manhood of the nation should prepare 
and train itself for service in times of 
national emergency, and he would like 
to see the Government introduce some 
system of physical training into the 
school curriculum which would be of the 
greatest possible use in the future. 


He appealed to the Government to 
utilise as far as possible the local authori- 
ties of this country, who were becoming 
far more important in their own districts 
than before, and who were composed of 
the most influential men. These local 
‘authorities might be made use of in 
innumerable ways to great advantage so 
far as the defence of this country was 
‘concerned. These authorities now 
| possessed a register of the whole of the 
‘district, and it would be quite possible in 
| that register to include the physique and 


strike every one that this inflated | occupation and previous character of 
and excessive expenditure for this scheme | every man in the district, and if the 


"was totally out of proportion to the needs | local authority were asked to place 


of the State. Those who asked for these | upon its body the military representative 
reforms were not those who desired to do | of the district in a very short time there 


&way withthe Army, butthose whobelieved | would be an influence brought to bear 


‘ina small, well-trained Regular Army ready |on it which ‘would be invaluable to 


40 go out at a moment’s notice. The | the service. The mayor and corpora- 
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tion of a district had just as much | in South Africa, stated that half-a-million 
at heart the defence of the country as men were required to finish the war; 
the military itself, and that fact should now the hon. Member came to the 
be emphasised in both branches of the | House and asked the Government not 
service. He did not attempt to indicate | to increase, but to decrease, the numbers 
a scheme, but only a line of principle in the Army. After all these years a 
contrary to the principle under which | new school of criticism had arisen, which 
this scheme was propounded. All he| demanded that the Army should be 
tried to indicate was that this principle decreased and the auxilia y forces in- 
was better than the principle governing | creased. That was not the only extra- 
this system of Army Corps on the/| ordinary change that was suggested. 
Marconi principle, for that was all it was. | It had been said over and over again 
Under it we had useless staffs, which | that our Army was so arranged that 
were highly paid and had nothing to do, | there was no organisation; that there 
depleted regiments and empty battalions. | were scattered units all over the 
What we wanted was a small efficient! country, and no connecting link, no 
Army, well trained, ready to be sent out | regular staff ; that when the war broke 
at a moment’s notice; our garrisons | out masses of men, horses, and military 
abroad to be well maintained; and a large | stores had to be gathered together and 
force of citizens at home well trained tode- | a staff improvised which had never 
fendourshoresandquitereadytotakepart | worked together before, and conse- 
in any large operations should any come | quently did not work well then. The 
about. His action in voting against the | Secretary of State, two years ago, brought 
Government was governed by the belief inascheme which got rid of that want of 
that in so doing he was doing his best to | system. Army Corpsdidnot mean a great 
induce the Government to abandon a | increase in the Army, but that a regular 
scheme of Army Reform not conceived | system of organisation should obtain ; 
in the best interests of the country, and | that the troops to be utilised in time of 





to adopt one which in the future would | 
be of incalculable value to the Empire; 
and he should continue in his opposition 
until the present scheme was abandoned. 


*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN (Kent, 
Tunbridge) considered this to be the 
most extraordinary debate that had 
taken place in this House for some years. 
In his experience the general burden of 
all criticisms of the past with regard to 
the War Office had been that we did 
not possess a sufficiently large Army, we 
had not sufficient men, guns, organisa- 
tion, horses in fact, that we could not 
put into the field in foreign countries 
more than a limited number. Hon. 


war, and everything necessary for them, 
should be collected in times of peace; 
and that the officers who would com- 
mand them in time of war should 
have the training of them in times of 


peace. 


The new school of criticism first of 
all said the Army was too large, 
and secondly, that this scheme of 
organisation was useless and costly. 
He felt considerable disappointment 
when he listened to these criticisms, 
He thought the old critics were right; 
that the Army was not sufficiently large 
or sufficiently organised ; and when a 
Minister attempted to remedy these 
defects, then this new school of what 








Members who had been in the House 
for any length of time would remember 
that that was the whole criticism 


might be called irregular critics arose 
against him. The hon. Member for 
Oldham had said that the Army Corps 





directed against the War Office in| system was a failure in practice and 
times gone by. The War Office, more | unsound in theory. The hon. Member 
sanguine, said they could always put | was very severe in his criticism upon 
two Army Corps into the field. Then | what he called the failure in practice of 
came the war in South Africa, and they | this Army Corps Scheme, but in his 
succeeded in sending more men than|speech he had quite overlooked the 
anyone thought possible. They did not, | very short time which the Secretary of 
however, send enough. The hon. Mem-| State had had at his disposal to work 
ber for Oldham, in one of the articles he| out this scheme. It was not yet two 
wrote whilst acting as a correspondent | years since the scheme was introduced, 
Sir John Dickson-Poynder. 
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and for the first fifteen months of that | our institutions for hon. Gentlemen to- 
time the war was raging, and it was|come here and try and dig up the 
impossible to take steps to set the| whole scheme in favour of some 
scheme in operation. There was no/|other which they had not disclosed, 
reason why plans should not be laid to} and which, he believed, did not 
carry out the scheme as soon as troops | exist. Turning from the practical side 
were available, and now that troops | to the theoretical, he noticed that the 
were becoming available, he trusted contention shown on the other side was 
the scheme would be successful. The} mainly based on the scheme being too 
hon. Member for Oldham made great | costly. Their argument was that the 
fun of the fact that of the Militia Reserve | nation spent a certain amount for its 
of 50,000 men which we were to have | defence ; that it could only spend a 
under the scheme we had not one, but | certain amount ; and that, therefore, if 
the Act which enabled that Reserve to| the Army took more than the Navy, we 
be created only passed into law last | must deduct from the Army and give to 
December, and then a serious attempt | the Navy. Surely the only sound 
was made to stop its passage by the principle was that both the Army and 
very critics who had spoken upon this Navy must be kept up to such a state 
Motion. The hon. Member further said | of efficiency and strength as was neces- 
that the scheme of new Militia bounties sary for the due defence of the country. 
had laid a great burden on the country, | The only way to do this was to proceed 
and only yielded 2,000 extra Militia re- upon a perfectly sound basis. It was an 
cruits, but the recruiting had been falling | unsound basis to consider only the Navy, 
for many years and this was a great im-| for they had got to take bothfforces and 


provement. Withregardtothe Yeomanry, | 
the hon. Member said that of the 35,000 | 
Yeomanry we were to have we had only | 
23,000, but even then that was 10,000° 
in excess of what we had before. In} 
less than two years the right hon. 

Gentleman the Secretary of State had | 
more than doubled the numbers of the 

Yeomanry, and was justified in taking | 
credit for it. Lastly, with regard to the | 
Volunteers, the hon. Member stated that 

under the scheme his right hon. friend 

proposed to have 250,000 Volunteers, 

and inasmuch as there were 280,000 

before, his right hon. friend had nearly 

got down to his limit. What we 

wanted in the Volunteers was not 

enormous numbers but a better standard 

of efficiency. Some corps were splendidly | 
efficient and some were not so good, and it 
was infinitely better to have a smaller) 
numberof Volunteers witha high standard 

of efficiency than immense masses of , 
men with varying standards. 


He had therefore shown, he thought, | 
that the scheme of his right hon. 
friend was not a failure. If it had | 
not succeeded in every detail, allow- | 
ance must be made for the diffi-| 
culties his right hon. friend had to 
contend with in its introduction. | 
But within two years of its being 


see what was necessary in the case of 
each. They had not got to take both 
forces together, but separately. When 
they had done this, then the nation must 
find the money, even if the sum was 
larger than they were spending at the 
present time. The safety of the State 
was of supreme importance, and the 
necessary money must be found. The 
policy which involved starving one service 
for the benefit of the other was a per- 
fectly unsound one, and he was as- 
tonished to hear it advocated in that 
House. Having advocated the reduction 
of the cost of the Army in order to have 
more money to spend upon the Navy, 
his hon. friends had proceeded to state 
that the provision made by the Secre- 
tary of State for War was altogether too 
large, and that it wasan imitation of the 
Continental system. Was an Army of 
three Army Corps too large? [An Hon. 
Member: Six Army Corps.] No, not six, 
because three of them were composed 
almost entirely of auxiliaries. Did 
hon. Members say that this force of. 
three Army Corps was altogether too 
large? If the Navy was smashed 
and their main fleet destroyed, neither 
their Regulars nor irregulars would be of 
the slightest use. [An Hon. MeMBER: 
We should surrender.] They would not 


brought in, and within one year of the surrender, but they would soon he 
end of the war, it was a travesty on starved, for they could not survive the 
| 
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destruction of their fleet, which meant 
that the command of the seas would 
pass from them. The argument of 
trusting to the Navy was not so much 
an argument against reducing the Regu- 
lar forces as reducing their large body of 
irregulars. Putting aside entirely the 
question of home defence and what troops 
were required in case of invasion, and 
taking account of what they would re- 
quire for the purpose of foreign service, he 
asked were three Army Corps too many ? 
[Cries of “Yes.”| He said emphatically 
“No.” Three Army Corps were not too 
— in the case of the South African 
ar. 


Hon. Members might say there was no 
seca of ever having to send such a 
arge force abroad again. Of course they 
never expected ever having to send such 
a large force to South Africa. Some 
hon. Members had stated that a war 
with America was unthinkable. He 
hoped it was, but supposing the American 
people were to attack Canada in a fit of 
Jingoism, and supposing the Canadians 
appealed to us for help. Surely they 
must be prepared for such an emergency 
as that. [An Hon. MEMBER: hat 
would be the good of three Army Corps 
then ’} Well, three would be better 
than none at all. The natural result of 
having an Empire was that they must 
be prepared to fight, if necessary, in any 
quarter of the world, and he could not 
see that three Army Corps was an 
excessive amount to form an Army for 
such a purpose, and this was the very 
least they ought to have. Hon. Gentle- 
men appeared to think that for the 
purpose of sending troops abroad they 
could get rid of Regulars and trust to 
auxiliaries. The hon. Member for Old- 
ham said in the country that the true and 
only policy was to strengthen the Volun- 
teers at the expense of the Regular Army. 
He admitted that the Volunteers, the 
Militia, and the Yeomanry had done 
good work in South Africa, but did hon. 

fembers think that the work done by 
‘auxiliary forces in South Africa would 
not have been better done by a sufficient 
number of Regular forees? Did anyone 
contend that the second batch of Imperial 
Yeomanry did as good work as an equal 
batch of Regular cavalry would have done ? 
To diminish the Regular troops and sub- 
stitute for them irregulars was a most 
dangerous policy. In the caseof the Militia 


Mr. Griffith Boscawen. 
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and Volunteers there had been the very 
greatest difficulty in obtaining a sufticient 
number of officers. [An Hon. Member: 
Why?] He did not know why, but 
he was merely stating the fact. If they 
trusted more to auxiliary forces, were 
they going to again send out masses 
of men with insufficient officers? The 
Militia had done excellent service, but 
what was their difficulty? | Why, 
officers. Not only was the Militia 
short of officers, but the bulk of the 
Militia officers were young men who 
joined in order to pass into the Regular 
forces. What was the result at the out- 
break of the war? To take his own 
battalion, they went out with a full 
complement of officers, and before they 
had been at Malta long their officers 
were taken away in order to join the 
Regular forces. To endeavour to substi- 
tute auxiliaries for Regulars, without 
entirely changing the system whereby 
the auxiliary forces were officered, would 
be a most dangerous thing to undertake. 


There was the further question of 
whether auxiliary forces could stand the 
strain of a prolonged campaign—he did 
not mean either physically or morally, 
but he alluded to other matters which 
they had to attend to at home. When 
some of the Yeomanry had been out 
twelve months, hon. Members knew that 
demands were made in that House that 
they should be brought home and others 
sent out in their place. Surely it did 
not strengthen Lord Kitchener’s hands to 
have a large number of trained soldiers 
taken away and others who were un- 
trained sent out to take their place. He 
ventured, therefore, to think that it was 
avery strange and novel doctrine that 
they should reduce their Regular forces 
and substitute auxiliary forces. He did 
not wish to depreciate the value of the 
auxiliaries. On the contrary, he valued 
them very highly, and he wished to point 
out that one of the best things in the 
scheme of the Secretary of State for War 
was that he was the first War Minister 
that had really paid any attention to the 
auxiliary forces. Was the right hon. 
Gentleman not to have any credit for 
that, and for organising the Yeomanry and 
getting rid of that sham of the old Militia 
Reserve, and substituting a real Reserve of 
Militia? And yet these things were all 
part of the scheme which hon. Members 
had condemned. Because the scheme of 
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the right hon. Gentleman assisted the 
auxiliary forces, and for the first time 
established some sort of system ; because 
it increased the number of Regulars ; and 
finally because it tackled the question of 
recruiting, and did something to solve 
that question, he thought the scheme 
ought to have a fair trial. Although he 
aid not always support the Government, 
he would support them that night with 
the greatest confidence, feeling that, at all 
events on this occasion, they had en- 
deavoured to meet the greatest difficulties, 
and they had tackled courageously and 
fearlessly a most difficult problem. He 
believed, if they allowed this system to 
develop, as it was developing at the 
present time, they would at least get an 
efficient Army. For these reasons he 
would give his vote against the Amend- 
ment and in favour of the Government. 


CapTaIn SINCLAIR (Forfarshire) said 
he could not join in the approval which 
the hon. Member who had just sat down 
had showered upon the doings of the 
Secretary of State for War. In this 
scheme very little regard had been shown 
for that long-suffering person, the tax- 
payer. Inno part of his duty had the 
Secretary of State for War laid himself so 
open tv censure as in his position as a 
civilian Secretary of State standing 
against the interests of the taxpayer. 
The right hon. Gentleman was an elected 
Minister, and a member of the House of 
Commons, and his responsibility was 
directly to the people of this country and 
to their pockets, and if he might suggest 
it—and he did so with the greatest 
respect—he thought the right hon. 
Gentleman had made a great mistake in 
endeavouring too much to popularise the 
Army. He recollected a phrase which 
the right hon. Gentleman used when he 
characterised himself as being “laagered 
round with civilians.” And it struck him 
that this meant, from the point of view of 
Parliamentary control and the expendi- 
ture of the country, that by appointing a 
military head of the civilian department 
of the War Office, and other things that 
had happened of a like kind, the Secretary 
of State for War had so much weakened 
the guarantee they were entitled to claim 
from him in regard to economy. This 
was an old story, and the country went 
through it after the Napoleonic war, and 
the Duke of Wellington and other author- 
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ities could be quoted to show that the 
civilian sphere and the military sphere 
should be kept absolutely distinct, that 
one should not interfere with the other, 
and that only by that method of ad- 
ministration could they succeed in obtain- 
ing that strong Parliamentary and Ad- 
ministrative control which alone was a 
guarantee of economy. The blame which 
had been showered upon the Secretary of 
State had not been confined to him, and 
criticism had been directed at the War 
Office, by which, he supposed, was meant 
the Headquarters system of organising the 
Army. The War Office could not mean 
simply the officials at the War Office, be- 
cause no praise was too high for the efforts 
they used during the late war to provide 
for the requirements of the Army in the 
field. 


The Government themselves were 
largely responsible for much of the 
blame which had been directed at the 
War Office during the last two or three 
years. The Secretary of State told them 
last night that a few years ago, if any- 
body asked what the requirements of 
the Army were in regard to foreign, 
service, anyone would have said that to 
send 70,000 or 80,000 men abroad would 
be quite sufficient. In South Africa the 
Government undertook a war which. 
involved the employment of three, or 
four, or five times that number of troops. 
Naturally there was a breakdown in the 
Hospital and the Remount Departments, 
and consequently the Government were 
themselves to blame for much of the 
criticism which had been directed to the 
War Office. But the Government had 
never admitted, what was the real truth, 
that they had undertaken the war in 
South Africa with a machine admittedly 
incapable of a sufficient output of troops 
to carry out so vast an undertaking. 
The Government were directly respon- 
sible for this, and it was a tremendous 
tribute to the system that it did so well 
as it undoubtedly did. With regard to the 
Army Corps Scheme, the Government 
and their supporters would share the 
responsibility. During the General 
Election of 1900, the main issues were 
two—the settlement in South Africa 
and Army Reform. In this matter the 
Government were too. ambitious. The. 
hon. and gallant Gentleman who had 
just sat down said that the criticism, 
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passed upon this scheme was too 
premature. Noone could have listened 
to the debate of the last few days with- 
out being convinced that it was not the 
criticism which was premature, but the 
scheme. Decentralisation was a very 
good thing, but it was very costly to 
start their Army Corps in times of peace 
on a war footing. It was very costly, 
and all the advantages of the Army 
Corps system could have been introduced 
perfectly easily and applied to our 
former system of distribution of troops 
in this country. The Government should 
not have yielded to the clamour of the 
moment, and brought forward an 
ambitious scheme which was entirely 
inapplicable to the needs of the country. 
He agreed that the moment of introduc- 
ing this scheme was inopportune, and 
that the methods adopted were unsuited 
to the wants of this country. 

He rejoiced to think that though there 
had not been much expression of it in the 
House of Commons, the country was 


now beginning to look at the Bill. | 
Comparisons had been made with the 


Navy. He would not enter into the 
differences which prevailed as to’ what 
proportion Navy expenditure should bear 
to Army expenditure, for he held that 
each service should be judged on its 
merits. But if they were to avoid ex- 
cessive expenditure they must be more 
cautious in committing themselves to 
new expenditure. The Secretary for War 
had claimed that, after all, his scheme 
only involved an addition to a former 
addition, while it would add 5,000 troops. 
But that involved an outlay of £300,000 
a year, apart from the provision of barracks. 
If they looked after small things, great 
things might be trusted to look after them- 
selves. Everyone who had had anything 
to do with a constituency in which troops 
were quartered, or in which there was a 
dockyard or other Government establish- 
ment, knew perfectly well how vehement 
the opposition was to any reduction of the 
establishment, especially when it involved 
hardship or want of employment among 
the men working there. The fact was, 
that once we had put our neck in a 
collar of that kind it was extremely 
difficult to withdraw it. If this Govern- 
ment were to make a new departure 
to-morrow, it would be years before the 
effect of any economical arrangement 
could be seen, or before it made any 


Captain Sinclair, 
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deep impression on the Estimates of the 
country. They were advised to change 
their system, but he must dissociate him. 
self entirely from that view if it involved 
the abandonment of the linked battalion 
system. He differed from the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman who last spoke in his 
view that our Army system was devised 
and maintained for the purpose of send- 
ing expeditionary forces abroad. That 
was not the object of their system at all, 
although it was a heresy which was very 
widely spread. In The Times of that 
morning he found it stated— 


Organisation. 


“‘The whole scheme is, in fact, based upon 
the notion that we must keep > a large and 
costly Army to defend the soil of this country, 
and then make it as suitable as we can for 
defending the Empire upon occasion. The 
opposite view is that we need an Army for the 
defence of the Empire, trained for modern 
war as no Army can be in this crowded 
country, and that, incidentally, we shall 


| always have enough of that Army at home for 
| all the domestic purpos+s for which Regular 


troops will be required.” 


The latter was exactly a description of 
what our present system was; it was, 
shortly, a system created and maintained 
in order to provide our necessary foreign 
garrisons, and that was the standpoint 
from which he ventured to criticise it. 
They were told that they must rely upon 
voluntary service. But the hon. Member 
for Oldham had reminded them that this 
country detested drill, while the hon. 
Baronet the Member for the Chippenham 
Division had said that the right hon. 
Gentleman, in not relying on the Volun- 
teers, was stifling patriotism. In all 
endeavours to utilise and employ to the 
fullest extent the auxiliary forces of this 
country he was in the most hearty agree- 
ment, for, to his mind, the training of 
the Volunteer and Militia forces would 
enable them to cope with the difficulty of 
providing foreign garrisons. There was 
an obligation upon this country to provide 
garrisons for India, for our coaling- 
stations, for Egypt, and for South Africa, 
and it was the necessities of that 
obligation that measured the amount 
of the burden placed on the taxpayers of 
the country by the present establishment 
of our Regular Army. We had seen their 
system tested; indeed no system had 
ever been put to such a test as the present 
system of the linked battalions had been 
put to in the course of the South African 
War during the last three years. It was 
introduced against military opinion, it 
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was the subject of the most severe 
criticism, and it was no exaggeration to 
say that in the elasticity which it showed, 
in the number of the trained citizens 
which it provided for us in South Africa, 
and in its working, the system surpassed 
all expectations. 


He remembered very well that dur- 
ing the General Election a_ letter 
from Lord Lansdowne was published, 
in which his Lordship expressed exactly 
the same opinion: he said that if it had 
not been for the Cardwell system, and for 
certain changes introduced by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Stirling 
Burghs when Secretary of State for War, 
we should never have been able to do 
what we did in South Africa. Now that 
system relied upon voluntary effort. It 
was not sufficient to judge by the ex- 
perience of the last twenty-four months ; 
we all knew the state of military 
enthusiasm which prevailed among the 
civilian population of this country, ten, 
fifteen and twenty years ago. Our 
circumstances materially differed from 
those which obtained on the Conti- 
nent. We had no land frontier with 
troops of other nations drilling en our 
borders. There was a sense of security 
given to us by our insular position, which 
no amount of preaching was likely to 
root out of the minds of our people. He 
doubted very greatly whether we should 
be wise in relying to a greater extent 
than we did on voluntary effort. Still 
he did not think the remedy was to be 
found in changing the system. He 
doubted, too, if we should depend too 
greatly upon the recruiting results of the 
past year ; to suppose that the present 
rate would be maintained was, he feared, 
to take too sanguine a view. 


There had, it must be remem- 
recent rise in the 
pay of soldiers, and the acutest ob- 
server must be at a loss to say what 
the precise effect of that advance would 
be. We must not strain our military 
system too much : and certainly it ought 
not to be abandoned until we had a better 
one to substitute for it. It had never 
been proved that there was any other 
system which would do at a cheaper cost 
what this one was accomplishing. For 
himself he was quite open to conviction, 
but he would like to see any proposal 
worked out in pounds, shillings and 
pence before it was substituted for the 
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old one. The previous system had to 
be abandoned for the reason that it was 
too costly and because, although the 
meme list and the sick list involved 
eavy expenditure, we could not get 
ood men. What were we to do? 
here was one thing we had done 
hitherto which we ought equally to 
do in the future, and not be placed 
in a position of too great importance. 
It related to the defence of our self-govern- 
ing colonies. A — had been 
thrown out that it would be a good thing 
to have an Army Corps in South Africa, 
that it would attract emigrants and be a 
good advertisement. So it might, but 
it would also be a very costly advertise- 
ment. He could not say what the cost 
would be, but as the expense of each man 
in our Army worked out at from £60 to 
£70 ayear, it would be seen that to keep 
an Army Corps in South Africa would 
involve a very great outlay. We had 
other experience to go on. Before our 
present system was introduced we had 
troops in many Colonies, and in nearly 
every place where we had them we had 
wars whick had to be paid for by the 
Exchequer. There were the several 
Kaffir wars, and there were the wars in 
New Zealand, and judging by past ex- 
perience in regard to our self-governing 
Colonies, we could not insist too strongly 
that self-government should carry with 
it the duty of self-defence, and that 
in the interests of economy and in the 
interests of the taxpayers of this country 
our responsibilities should be kept within 
limits. Twenty years ago there was not 
a leading Minister or Statesmen on either 
side of the House or in the country who 
did not declare that our Imperial responsi- 
bilities were large enough, and that we 
had territory enough to defend. In 
South Africa alone, since that time, 
we had added 1,250,000 square miles 
to our territory, to say nothing of 
what had been added in West and East 
Africa and in other quarters of the 
globe. A result of this war had been a 
further addition to our territory and 
responsibilities, and if our responsibilities 
were to continue to increase at the 
present ratio, the House and the country 
would never be able to keep the current 
expenditure within bounds. If we were 
to have any regard for economy, the 
House must retain its control over the 
expenditure on the naval and military 
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services, and although the phrase as to 
the control of the Treasury in the in- 
terests of the yers was frequently 
used, there would be no real economy 
secured in regard to the Army and the 
Navy until the House itself was prepared 
to stand up for the rights of the taxpayers, 
and to take upon itself, through the 
Government for the time being, the full 
responsibility, unshared by any expert 
advice at all, for all expenditure on the 
defensive services. 


Army 


Lorp ALWYNE COMPTON (Bedford- 
shire, Biggleswade) said he was one of 
those who rejoiced that at last there 
was a clear and definite issue raised as 
to what ought to be che magnitude of 
our land forces, and whether we were 
to recognise the obligations of the Empire 
or to run our Empire on the cheap. 
He had always longed for the moment to 

me when they could once and for all 
| reali what should be the strength 
of the land forces of this country, and 
he confessed that he felt a certain amount 
of excitement when the Amendment 
under debate was put down on the 
Paper. He came down to the House 
with a fairly open mind, anxious to hear 
what the critics had to say and what 
charges were to be brought against the 
scheme already propounded by the 
Secretary of State for War. With 
regard to the speeches of the mover 
and seconder, and of those who supported 
them, he thought he might say, with all 
due respect, that they displayed what he 
might call a certain amount of shyness in 
grappling at close quarters with the real 
definite question of what the magnitude 
of our land forces should be. He might, 
perhaps, make an exception in the case 
of the hon. Member for Oldham, who 
did tackle the subject most boldly. But 
even he shared, with the others, what 
seemed to be a fundamentally defective 
conception of what the real requirements 
of the Army ought to be in that respect. 


They had listened to some speeches also 
from the Opposition Benches, to speeches 
by the Leader of the Opposition and 
those who sat behind him. And after 
listening most attentively to them he 
was struck by the fact that, in substance, 
the speakers on that side seemed to agree 
with the principle upon which the prese:t 
scheme had been founded, although finally 
they said they regretted they must 
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vote for the Amendment. Indeed, the 
only criticism he could discover in the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for the Stirling Burghs was his 
criticism against the Secretary of State 
for War that he had not shown 
sufficient humour in the conception of 
his plan. He hardly knew how to 
interpret that criticism; he would have 
thought that a scheme of Army organisa- 
tion would require to be approached with 
a feeling of deep seriousness, or were they 
to take it that in the opinion of the right 
hon. Gentleman the scheme need not be 
looked upon from a serious point of view. 
Possibly that was not a surprising 
suggestion from one who was a Member 
of a Ministry which eame to grief 
because it failed to keep sufficient gun- 
powder in hand for the needs of the 
Army. This question of Army reform 
was surely one of the greatest problems 
which the country could be called upon to 
solve. Hitherto many suggestions had 
been brought forward, butup to the present 
no satisfactory solution had been dis- 
covered. Much had been said in the 
course of the debate with regard 
to the Navy and the standard which had 
been set up as desirable to be maintained. 
But he would like to point out that the 
position of the Navy was not analogous 
to that of the Army. In reference to the 
Navy the public mind had been impressed 
to a certain extent with the idea that a 
given standard was necessary. It seemed 
to be agreed that the Navy should be of 
a magnitude equal to that possessed by 
the Navies of any other naval Powers 
combined. That might be an incorrect 
idea, and to his mind it was somewhat so. 
But at any rate it was the pivot upon 
which the discussions had been based, 
and it was a standard which the public 
were able to understand. A standard for 
the Army, however, had never yet been 
arrived at, and the question they had to 
ask themselves was how such a standard 
was to be judged. Was it to be fixed in 
some proportion to that of the armies of 
great military Powers, or was it to be 
judged in some entirely different way. 
In his humble opinion they must adopt a 
different method. They could learn no 
lesson from the way in which Continental 
nations decided what the strength of 
their armies should be. There were con- 
siderations applicable to them which did 
not touch us. One of their chief objects 
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was to be able to quickly transform their | may, therefore, very well be that when 
armies from e strength to war|we come to the division to-night it 


strength. We had not that consideration | may not meet with the acceptance of a 
tokeepiu mind, because wehad to make pro- | majority of the House. It follows, there- 
vision for small wars which were of annual | fore, that on an occasion of this kind the 
occurrence. The Secretary of Statefor War | debate is of infinitely greater significance 
had been bold enough to try and solve | than the division ; and no one who has 
the problem, for when he came down to | followed this discussion during the two 
the House two years ago, and propounded | days it has lasted can, I think, fail to 
his scheme, he used words in introducing have been impressed by the striking, and 
it which seemed to embody the spirit by in my experience almost unprecedented, 
which it was necessary for us to be | consensus of opinion from both sides and 
guided. He said that his proposal was | almost every quarter of the House, not 
to lay down what was necessary for the | only as regards the defectiveness of the 
country, and then to find the proper |scheme of the Government, but what 
resources for the required organisation. | from a national point of view is of still 
He could not understand how hon. | greater moment, as regards the true lines 
Members could take up their present | upon which a well-conceived policy of 
attitude. When the scheme was origin- | lmperial defence ought to proceed. No 
ally introdtced it was received with | such agreement, I think, would have been 
acclamation, whereas now it was) possible ten, or perhaps even five, years 
severely criticised. The bedrock of the | ago. To have shown that it exists is a 
question was the magnitude of the | service rendered by the hon. Member for 
Empire. What did hon. Members mean | Whitby which entitles him to public 
by a large army? No_ military | gratitude. I venture to think myself 
authority would deny that there must | that this Amendment, and the discussion 
be a certain proportion of trained | upon it, will be remembered as a land- 
soldiers for the garrisoning of such | mark in the history of our administrative 
places as Portsmouth, Plymouth, the | policy long after the six Army Corps of 
Thames, the Tyne, and so forth, on|the right hon. Gentleman have vanished 
which a raid might be made on the out-| into the thin air which is their native 
break of war. The Navy occupied a/element. Last night the Secretary of 
different .position to-day than in days; State, whose efforts for raising the 
gone by. Then our insular position was | material and other conditions of the 
a source of strength, now it was a source | soldier’s life we all heartily acknowledge, 
of weakness. ther nations had con-| rehearsed with some little complacency 
structed navies, so that in time of war | the improvements in Army administration 
our Navy would be occupied in protect-|of which he has been the author. He 
ing our trade routes. That being so, | dwelt, with perhaps not unnatural satis- 
and bearing in mind the duties the Army | faction, upon the figures for recruiting for 
had to perform, he could not agree with | the past twelve months, which, it appears, 
the contention that the proposed Army | exceed the record of the best year of 
was a large one. Having supported the | which we had previously had experience. 
scheme on its introduction, he was pre-| He produced and made the most of that 
pared to support it now, and until the | wonderful piece of white paper—one of 
scheme proved to be a failure he would | the most confused and confusing docu- 
support the Government. | ments which it has ever been my fortune 
| to attempt to understand—with the pre- 
sumed object of proving to, I am afraid, 
*Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): The | a rather sceptical world that these Army 
proposition which is before us, taking as | Corps of his, which have been calumniously 
it does the form of an Amendment to the | represented as skeletons and shadows, are 
Address—very properly, * my judgment, | really a living and thriving family. 
sana. palin are Bea Agee, I will not follow the hon. Member for 


demanded the promptest and most com- | 


prehensive opportunities of discussion— Oldham in his brilliant, but, I must 


necessarily involves, according to what I | confess, rather Pitiless diagnosis of the 
venture to think one of the least rational | $44 case of these ricketty infants. I 
of our Parliamentary conventions, a vote | prefer to point out to the right hon. 


of censure upon the Government; and it' Gentleman and the House, because I 
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think it is more relevant to the question | the right hon. Gentleman’s scheme, the 
raised by the Amendment, that assuming, | question we have to consider is not what is 
as I will for the purposes of argument, | the number of your recruits, but for what 
that all the right hon. Gentleman’s figures | purpose are they being recruited—how 
both as to recruiting and as to the com-| are you going to use them ? Some of them 
position and growth of the Army Corps | will fill the places of men who have been 
are literally accurate, it does not in the | discharged, time-expired men, and so on; 
least degree touch, or even approach, the | but how and for win purpose are those 
gravamen of the charge which is made | who represent the permanent addition to 
in the Amendment against this scheme. | the Army going to be employed? Are 
I will, for the purpose of argument, make | they going to be trained and paid at the 
that assumption. I think it is a very | rate of something like £60 per head per 
charitable and even a very generous annum to do that which could be done as 
assumption, because I rather gathered | well, or better, by our Volunteers, Yeo- 
from the statement I heard from the manry, and Militia? If so, the increase 
noble Lord the Financial Secretary to-| in the number of recruits, with the 
night, thatas regards the first, presumably additional burden to the public finances, 
the best-equipped and most advanced, of is not a gain, but rather the contrary. 
these embryonic Army Corps, one batta- Are these men going to be employed to 
lion, for some reason or other, is stil] fill up the half-empty cadres of some un- 
exercising its profession in Scotland, ecessary and ill-placed Army Corps? We 
while I think four are either in South | 4" paying £5,000,000 a year more than 
Africa or on their way from there. |W paid six years ago for the expenses, 


These are all ; arts of an Army Corps for the most part, of the rank and file of 


supposed to be permanently located at our Army ; and the question this debate 


Aldershot. [‘“No.”] However, Sir, I | is intended to raise and, if possible, settle, 
pass that by. [MINISTERIAL cheers.) I'S this: Are we, as compared with our 
am stating admissions made by the position five years ago, getting value for 
Minister himself, but they are quite that additional expenditure? It is not 


sufficient to show that the paper com- peng gy em Apt ated, whys ons 


men ; it is not enough to say that they 
dleteness of these Army Corps has very are better trained, better housed, better 
ittle correspondence with their actual 


ipped ; that in fact 
condition. As I was saying, that does | po eee See? ey ee 


have got a more efficient fighting 
not touch the real gravamen of the| machine, although I agree that if that 


case. One might almost be justified IN jis so it is so much to the good. There 
saying that if a system is badin principle, js; 4 preliminary question which has 
if it rests upon a vicious foundation, the to be answered, and that is, whether 
more completely it is carried out, the and how far these 54,000 additional 
worse may be expected to be the results. | men whom we have in the Regular Army 
I will take, by way of illustration, the | as compared with the numbers in 1896 or 
figures which the right hon. Gentleman | 1897 are really needed for work which 
quoted as regards recruits, and I will only a Regular Army is fitted to perform ? 
assume these figures to be right. I am Until you have answered that question 
not impeaching in the least degree the | and satisfied the House and public opinion 
authenticity or the good faith of the that they are doing work which could not 
statements that have been made. I be as well done,by somebody else, it is no 
should think there was an 4 priori pro- use giving us these figures of recruiting. 

bability that there would be a large) The might hon. Gentleman claims, 
increase in the number of recruits last and rightly claims, not to be judged 
year. The pay of the soldier has risen; | by this or that detail, but by the 
a year hence it will be raised still further, | gee scope and results of his scheme. 
in the case of soldiers who have served He claims that it is a great scheme of 
two years by as much as 6d. a day. Army reform; and in his peroration 
Moreover, in some places the labour | ast night, in which at one moment it 


. ° _ seemed to me he assumed rather a pathetic 
market has been greatly disorganised, tone, he almost adopted the attitude of a 


and there has been a considerable want | martyr about to be sacrificed by a bigoted 
of employment. The point I submit and uninstructed public opinion on the 
to the House is this: When we criticise | altar of some great principle. He will 


Mr. Asquith. 
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admit, he is bound to admit, that outside 
the War Office—I do not know what may 
be the state of opinion inside—his scheme 
has no champions and, as this debate has 
I think shown, very few apologists. 
How does he account for this? The 
right hon. Gentleman has a very simple 
hypothesis to account for it. He says 
that an Army reformer is almost always 
disparaged and misunderstood by his 
contemporaries, like one of those unfor- 
tunate pioneers or missionaries of truth 
who have to trust for their vindication 
to the more equitable judgment of a 
perhaps very remote posterity. But I 
am not sure myself that in these matters 
the present is always wrong and the 
future always right. Suppose that, 
with the best intentions in the world, the 
would-be reformer presents what he calls 
a reform, but which is not actually a 
reform, may not the fair and unbiassed 
opinion of the country be pronounced 
against it without the supposition that 
the objections proceed from bigotry, mis- 
conception, or prejudice, and still less— 
and I was rather sorry to hear the sugges- 
tion from the right hon. Gentleman—from 
petty grievances and personal disappoint- 
ments ? Why, anybody who has listened 
to this debate will see there is no founda- 
tion for any suggestion of that kind. 
Now, I wish in the very few moments 
I intrude upon the House — for the 
ground has been very completely covered 
during these two nights’ debate — to 
present in the very broadest outline two 
or three fundamental objections that we 
take to the right hon. Gentleman’s 
scheme. My first criticism upon it is 
this. The problem of national defence 
is a composite problem, in the solution of 
which both the Navy and the Army are 
interested, and both are entitled to be 
heard, and in the solution of which, in a 
country and in an Empire situated as 
ours is, the Navy is entitled to the pre- 
dominant voice. My first complaint 
against the scheme is that this composite 
problem of national defence has been 
approached by His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment from one side only, and that the 
less important side. We know—we 
heard with gratification the recent an- 
nouncement of the Prime Minister—that 
the Cabinet Committee or Council which 
looks after national defence is to be 
reinforced, and in some respects to have 
its composition changed ; and what is the 
purpose of thischange? It is, as I under- 
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stand it, that as between the two great 
Departments responsible for our national 
and Imperial defence there shall be a 
more constant interchange of ideas, and 
amore complete co-ordination of policy. 
Does this scheme spring out of such con- 
certed action? Were the naval author- 
ities consulted? Is there any naval 
authority in the House, or out of it, who 
can be vouched as an advocate or a 
supporter of it? We know that only 
last summer, when the Colonial Confer- 
ence was assembled, and delegates from 
the Colonies were asked to consider 
what contributions they would recom- 
mend their constituents to make to the 
common burden of Imperial defence, two 
documents were produced, one contain- 
ing the official view of the War Office, 
and one that of the Admiralty, and these 
were totally different, fundamentally 
divergent one from the other. As the 
right hon. Baronet the Member for 
the Forest of Dean has more than once 
pointed out, if you take the total military 
and naval expenditure of the Empire— 
not merely of the United Kingdom, but 
of the Empire, the expenditure on the 
Army is something like £50,000,000, 
and upon the Navy oe like 
£30,000,000—or, in other words, the 
subsidiary force, the less important 
force from a national and Imperial 
point of view is the more ex- 
pensive, and exacts the larger contri- 
bution from the taxpayers in the pro- 
portion of five to three. With these 
facts before us, and when we had in re- 
lation to the Colonial Conference these 
statements as unmistakable proof of the 
want of contact or co-ordination between 
these two great Departments, we are 
entitled to complain that a great scheme 
of national defence like this should be 
launched upon the sole authority of the 
War Office, and without any consultation 
with or approval from the more important 
and senior service. How far does that ob- 
jection go? This scheme assumes that 
the Regular Army has a certain share—I 
will not discuss the precise quantity, but 
many of us think it has an excessive 
share—in the task of home defence. 
Now, we should very much like to know 
the opinion of the Navy and the Admir- 
alty upon that. The hon. and gallant 
Member for Yarmouth, who is recognised 
as a great authority on these matters, in 
the speech he made before the dinner 
hour, rather sneered at the length he 
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the converts to what is called the “blue | depend on sea power. But once we 
water school.” Ido not know how that accept that principle, I agree with the hon. 
may be with others, but I hope I do not | and gallant Member, who said that sea 
belong to the extreme “blue water school,” | power means a navy having behind 
if there be one, which suggests that we it such a degree of military force as 
should get on well enough with the Navy | would be necessary to make its action 
alone without any Army. I doubt if any | effective. There I think we all agree. 
such school can be found outside a lunatic But once start with the proposition that 
asylum. You want not only the “blue | sea power is the governing factor, and 
water,” but the “thin red line;” and it you at once get rid of the notion that it 
is by combining the two by a co-ordinated | is either necessary or expedient to keep a 
policy arrived at and agreed upoa be-| large and expensive body of regular 
tween the two authorities that you can/| troops constantly immured in these 
solve the problem of homie defence. | islands to repel an invasion. The dilemma 
| has been put over and over again, and 

The fact is, that this scheme, presented | there is no escape from it. Either you 
two years ago, and which we are again | maintain the command of the sea, or you 
asked to approve, was concocted in hot | lose the command of the sea. As 
haste in the middle of the war, when|long as you maintain it, invasion 
many of the lessons of that war were not | is out of the question; invasion is im- 
even taught, much less learned, marked, | possible. But the moment you lose the 
and digested, and when the War Office command of the sea it is not six, it is not 
had to justify itself, when it had to divert | sixteen, it is not sixty Army Corps that 
public attention from the past, and had to | will save you from collapse, for the House 
convince the world that it was animated by | wel] knows that it is not merely a question 








@ new spirit, and capable of a new de-| 
parture. It was then this crude and ill- | 
conceived scheme, which, the more it is | 
considered the less it is seen to meet the | 
requirements of the Empire, was launched. | 
But I pass from that to a point which | 
is of still greater and more general im- | 
portance, and which embodies a. still | 
graver objection. We say of this scheme | 
—and I think it has been abundantly | 
demonstrated in thecourseof thisdebate— | 
that it either ignores, or at any rate does | 
not take due note of, the governing con- | 
ditions of the problem of Imperial defence | 
which it is intended or expected to | 
settle. Those conditions are two. The | 
first of them is, that ours is an Empire | 
which for certain obvious physical and | 
economical reasons always has depended, | 
and now depends more than ever, both | 
for defence and offence, upon sea power. | 
And the second condition is this—that | 
for the discharge of the functions, the 
important functions, the varied functions, 
but still subsidiary functions, in such an 
‘Empire, of what is properly called a Regu- 
lar Army, we must depend, and must 
continue to depend, on a force recruited, 
not by any form of compulsion, but by 
voluntary enlistment. - These are the two 

overning principles of the problem of 

mperial defence. I will not dwell upon 
the first principle, which has now almost 
become a commonplace of the day, that 


Mr. Asquith, 





of invasion. When the command of the 
sea, and so long as the command of the 
sea, passes from our hands into the 
hands of our enemies, we who look for 
the means of subsistence and for the 
materials for our industries from abroad 
could be starved into submission in less 
time than it would take to mobilise an 


army. 


I need not say—except that one has 
to be careful in these matters, it is so 
easy to be misapprehended or mis- 
represented—we are all agreed that 
there may be accidents which would 
deprive us for the moment temporarily 
of the command of the seas. There 
might be that which fills many minds: 
with apprehension, a raid or series of raids 
on our unprotected seaports. But no one 
supposes that we should denude the 
country of a sufficient land force to 
meet an emergency of that kind, On 
this point again we join issue with the 
Government; for here we look more 
and more to our Volunteers, to our 
Yeomanry and Militia. It is an 
ideal you cannot attain in a day, but 
you ought to make it your ideal that 
these are the forces to whom should be 
properly appropriated the task of dealing 
with home defence. You should, in my 
opinion, develop this ideal. You should 
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encourage, you should inspire, you should 
aggrandise, you should magnify—you 
should give every possible consideration to 
these forces in order, as far as possible, to 
fit them for their proper position in 
any rational scheme of national defence. 
This is where we take issue, on this 
particular point, in regard to the scheme 
of the right hon. Gentleman. We say 
that under his scheme not only is there 
a large, but many of us think an excessive, 
share of this task still assigned to the 
Regular forces; but that by your organisa- 
tion you mix them all up, Regular and 
auxiliary forces, higgledy-piggledy in a 
confused mass, making it still harder 
than before to work out a well-organised 
ideal of home defence. 

Well, there is one other point, one 
other test, to which a scheme of this 
kind should be subjected. We want, 
not for home defence—and on this 
proper stress must be laid—a mobile 
striking force which can be used for 
foreign service on those numerous 
occasions which, in an Empire like 
ours, periodically recur when we are 
obliged to send our troops on foreign 
expeditions. Does the scheme of the 
Government give us what we want 
then? It is true it gives us on paper 
three permanently organised Army Corps 
intended for that purpose, and for 
that purpose alone. For my part, I 
doubt more and more the more I hear 
the matter discussed whether for this 
purpose there is any necessity for the 
large addition made in recent years to 
our Regular forces. It is said that the 
war in South Africa has demonstrated 


. that our Army is too small. I do not 


think that it demonstrates anything of 
the kind. It has taught us many--a 
great many—lessons; it has taught us 
the value of better information. I 
entirely agree with the hon. Member 
for Oldham, who said that we might 


spare the staff of one of these Army 


Corps which at present do not appear 
to be in a very advanced stage of 
development, and devote the money to 
the better equipment of the Intelligence 
Department. But while the war has 
taught us many other lessons, I con- 
fess I do not seo that there is any 
evidence to support the contention of 
the right hon. Gentleman that we are 


justified in keeping up such an Army 
as he proposes in view of any of the 
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normal wars in which we may become 
engaged. I do not see the necessity of 
cooping up in this country three complete 
Army Corps ready to be launched at a 
moment’s notice for foreign service ; and 
I do not see the necessity for it for home 
defence. For these reasons, whether the 
scheme is looked upon from the point 
of view of home defence or foreign 
service, our criticism is—first, this scheme 
is unsuited to the special requirements 
of the Empire—that, I think, has been 
established beyond all cavil in this 
debate—and, next, that it imposes an 
unnecessary, and therefore unjustifiable, 
burden on the taxpayers of the country. 
Under what circumstances is that burden 
sought to be imposed? We have just 
spent £250,000,000 on a great war, and 
have made an addition to the public debt 
which it will take the lifetime of a genera- 
tion to wipe out. The income-tax is 
higher than it has ever been since the 
Crimean War. Sugar is taxed; coal is 
taxed ; corn is taxed. You may say that 
the resources and the credit of the nation 
have proved equal, and more than equal, 
to the strain. So they have. But may 
we not well ask with your late Chancellor 
of the Exchequer—who was the first to 
ask it—whether those resources and that 
credit will continue to be equal to the 
strain if the military expenditure ad- 
vances during the next ten years at, the 
some ratio as it has done in the past ? 
Meanwhile, do not let us forget that 
there are necessary and unavoidable 
social demands which are increasing day 
by day. There is not one of those great 
domestic questions, with the settlement 
of which most of us agree that our 
national welfare is bbund up—education, 
housing, provision for old age, and the 
rest—there is not one of them that will 
not make year by year new and growing 
drafts on the Exchequer. National 
security, I agree, is the first of all our 
National needs. But to this scheme, 
framed as I believe it to be on a radically 
false conception, both of the functions of 
the Army and the needs of the Empire, 
imposing, as I believe it does, at a time of 
great strain and stress a wholly unneces- 
sary and unwarrantable burden on the 
loaded shoulders of the taxpayers, I, for 
my part, shall continue to offer, as I have 
done from the: first, an uncompromising 
opposition. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Mr. Speaker, 

I avow myself, and have always avowed 
myself, an admirer of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s speaking, and for many 
reasons, but for this reason in particular— 
that he always goes straight to the heart 
of the controversy which he is engaged in. 
In this case I think he has not belied the 
reputation which his previous efforts in 
this House thoroughly deserve. He has 
not imitated those sitting on this side, nor 
has he followed their example in dragging 
intothis controversy small points of admin- 
istration, small questions arousing preju- 
dice ; he has gone straight to what is, after 
all, the heart of the question—whether we 
have or have not too large and too costly 
an Army for the needs and resources of the 
Empire. I think the right hon. Gentle- 
man has done well. He has intervened 
‘in a debate which has had many curious 
circumstances—a debate in which a vote 
of censure has been elaborately moved 
from the side of the House on which the 
Government sit, which has been seconded 
from the same side of the House, and 
which, if the ramours that reach me are 
correct, is intended to be pressed by those 
who support it to the furthest lengths 
which their powers will enable them to 
gc. That is, in my experience, a novelty. 
f course, it is quite impossible that in a 
large Party, or even in a small Party, 
there should be absolute agreement even 
upon the great subjects with which this 
House is concerned. But I do not 
remember in my personal experience 
that such a course has been taken, not 
merely to express a difference of opinion, 
and to express it with every circumstance 
which can aggravate that difference of 
opinion, but to choose a moment for 
expressing it in which its acceptance 
by the House would constitute a vote of 
censure on the Government, of which 
the Gentlemen who have moved 
it are, I understand, ardent and 
faithful supporters. I thank the right 
hon. Gentleman for really having given 
only a few cursory sentences to the con- 
troversy with regard to the Army Corps. 
That has filled three-fourths of the remarks 
of other hon. Members—some serious, 
some humorous, some humorous which 
were intended to be serious, some serious 
which were intended to be humorous— 
but it has filled three-quarters of the 
other speeches which I have heard on this 
Amendment. And yet how small a 
matter that is compared with the real 
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issue before the House! After all, Army 
Corps are a method of organising the forces 
we possess in this island. At the time at 
my disposal I am not going to argue in 
detail whether organising the forces in 
this island by Army Corps, as compared 
with the plan of leaving them unorganised 
altogether, which is the alternative—{ An 
Hon. Memper: “ No.”]—if "that be 
thought an extreme statement, I will say, 
as I wish to be moderate, that the ques- 
tion whether the best way of organising 
the Army within these shores is by means 
of Army Corps or by means of districts is 
a really relatively small and _insigni- 
ficant issue compared with the other 
issue before the House. For my part, I 
do not hesitate to say that the decision 
which the Government arrived at* two 
years ago is a decision to which the 
Government still adhere. We still 
think that an organisation for Army 
Corps has the enormous advantage in 
time of peace that it facilitates decentral- 
isation, and has the enormous advantage 
in time of war that if any large bodies of 
troops are to be sent abroad they can be 
sent abroad in an organised condition. 
And if it were worth while to make 
quotations from expert authorities, I 
could quote speeches, for example, from 
so great an authority as the Member for 
the Forest of Dean, who made bitter 
complaints of the absence of this very 
kind of organisation when we were 
occupied in sending out almost all our 
Regular forces to South Africa. I do 
not mean to dwell upon that, because I 
have more important subjects on which I 
have to address the House. I only regret 
that, in the speeches of the hon. Members 
who have criticised the military policy of 
the Government this comparatively 
insignificant detail has figured so largely, 
and the really important questions have 
only appeared at the tail-end of their 
orations. The real question we have to 
ask ourselves is this—Is the Army which 
we have provided too large, or is it not ? If 
it be too large, what matter whether it 
be arranged in Army Corps or not ? 
That is a small matter. If it be too 
large, surely the House will not occupy 
two days on a vote of censure on the 
King’s Speech in discussing such a. 
small matter as the particular form of 
organisation which this Army ought to 
have. 
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To the question, therefore, whether 
we have or have not provided too large an 
Army, I now proceed to address myself. 
And let me, in approaching that subject, 
put aside some points about which we 
all agree, and sume about which there 
may, perhaps, be only slight diversity. 
One of the points about which, if we 
are not all agreed, there is not an 
great diversity of opinion, is that if we 
are to have an Army of the size which 
we have provided, that Army could not 
probably be brought into existence and 
organised at any less cost than we are 
asking the House to furnish. There 
may be,and probably are, Army reformers 
listening to me at this moment who 
think they have a plan to provide the 
force which my right hon. friend pro- 
vides at less cost to the Exchequer than 
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| irrational argument. It does not follow 
' that the expenditure on the Army and on 
‘the Fleet must. necessarily be propor- 
tionate to their relative importance. You 
might as well say that, as bread isa prime 
necessity of life, no man ought to spend 
more on any other part of his household 
expenditure than he spends upon bread. 
I hope, therefore, we may hear no more 
| of this fallacy of proportion, of which we 
have heard so much in some of the 
_ speeches of this debate. 


Then the third point on which we 
/may approach—I do not say we shall 
_Teach—agreement is that it is in the 
main upon the Volunteer forces, or the 
| citizen forces, of this kingdom that we 
must depend for our home defence. I 
|entirely agree with the proposition that 
has been laid down by the right hon. 


he has provided it. But I think, on the| Gentleman with an air of paradox and 
whole, I shall carry the House with me | as if he were endeavouring to impress 
when I say the charge against us is not | this thesis on a reluctant Government. 
that if we have this large number of! [t¢ is the very principle on which the 
men we are paying too much for them, Government has proceeded in all their 
but that we ought not to haveso large a | reorganisation. In our view that is the 
number of men. That is the first point | very ground on which we have proceeded. 
which I ask the House to agree with mein | Our view is that, for reasons I shall 
putting aside. The second point is incom- | develop directly, we must have three 
parably more important, and it relatesto | Army Corps for Imperial work outside 
the primacy as between the Fleet and the | these islands ; and if you eliminate for 
Army, in the whole question not merely of | the purposes of home defence these three 
national defence, but of Imperial strategy. | Army Corps, and consider the composition 
Nobody, of course, nowadays is so foolish | of the three remaining Army Corps, any 
as to suggest a doubt that in the circum- | Gentleman who has read the White Paper 
stances of the British Empire the Fleet | y;}) seethattheforces in the Fourth, Fifth, 
stands first from every point of view. | and Sixth Army Corps are really more in 


It stands first as absolutely essential to the natureof a stiffening and assisting ele- 
the defence of our shores ; it stands first | ont than in the nature of the main 
because it is absolutely essential to thes 0. on which ion sah relying. Any 
defence of our commerce ; it stands first | . . : 
because it is essential for the defence of | Gentleman can verify what I’ am going 


our Colonies; and it also stands first 
because it is impossible that any military 
operations beyond the sea should take 
place unless we have a Fleet to protect it. 


_tosay by referring to the Paper; and 
| they will see that, as far as infantry is 
| concerned, the Regulars supply fourteen 
| battalions and the Auxiliaries sixty-one ; 
while of the cavalry five are provided by 


And, of course, it is admitted on all) ade 
bands, and by every person who has | Regulars and ten by Auxiliaries. There- 
given even the most cursory attention to | fore let us all agree that on the citizen 
the subject, that the Fleet is the leading @"¢ Volunteer forces we depend for 
element, and the most essential element, | 24tional defence. I heard my right 
in our whole plan of Imperial strategy. | hon. friend attacked in the course 
But I have heard some Gentlemen—and | of the debate for having under- 
am afraid the right hon. Gentleman who | valued, ignored, and snubbed the Volun- 
has just sat down amongst them—arguing teer foree. I am prepared to show that 
from this indisputable premiss that we the Government—I will not say my right 
ought always to spend a great deal more hon. friend, because he is a member of 
upon our Fleet than we do upon our | the Government who are responsible for 
Army. The argument is really an and who are sharers in the work he is 
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carrying on—the Government, in my 
judgment, have shown themselves more 
anxious, more desirous of making the 
Auxiliary forces an efficient part of our 
national defence, and have done more to 
fulfil that in every respect than any of 
their predecessors. I am not going into 
details, I am not going to mention any 
monetary improvements in the position 
of the Volunteers in any way, but the 
purely military reforms which we have 
carried into effect in the last two years. 
We have provided the Volunteers with 
heavy guns of the most advanced pattern, 
for which they have been asking for 
years. We have done all we can to 
improve the position of the Militia, and 
we have created a great Militia Reserve. 
for which I think every Gentleman who 
has spoken on both sides of the House 
has thanked us. We are doing our best 
to provide all the training and all the 
inspection which would make the Volun- 
teer force all it should be; and I think 
that to contend that, because my right 
hon. friend has endeavoured by the 
proposals he has made to raise the 
efficiency of the Volunteers, he has 
therefore done otherwise than to deserve 
well of the Volunteers is, surely, to direct 
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against the Volunteers the greatest 
insult you can imagine. 
I have omitted, perhaps, the greatest 


reform for which we may claim 
gratitude—I mean the reconstitution 
of the Yeomanry—which has _ had 
the happiest effect, which has really met 
with no serious criticism, but has for the 
first time provided a great body of 
mounted troops, invaluable should this 
country be invaded, and _ invaluable 
should the force be required elsewhere. 
I really think that those whosay we 
have undervalued the Volunteers, the 
citizen elements of the forces of the 
country. wholly misunderstand the situa- 
tion. On the contrary, we have paid 
them the highest compliment we could. 
We appeal to them as a real force on 
which we have to depend in case of 
emergency; and I do not doubt the 
appeal we have made will find an echo 
all through the country, and we shall 
be able, when the. bitterness of ‘this 
immediate controversy is past, to look 
back upon this period as an epoch in the 
‘history’ ‘of the citizen’ army of this 
country, and to get then the’increas¢d 
Mr, A. J. Balfour. 
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efficiency from which we and those who 
come after us will reap infinite benefit, 

Having thus dealt with points on 
which, I think, agreement may be 
reached, I come now to a point on which 
we differ. The point made by the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite, the point made, 
as far as I can discover, by every 
speaker on this side of the House when 
he came to the real kernel of the dispute, 
is the difference between those who 
accept, and those who do not accept, the 
Government principles of Army adminis- 
tration. And what is that central dif- 
ference? The central difference is this: 
Do we, or do we not, in addition to the 
Fourth, Fifth, and Sixth Army Corps, 
mianly composed of Auxiliaries, and 
mainly required for home defence—do we, 
or do we not, require troops equivalent 
to three additional Army Corps for work 
outside the shores of these islands? 
It is on that point—which is the 
critical point of this debate and the 
one of real importance when we 
come to divide tonight —that I 
would venture to say a word to the 
House. We have heard a great deal 
of what the Fleet can do; and the 
Fleet can do much; but it cannot do 
everything. Ail the Fleet can possibly 
do, as far as I am aware, is to protect 
these shores, to protect our commerce, 
to destroy or to contain the fleets of the 
enemy, and to embarrass the enemy's 
trade. I believe that this list exhausts the 
whole of the capacity of a fleet, howso- 
ever big or well-equipped it may be, or 
howsoever superior to a force that may 
be brought against it. You cannot 
bring a war to an end by the Fleet, 
you cannot even strike a heavy blow at 
most of the enemies with whom we may 
conceivably have to deal. I do not 
develop that thesis, because I really do 
not think it can be denied; but I am 
prepared to do so if anyone questions it. 
Then how are you to supplement the 
Fleet ? Every writer on strategy I have 
ever heard of, Admiral Mahan, who is a 
great authority on sea power, and 
others, have all agreed in telling - 
that after the command of. the sea has 
been secured, then the Fleet is only 
useful as making absolutely secure 
some military operations on a foreign 
How are you going to do 
How 
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these Army Corps of Regular troops? 
You cannot do it. 
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absolutely necessary, and that is the 
e defence of India 


friend the Member for Oldham said | has been touched upon by more than one 


that a Fleet gave you time, and that 
if you had time you could create, equip, 
and drill an Army ; and that, with time, 


Army would be useful for offensive 


urposes. Does my hon. friend really | 


: ; 
to carry on a maritime warfare for one, | tells us that the result of his observation 


two, or three years while we are drilling | 


think it is business to say that we are 


a Regular Army for the purpose of 
finishing the war ? 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: I 
submit to my right hon. friend that 


it would be better than not being able 
to carry on a maritime warfare, and | 
consequently not being able to realise | 


the latent resources that you have. 


‘Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I thought my 


hon. friend was going to interrupt me | 


to say that I had misinterpreted him, 


but he took the opportunity of continu- | 
He will therefore permi: | 


‘ ing the debate. 


me, perhaps, to complete my argument, | 
.which is that to spend one, two, or 
three years, by means of your Fleet, 


in developing what he calls our latent 


resources would, I think, in the opinion | 
ever 


of every strategist who has 
written, be a very inconvenient, expensive, 


and destructive way of carrying ona great | 
Very well, then, I hope if I have | 
so far carried the House with me they will | 
admit that here is one most important | 


war. 


object which we can only attain by an 
organised body of Regular troops avail- 
able for service outside these shores. Let 
us dismiss therefore these dilemmas con- 
stantly put before us such as, “ Are you 
going to use your Army?” “Are you 
going to land on some foreign shore with 
50,000 or 100,000 men?” or “ Are you 
going to fight with some foreign Power 
which has one, two, or three million armed 
men at its disposal?” Why, of course 
you’ are not going to. But I would 
remind my hon. friend and the House 
that that does not exclude the possibilities 
of offensive action in time of war ; and 
it would be folly to deprive ourselves of 
the power of. exercising such offensive 
action if the proper time should arise. 
But there is a more important object 
for which the organised body of troops 


speaker, by my hon. friend the Member 
for Whitby, who moved the Amendment, 
and by another hon. Member who spoke 


having equipped and drilled it, that | late last night, each of them mentioning 


the possible danger only to deride it. My 
hon. friend the Member for Whitby has 
travelled over the Indian frontier, and he 


is that the Indian frontier is impregnable. 
|My hon. friend the Member for Ply- 
mouth has travelled in Central Asia, and 
|he assures us from his experience and 
| observation that it is impossible, with 
such means of communication as Russia 
| possesses, for her to concentrate any 
Jarge body of troops on the Indian 
frontier. My hon. friend the Member 
for Whitby. thinks the passes leading 
into India are unassailable. My hon. 
'friend the Member for Plymouth, who 
/has evidently suffered 4 good deal in 
the process, says that the Russian lines 
are so abominably laid that the trains 
do not go more than six and a half miles 
an hour, and that the rolling stock is 
wholly inadequate. And in addition to 
the opportunities of personal observation 
which my two hon. friends have had on 
this very important question, they have 
each had the good fortune to meet an 
expert in the course of their travels who 
'has given them valuable information, 
My hon. friend who travelled in Central 
Asia met an Indian expert, and my hon. 
friend who travelled upon the Indian 
frontier met a Russian expert. And 
while the Russian expert said that 
Russia could not invade India if it 
would, and would not if it could, the 
Indian expert said that, whether Russia 
invaded, it or not, the forces at present 
in India were amply sufficient to repel 
any hostile attack. I think that a war 
between Russia and Great Britain is to 
the last degree improbable, and I presume 
that a war between Germany and Russia 
is to the last degree improbable. But what 
would be thought of the German mili- 
tary authorities if they had not, however 
remote such a contingency, thought out 
all the military difficulties which it 
involved, and had not prepared, to the 
best of their ability, for dealing with it ? 
In the same way, though I regard the 
ee as in the highest degree im- 








probable, I cannot of course forget, when 
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Iam required to deal with the strategic 
and military question, that the frontier of 
India is the only part of the British 
Empire where it may be said to be 
militarily adjacent to a first-class military 
Power ; and it is impossible that we should 
not therefore consider that as the key of 
our military position. 
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And let me say here that, so far as I 
understand the military problem as pre- 
sented by the British Empire, it is not 
the problem of home defence which 
settles, or ought to settle, the magnitude 
of the British Army. It is the question 
of what that Army may be called upon 
to do in spheres of action far removed 
from these shores. I am very reluctant 
to express any difference of opinion with 
hon. friends of mine who, with a consider- 
able military knowledge which I do not 
possess, have done what I have never 
done — namely, visited the important 
scenes with which we are concerned— 
and have studied the means of access to 
the Western frontier of India which 
Russia may possess, and have studied the 
character of the passes through which 
any advance to India must be made. But 
I am bound to say that I am not aware 
of a single military authority who has 
been responsible for giving an opinion 
upon this question, whether that military 
authority has been Indian or English, 
whether he has studied it from the 
British or from the Oriental point of 
view, who takes the sanguine and opti- 
mistic view of my two hon. friends. I 
think we have been asked in the course 
of this debate by more than one speaker 
how it comes about that the force which 
presumably the Government six or seven 
or more years ago thought sufficient for 
Imperial needs, and, among other things, 
for the defence of India, is no longer 
thought sufficient. Events move rapidly 
in Central Asia, and we have necessarily 
to consider how far the strategic position 
of Russia has improved in that time. 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. : 
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It has improved year by year, I had 
almost said month by month, in the 
| character of its communications between 
those great passes and the points at 
| which, if unhappily, though believe most 
| improbably, hostilities were to break out, 
‘this force would be required. I do not 
| pretend to give a final or considered 
| judgment on this point. It is one full 
of difficulty—difficulty which I do not 
_ wish to minimise—and full of complexity. 
‘It is one of the questions which, of 
‘course, has been strenuously worked 
_at by the Defence Committee. But feel 
| myself authorised, I feel myself bound, to 
| go this far to-night—to repeat what Ihave 
‘already said to the House, that, what- 
ever final judgment may be passed by 
|the Committee of Defence upon this 
| great strategic problem, no authority 
'except my two hon. friends and the 
Russian and the Indian generals has, so 
far as I know, ever had the courage to 
say that in the unhappy, the improbable 
but, I suppose, in debates of this 
'character we must say the conceivable, 
,case ofa war with Russia we should 
require not merely the force which we 
|have in India at this moment, but a 
force much beyond what the Govern- 
ment propose to put at the disposal of 
the Sovereign. Well, Sir, if that be so, 
what becomes of the central issue, the 
central argument, the central debate 
| which we are having to-night? It is not 
'a question of this or that Minister. It 
is not @ question of the organisation of 
| the Army Corps. It is a question of the 
|amount of forces which this country 
requires to do its Imperial work. After 
this debate I cannot help thinking how 
happy is the fate of the French, the 
German, or the Russian Minister of War, 
who has the magnitude of his Army 
settled for him by the magnitude of the 
population of the country to which he 
belongs, all of whose questions of strategy 
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pone of the perplexities. and troubles} Now, Sir, I do not wish to blow 
which inevitably beset any Government | the trumpet of the Government in 
dealing with military questions in this | | this matter of Army reform. But I 
country, and which it has to settle as | do think that we have deserved well of 
best it may. And, Sir, these difficulties, | the country in circumstances which 
inherent in the complexity of our ‘every body must admit were circumstances 
military problem are, I am _ bound | ‘of great difficulty. We hada war which 
to say, greatly increased by the | required us to send out a body of troops 
changing tempers, the changing passions, | incomparably greater than our present 
of the public whom we serve, and of critics think the British Empire is ever 
the House of Commons on whom we/| going to send outagain. The Reserve 
depend. I believe that mariners whose | was heavily drawn upon and necessarily 
unlucky star brings them into conflict | | seriously impaired by the great strain of 


with a tropical tornado have first the | 


unpleasant experience of facing a hurri- 
cane driving from the east. 
lucky enough to survive it, they come 
for a short space into calm water, and, 
as they sail on, they cut into a hurricane 
equally violent which blows from the 
west. Well, one of those circular storms 
is being faced by His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment at the present moment. Conceive 
@ man who went into some Rip-Van- 


Winkle slumber in the middle of the. 


controversy raised by the earlier stages 
of the South African War. He would 
go to sleep with ringing in his ears 
“Organisation,” ‘‘ Numbers,” ‘‘ More 
troops "—as the right hon. Gentleman 
who last spoke clamoured for them only 
two years ago—“ More troops,” ‘ Better 
organisation.’’ And I suppose his dreams 
would go on with these words ringing 
in his ears. He would awake two years 
after only to discover that the lessons of | 


If they are | 


the long war. We had to face a heavy 
problem of recruiting; we had a great 
many reforms of a minor character to 
carry out. I believe that in all these 
cases we have done everything that 


‘could possibly be expected from us. I 


have shown how much we have en- 
deavoured to do to make the Volunteers 


-allthat they can be, and ought to be, and 


will be, as an element in our great ci\izen 
Army. The depleted Reserves are rapidly 
being filled by the measures that we have 
proposed. Recruiting is admittedly a 
difficulty. The difficulties of recruiting 
have not been surmounted—and who 
can say what the future of recruiting 
may be? I admit I cannot. It is the 
standing difficulty of all Governments 
and Ministers for War—but, at all events, 
so far as we can see, by our immediate 
/measures the recruiting difficulty has 
been met as no one would venture to say 
it would be. The position of the soldiers 


the South African war were that we) | has been enormously improved ; arma- 


were to have fewer troops and no organ- | 


isation. However much his historical | 


studies might have prepared him for | 


these alternations between the hot and | 


the magnitude of the change would give | 


ments have been greatly improved ; the 
Medical Corps has been greatly improved. 
| I do not believe there is a single branch 
‘connected with the Army in which the 


cold fit, I think both the rapidity and | beneficent action which we have taken in 


‘the last two or three years will not be 


him sufficiently considerable cause for | felt for many, many years. But, Sir, do 


astonishment. 


‘I claim that the decisions that we have 
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come to are final and irreversible? We | one in which I believe. With us is the 
have refused deliberately to lower the unpopularity of the heavy Army expendi- 
Army beyond what we think the proper | ture, and the taxation which that Army 
strength required by the needs of the | expenditure involves, and the financial 
Empire ; but, if we ourselves, on a more | difficulty and cost and criticism which it 
careful revision of the facts, or if our | naturally provokes. Yes, Sir, that is sb, 
successors after us come to a different | and we do not shrink from that responsi- 
conclusion, there is nothing we have done | bility. If we see, and when we see, any 
which prevents us or them from making | reasonable ground for thinking that the 
the necessary changes and introducing | financial burden may be diminished, the 
the consequent diminution in our ex-| financial strain relaxed, we shall not 
penditure. I greatly doubt whether any | hesitate to come down to the House and 
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study we can give to the strategic pro- | 
blems of this Empire is likely to show 
that, in the future, any great diminution 
in our armaments, or of the cost of our 
armaments, is likely or possible. In any 
case, it will be for the future to judge. 
What has to be judged now by the, 
House is whether or not they will con- 
tinue to the Government—whose military 
policy I have just sketched, and whose 
policy on other matters it would be in- 
opportune to touch on—whether they 
will continue to this Government their 
confidence or whether they will not. My 
hon. friend the Member for Plymouth, 
indeed, informed us last night that, in 
pressing this matter to a division, he and 
his friends have no desire to do an injury 
to the Government, or even to my right 
hon. friend the Secretary of State for 
War. He acted for the good of his soul, 
not for the injury of his official career 
or the position of the Government of 
which he is an honoured Member. My 
hon. friend is not a very old Member of this 
House ; had he been so I am sure he could 
not have advanced a proposition of that 
kind, which, to those of longer experience, 
is obviously from a Parliamentary point 
of view absurd. The vote of to-night is, 
and cannot but be, a vote of confidence. 
It is a vote of confidence from which I, 
at all events, do not shrink, by which I 
mean that the policy which is attacked is 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


tell them with the utmost satisfaction 
both of the changed circumstances which 


have changed our opinion and the conse- 


quent relief to the taxpayer which the 
change of policy may bring with it. But 


until that time comes we should be utterly 


contemptible if in obedience to a natural, 
though I think an unfortunate, change 
in public opinion we were to admit fora 
moment that we did not believe that the 
forces we haveasked for are forces necessary 
for the safety of the Empire; if we were to 
diminish by a jot, if, after having gone 
to the country and made Imperial speeches 
for four years, we were to go back to 
them and say : “ Imperialism was all very 
well when it was popular, was all very 
weil before the public realised what it 
cost, but now that the cost has been 
realised and now that in consequence it 
is a little less popular, we will change 
our scale of demand for Imperial defence, 
and we will trim our sails to suit the 
changing gales of popular favour.” That 
would, in my judgment, be utterly 
contemptible, and if the House desires 
that an Army scale should be adopted 
which we think inadequate to the needs 
of the Empire which we serve, it is to 
another Government that they must look. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 145 ; Noes, 
261s (Division List No. 7.) 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 


| 

| 

|  INEBRIATES ACTS (INSPECTOR’S 
REPORT). 

| 


793 Returns, 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 25th February, 1903. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 





Copy presented, of Supplement to the 
THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND | Report of the Inspector, under the 
MEANS. |Inebriates Acts, for the year 1901, be- 

The Clerk at the Table informed the ing a collection of British, Colonial, and 
House of the unavoidable absence of the | Foreign Statutes relating to the penal 
Chairman of Ways and Means. and reformatory treatment of Habitual 


Inebriates [by Command] ; to lie upon 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 


| the Table. 
BUSINESS. | 
: ey. # i | PARLIAMENTARY CONSTITUENCIES 
DOVER CORPORATION BILL. (ELECTORS, ETC.) (UNITED KINGDOM). 


“To authorise the Corporation of _ Return presented, relative thereto 

: Dover to borrow money oe the pur- [Address 18th February.—Sir Charles 

chase of the undertaking of the Dover Dilke]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
= Electricity Supply Company, Limited ; be printed. [No. 34.] 

and for other purposes,” read the first | 
: time; to be read a second time. POLLING OUTHAMPTON) ny om 
* KINGSTON-UPON-HULL CORPORATION | Copy presented, of Order made by the 
3 BILL. County Council of Southampton altering 
B “To empower the Corporation of certain Polling Districts in the Basing- 
'} Kingston-upon-Hull to make certain | stoke Parliamentary Division [by Act}; 
“ street works and bridges; to construct | to lie upon the Table. 
additional tramways; and to confer | 
further powers on them in regard to | 
streets, buildings, and sewers, and the | 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF 
LANCASTER). 


Speech 


An Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a 


health, local government, and improve- 
ment of the city; and for other pur- 
poses,” read the first time ; to be read a 
second time. 


STOKE NEWINGTON BOROUGH 
COUNCIL BILL. 

‘‘To authorise agreements between 
the Corporations of the Metropolitan 
Boroughs of Stoke Newington, Hack- 
ney, and Islington with respect to the 
supply of electricity in bulk, and to 
confer powers upon the Corporation of 
Stoke Newington with respect to the 
purchase of lands; and for other pur- 
poses,”’ read the first time ; to be read a 
second time. 


PETITIONS. 


DETENTION OF POOR PERSONS 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petitions in favour: from Leith; 
Inverchaolain ; and, Fearn; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY. 


Petition from Hackney, for legisla- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


VOL. CXVIII. ([Fourtu Series.] 


| Copy presented, of Order, dated 6th 
November, 1902, made by the County 
| Council of the County Palatine of 
| Lancaster altering certain Polling Dis- 
tricts in the Accrington Parliamentary 
Division [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF 
LANCASTER). 

Copy presented, of Order, dated 5th 
February, 1903, made by the County 
Council of the County Palatine of 
Lancaster, altering certain Polling Dis- 
tricts in the Accrington Parliamentary 
Division [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF 
MIDDLESEX). 


Copy presented, of Order made by the 
County Council of the County of 
Middlesex altering certain Polling Dis- 
tricts in the county [by Act] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 

NEW SOUTH WALES (WOMEN’S 
FRANCHISE ACT, 1902). 

Copy presented, of The Women’s 
Franchise Act, 1902 (New South Wales) 
[by Act; to lie upon the Table. 
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NEW.SOUTH WALES (PARLIAMENTARY 
ELECTIONS (AMENDMENT) ACT, 1902). 
Copy presented, of the Parliamentary 
Elections (Amendment) Act, 1902 (New 
South Wales) |by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 35.] 


DUCHY OF CORNWALL. 


Account presented, of the Receipts 
and Disbursements of the Duchy of 
Cornwall for the year ended 31st 
December, 1902 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [Bill 36.] 


TREATY SERIES (No. 3, 1903). 

Copy presented, of Accession of the 
Empire of Korea to the Convention, 
signed at Geneva on the 22nd August, 
1864, for the Amelioration of the Con- 
dition of the Wounded in Armies in the 
Field, 8th January, 1903 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


Papers laid upon the Table by the 
Clerk of the House— 


Bank of England.—Accounts of Ex- 
chequer Bills and other Government 
Securities purchased, and of the 
Amount of Balances of “Sums issued 
for the payment of Dividends, etc., 
for the year ending 5th January, 1903, 
{by Act] to be printed. [No. 37.] 


Land Transfer Rules.—Copy of Rules 
made in pursuance of the Land Transfer 
Act, 1875, dated 10th February, 1903 
[by Act], 

Post Office (Contract for Accelerated 
Mail Service to and from Ireland, 
via Carlisle, Stranraer, and Larne).— 
Copy ordered, ‘‘ of Contract, dated 8th 
day of November, 1902, with the 
Glasgow and South Western Railway 
- Company, the Portpatrick and Wig- 
townshire Joint Committee, and the 
Belfast and Northern Counties Railway 
Company, for an Accelerated Mail 
Service to and from Ireland via Carlisle, 
Stranraer, and Larne.”"—(Mr. Hayes 
Fisher.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Irish Lights Board. 
Mr. MOONEY (Dublin Co., S.): To 
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Questions. 
under what Act of Parliament is the 
Irish Lights Board constituted; if the 
Commissioners are responsible to any 


Government Department; and, if so, 
which. 


(Answered by Mr, Atkinson.) The 
Commissioners of Irish Lights are the 
successors of the Corporation for -pre- 
serving and improving the Port of 
Dublin. This latter body was incor- 
porated by the Act 26 Geo. III, c. 19, and 
the present body of Commissioners was 
reconstituted by the Dublin Port Act 
of 1867. The Commissioners are under 
the financial control of the Board of 
Trade. They cannot erect lighthouses, 
buoys, or beacons without the consent 
of Trinity House, and the control, as 
regards finance, of the Board of Trade. 


Ireland--Payment of Local Government 
Auditors. 


796 


Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, §.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether local 
government auditors in Ireland are 
paid by fees or salaries, and whether 
they receive an allowance for expenses ; 
and will he state the total amount of 
fees or salaries, and also the amount of 
expenses ; whether there is a levy made 
by the Local Government Board on each 
of the pubiic bodies in Ireland whose 
accounts are audited ; and, if so, on what 
principle the levy is made; and what is 
the total amount collected in this 
manner in a single year. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Auditors 
are paid salaries, with allowances for 
travelling and subsistence. The ex- 
penditure in the financial year ended 
3lst March, 1902, was £7,873 on 
salaries, and £2,745 under the other two 
heads. The salaries and expenses of 
these officers are paid direct from the 
Vote for the Local Government Board. 
The Board is required by 35 and 36 
Vic., cap. 69, to assess such fees for the 
audit of the accounts of local bodies as 
will partly recoup the Treasury for the 
amount of their salaries and expenses. 
In fixing the amount of the charge, 
regard is had to the amount of the 
funds involved and the time involved in 
the audit. The sum collected from 
local bodies in the year mentioned was 


ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland | £4,779. 
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Pay of British Troops in India—Viewsof { to vaccination in Scotland will be placed 
Indian Council. | in the same position as in England. 
Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- | 
shire, Forest of Dean): To ask the) (Answered by Mr. Graham Murra 
: A y.) The 
Secretary of State for India when he| act t) which the hon. Member refers 
proposes to circulate the Papers con-| i, ap English Act. There is no such 


taining the observations of the Viceroy | . . : 
eal th teailinns of bis Commi cn tha | oa = to Scotland which expires 


pay of the British troops in India. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George| _ Sheep Scab—Compulsory Dipping. 
Hamilton.) I am afraid that I am unable, Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): To 
at present to name a date for the publica- | @8k the President of the Board of Agri- 
tion of the Papers referred to in the culture whether, in view of the outbreak 
Question, as certain details preliminary °f scab amongst the flocks of the United 


to arbitration have to be settled before | Kingdom, especially in England, he will 
| consider the advisability of introducing a 


'measure for the compulsory dipping of 


: vannuation } | sheep for the prevention of scab, having 
Pee Eepeeenanine te Deetent. ‘regard to the fact that sheep scab has 


Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire): To heen prevented in New South Wales by 


the correspondence will be complete. 


ask the Lord Advocate, seeing that in | 
their Report on the Police Superannua- | 
tion (Scotland) Bill, introduced in 1901, 
the Select Committee concur in the view | 
that there should not be a great difference | 


in the attractions provided by the English | 


as against the Scotch service, and that, 


as stated in the Report, the Scottish | 


police would be willing to accept as 


satisfactory less than the increased scale | 
suggested in said Bill, whether he can | 
now hold out some hope of bringing in | 


Bill thi ion to deal wi | 
ihe ie te Soe wee ee 'a further reduction of the disease. I 


question on the lines suggested by the 
Report. 


(Answered by Mr. Graham Murray.) The | 
Secretary for Scotland is unable to depart 
from the answer which was given to the 
hon. Member last session,+ viz., that in | 
view of the terms of the Report of the | 
Select Committee he is not at present | 
prepared to bring in a Bill dealing with | 
the subject. 


Vaccination in Scotland—English and | 
Scotch Regulations. 


Sm JOHN LENG (Dundee) : To ask | 


| 


such compulsory legislation. 


(Answered by Mr. Hanbury.) Although 
there was a slight increase in the number 
of outbreaks reported in Great Britain 
last year as compared with 1901, it was 
still very much lower than in any of the 
last ten years before 1901. I hope, how- 
ever, that the effect of the Bill which I 
have announced my intention to introduce 
to enable local authorities to enforce the 
compulsory dipping of sheep will lead to 


gather from the information before me 
that the legislation in New South Wales 
to which the hon. Member refers did not 


do more than require the compulsory 
‘dipping of infected and suspected sheep, 
'and local authorities are already em- 


powered to require this to be done under 


| the Sheep Scab Order of 1898. 


| Portemeuth Dockyard _Sasteg of Steam 


oal under Water. 
Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether he has yet received 





the Lord Advocate whether the Vaccina- | the Report of the Admiral Superintendent 

tion (Scotland) Act of 1898, which expires | of Portsmouth Dockyard with reference 

this year, will be renewed; and, if so, | to the storage of steam coal under water ; 

whether the claims of Scotland to equal | and, if so, whether he can state the 

treatment with England in the supply | nature of it. 

of glycerinated calf lymph — an | 

animal vaccine station for the use of | 

vaccinators in Scotland will be recognised | PE sacnagg by. Mr. Arneld-Porsier,) ane 
: : port from Portsmouth has been 

ane Serene ter 0h own es the Seat ; | received, and is under consideration. It 

and whether the conscientious objector is proposed to make a trial on a small 


+ Sec. (4) Debates, cii., 532 and 1254. scale. 
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Compensation for Tel hic Errors— 
Case of D. O'Sullivan. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): To ask the Postmaster Genera 


whether compensation will begiven to Mr. 
Denis O’Sullivan, Killorglin, Kerry,forthe 


loss which he suffered owing to the’ 
mistake made by a telegraph clerk in | 


transmitting the price of goods in 
November last. 
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(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Yes, 
/my attention has been called to this 
|report. The Royal Commission on 
Sewage Disposal are taking evidence and 

making investigations on the subject of 
dangerous contamination of shell fish by 
sewage, with a view to ascertaining the 
measures necessary for obviating risk to 
|the public health from this cause. [ 
| have caused to be sent to the Commis- 
sion @ copy of the report referred to, and 
of other reports relating to this matter. 





(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) | 
I much regret that the mistake should | 
have occurred, but I am not in a QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
position to give compensation for the, 
loss which the sender of the telegram | South African Rebels. 
unfortunately sustained. The Post CoLonEL NOLAN (Galway, N.): I beg 
Office is not liable for any loss or | to ask the First Lord of the Treasury if 
damage which may be incurred by | he will grant a return of all sentences 
reason or on account of any mistake or | passed and executed on all rebels born in 
default in the transmission or delivery the Cape or Natal Colonies where the 
of a telegram, and due notice of this is crime was simple rebellion ; or, if this 








given on the telegram forms used by the return would be costly or tedious to 


public. }obtain, would he now state what was 

the ordinary or average sentence en- 

R.A.MC. Militia. forced against Cape or Natal rebels. 
Captain JESSEL (St. Pancras, S.):, 

To ask the Secretary of State for War | e. PRIME pont Ae ows 
whether the Royal Army Medical Corps | aa Tie S- 
Militia is under orders for immediate BALFouR, Manchester, E.): Under the 
disembodiment ; and, if so, whether | ©#P¢ Indemnity Act special tribunals 
employment will preferentially be given WT? established, and the rank and file 
to officers of the Militia in cases where | Tebels were disfranchised for five years. 
officers of the Royal Army Medical | That Act expired in April, 1901, and 
Corps are not available. after that date rebels were tried by 

| military courts-martial, and the return 


.,,| Of the sentences of the military courts 
percocet A a pov J ia dom has been published. At the end of the 


‘ mics : ; war all unexpired sentences of the 
Medical Corps Militia will be disem- _+: : 
bodied on 28th February and the| military courts were reviewed by Lord 


Te ' Alverstone’s Commission, the report of 
remaining four on 31st March. Prefer-| which has been issued as a Parliamentary 
ence will be given to officers of the 


Royal Army Medical Corps Militia who paper. At the time of the surrender of 


the Boer forces it was decided that the 
apply and are recommended for employ-|pank and file of the rebels who sur- 
ment in cases where officers of the 


: | rendered should be disfranchised for life, 
Royal Army Medical Corps are not and a proclamation was issued giving 


available. effect to this. The Natal Government 
‘ v give it as their opinion that the rebels 
Pollution of Fish by Sewage. 'should be dealt with according to the 


Sim JOSEPH DIMSDALE (London): law of the Colony. I have no further 
To ask the President of the Local | information in regard to Natal, but I 
Government Board whether his atten-| have no doubt it can be obtained if the 
tion has been called to a recent report | hon. and gallant Member so desires. 
of the medical officer of health for the | 
city of London on shell fish and sewage ; | Publicans’ Licences. 
and whether he wll take any, andifso|) Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
what, action in the matter. | dee) : I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
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Exchequer whether his attention has been 
called to the reduction in the number of 
publicans’ licences ; whether he has con- 
sidered its*effect on increasing the value 
of the remaining licences ; and whether in 
framing the next Budget he will consider 
the possibility of increasing the duty pay- 
able on publicans’ licences generally. 


*THE CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Ritcuiz, Croydon) : It 
is not usual for the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to make a statement prior to the 
Budget as to the manner in which he is 
to deal with taxation. I may say, how- 
ever, that, as the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man is no doubt aware, the duties on 
publicans’ licences are assigned to local 
authorities. It appears to me that, if the 
hon. and learned Gentleman is correct in 
assuming that reduction of public houses 
increases the value of the houses that 
remain, the question would certainly arise 
as to whether, if any increase in the 
licence duty were imposed on the remain- 
ing houses, the proceeds should not be 
applied to purposes connected with the 
reduction of licences. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON asked 
whether the right hon. Gentleman had con- 
sidered the question of the excess or mon- 
opoly value created in the licences hy the 
low rate of duty. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: In regard to that, the 
first part of my answer equally applies. 
These duties are duties which do not con- 
cern the Imperial Exchequer, but are 
allocated to the local authorities for the 
purpose of local ° 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : Do I 
understand you to say that any additional 
duty on licences which Parliament may 
impose must necessarily go to the local 
authorities ? 





*Mr. RITCHIE: I do not say that that 
necessarily is so; but it would be ex- 
tremely difficult to say that one portion 
of the licence duty should go to local 
authorities and another to Imperial. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): Does the right hon. Gentleman 
contemplate legislation on this point ? 


CotoneL NOLAN: I wish to know 
if the statement is true that the licence 
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duties go to the local authorities in 
England, why the statement is not true 
in Ireland. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: That is so in Eng- 
land—— 


CoLoneEL NOLAN: Will he make it 
so in Ireland ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Under the Local 
Government Act of 1888, and in 
Ireland under the Act of 1898. In 
regard to my right hon. friend’s (Mr. 
Lowther) inquiry, I cannot undertake to 
make any promise in regard to legislation. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER : Is it not the 
case that these taxes are collected by the Im- 
perial authorities, and made over to the 
local authorities ¢ 


*Mr. RITCHIE: That is so; they are 
collected in the ordinary way and made 
over to the local authorities. 


Swine Fever Movement Orders. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture whether he is aware that 
dissatisfaction exists amongst those 
interested in the breeding, feeding, and 
sale of pigs owing to the inconvenience 
and loss occasioned by the absence of 
definite information as to the scheduling 
of districts under the operation of the 
Swine Fever Movement Orders; and 
whether he will consider the advisability 
of officially announcing such Orders in 
the agricultural and live stock papers. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. HAnsury, 
Preston): It rests with the local 
authorities, in conformity with their 
statutory obligations, to give publicity 
to any orders of the Board, or to any 
regulations they themselves may make, 
which affect the movement of stock 
within their respective districts, and I 
am unable to interfere with their dis- 
cretion in this respect. A copy of every 
local order made by the Board under 
the Diseases of Animals Acts is sent to 
the Meat Trades Journal and to the 
Cowkeeper and Dairymen’s Journal. I 
should be happy to extend this arrange- 
ment to any other agricultural and live 
stock papers which may desire to receive 





these orders. 








803 New {COMMONS} Bills. 


804 
Postmen’s Promotions in the Manchester | partment in any serious outlay, he will 


Post Office. direct a trial of the experiment to be 
Mr. C. E. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): | made. 
I beg to ask the Postmaster General, | 
whether, in making the two last pro-| Mk. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : This 
motions to the position of head postman | proposal was brought to my notice last 
at Manchester, the claims of qualified autumn by the hon. Member for West 
senior men of good character were con-| Islington,j and I am endeavouring to 
sidered; how many such men were | find means to adopt it. An experiment 
passed over and for what reason; whether | on these lines is already being made in 
the fact that the two officers reterred to | one case, and if the hon. Member will 
were allowance owners, and that by send me in writing the names of an 
their promotion the Department saved | offices he has specially in view I shall be 





14s. a week in allowances, influenced the | 
postmaster of Manchester when making | 
his recommendations ; and whether, in 
view of the dissatisfaction caused by the 
recent promotions, he will cause inquiry 
to be made into the mode of selection at | 
Manchester for the two new appoint- | 
ments in question. 


THe POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
E.): The claims and qualifications of ail 
the postmen ranking above those who 
were promoted were fully considered, 
and the men selected for promotion, who 
stood No. 99 and 133 respectively on 
their class, where those whom I con- 
sidered*to be the best fitted to perform 
the duties of head postmen. It is the 
case that the two men in question were 
formerly in receipt of allowances which 
had been merged in their wages, but 
this circumstance did not influence my | 
choice. The selection of officers for 
promotion is always an invidious task, | 


but I do my best to treat the whole staff | 


fairly and I see no reason for opening a 


further enquiry into this case. 


Telephones in Irish Post Offices. 

Mr. McGOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg 
to ask the Postmaster General whether, | 
in view of the fact that a number of the | 
sub-post offices in Ireland have been | 
supplied with telephones for the purpose | 
of connecting them for telegraphic pur- 
poses with the head or district post 


} 


offices, and that representations have | 


happy to see what can be done. 


STANDING ORDERS. 


Ordered, That the Select Committee on 
Standing Orders do consist of Thirteen 
Members :—Sir John Brunner, Sir 


| William Coddington, Mr. John Edward 


Ellis, Sir Thomas Esmonde, Dr. Farquhar- 
son, Mr. Halsey, Mr. Humphreys-Owen, 

r. James Lowther, Sir James Rankin, 
Mr. William Redmond, Sir Mark 
M‘Taggart Stewart, Mr. Whitmore, and 
Mr odehouse were accordingly nom- 
inated Members of the Committee.—(Mr. 
Halsey.) 


SELECTION. 

Ordered, That the Committee of 
Selection do consist of Eleven Members : 
—Mr. Blake, Mr. Sydney Buxton, Sir 
John Dorington, Sir William Hart Dyke, 
Dr. Farquharson, Mr. Fenwick, Mr. 
M‘Kenna, Sir Mark M‘Taggart Stewart, 
Mr. Wharton, Mr. Wodehouse, and the 
Chairman of the Select Committee on 
Standing Orders were accordingly nom- 
inated Members of the Committee.—(Mr. 
Halsey.) 


NEW BILLS. 


PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BILL. 


“To provide for the Registration of 
Plumbers,” presented by Sir Frederick 
Dixon-Hartland ; supported by Sir James 
Rankin, Sir John Rolleston, Colonel 


been made to the postal authorities that | Nolan, Dr. Farquharson, and Mr. 


it would be of benefit to the public, | 
especially to the commercial classes, if 


Nannetti ; to be read a second time upon 
Friday 6th March, and to be printed. 


they were allowed to use these telephones | [Bill 59.] 


on the payment of a small charge, and | 
seeing that it would not involve the De- | 





+ See (4) Debates, cxv., 848. 
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PREVENTION OF DISEASE (FRUIT 
TREES) BILL. 


“To provide for the eradication of 
disease and of injurious insects amongst 
fruit trees in nursery gardens,” presented 
by Sir James Rankin ; supported by Mr. 
Henry Hobhouse, Colonel Kenyon-Slaney, 
Mr. Arkwright, and Captain Percy Clive ; 
to be read a second time upon Friday, 
15th May, and to be printed. [Bill 60.] 


TRAMWAYS (HOURS OF LABOUR) BILL. 
“To restrict the hours of labour of 
tramway workers in the United King- 
dom,” presented by Mr. Nannetti ; 
supported by Mr. Harrington, Mr Field, 
Mr. Joyce, Mr. Bell, Mr. Crean, Mr. 
Sloan, Mr. Keir Hardie, Mr. Mooney, 
Mr. Sheehan, and Mr. John Burns ; to be 
read a second time upon Friday, 22nd 
May, and to be stated. [Bill 61.] 


SCHOOL BOARD (ELECTORATE) 
SCOTLAND BILL. 

“To admit to the School Board 
Electorate of Scotland persons entitled 
to vote for the County Council Election,” 
presented by Mr. Weir; supported by 
Mr. Leveson-Gower, Mr. icol, Mr. 
Cathcart Wason, Mr. John Dewar, Mr. 
Bignold, Mr. Harmsworth, and Mr. 
Caldwell ; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday next, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 62. ] 


KING’S SPEECH (MOTION FOR AN 
ADDRESS). 

Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Question [17th February], 
“That an humble Address be presented 
to his Majesty, as followeth :— 


Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“ We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
leave to offer our humble thanks to Your 
Majesty for the Gracious Speech which 
Your Majesty has addressed to both 
Houses‘of Parliament.”—(Mr. Gretton.) 


Main Question again proposed. 


THE IRISH LAND CONFERENCE. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Water- 
ford): It is many years since any 
representative of the Irish National 
Party in this House has moved an 
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Amendment to the Address under the 
circumstances and conditions which, for 
the moment at any rate, happily apply 
to the attitude of the Irish people to the 
Government of the day. Irish Amend- 
ments to the Address almost invariably 
have been protests against the refusal of 
successive Governments to deal with 
admitted Irish grievances. But on this 
occasion the Amendment which I desire 
to move, and which stands in my name on 
the Paper, is not to be regarded as in any 
sense a hostile demonstration, but rather 
as a friendly warning aud advice to men 
who we hope and believe are engaged in 
the task of framing a great measure of 
justice and appeasement for Ireland. 
Our hopes and belief are founded on the 
declarations of the Government them- 
selves, on the declarations of the Chief 
Secretary, on the most remarkable 
speeches of the Lord Lieutenant, and on 
the remarkable speech recently made by 
the new Under Secretary for Ireland, as 
well as upon the words put by the Cab- 
inet in the King’s Speech, where the 
Sovereign is made to declare that the 
forthcoming measure is one which will 
complete the process of abolishing dual 
ownership in Ireland. Neither must 
this Amendment be taken as an attempt 
to extract from the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary any premature 
statement on this matter. All that I 
think we can fairly ask from him or 
expect from him at this moment is that 
he will give us a general assurance that 
he is engaged in an honest attempt to 
give effect in his forthcoming Land Bill 
to the general conclusions of the recent 
Land Conference. We are content, 
difficult though perhaps it may be for us 
to bide our time in patience, to give the 
right hon. Gentleman every fair and 
legitimate opportunity for the careful 
preparation of his measure. ‘The situa- 
tion in Ireland is too delicate and too 
critical, and the issues at stake are too 
vast and too vital, for any man, and 
especially anyone speaking in the name 
of the Nationalist Party in this House, 
to take the responsibility of saying or 
doing anything at this moment to in- 
crease the difficulties of the position. 
My object is the exact reverse. I desire 
to assist the right hon. Gentleman in 
coming to a just conclusion, and I 
desire to do so by making plain to the 
House of Commons the main facts of the 
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situation which exist in Ireland at this 
moment, by explaining to hon. Members 
how vast and far reaching are the issues 
at stake, how an unexpected and un- 
paralleled opportunity has arisen for a 
great measure of constructive statesman- 
ship, and how easily and how safely this 
most thorny and difficult of Irish 
questions can be settled under the cir- 
cuimstances which exist at this moment 
in Ireland. 

One of the great disadvantages 
that Ireland suffers under by being 
governed by this House is that what- 
ever may be the intentions of hon. 
Members from Great Britain, and 
however great may be their goodwill, 
they still come to the consideration 
of all Irish problems with very vague 
and imperfect knowledge. Confusion of 
mind on Irish questions, misunder- 
standings of Irish views, and an imperfect 
knowledge of the real facts of the situa- 
tion—all these things are, it seems to 
me, necessarily inherent in an assembly 
constituted as is the House of. Ggmmons. 
. Of the meaning and conseqtences of 
recent events in Ireland there is in this 
country—it is manifest from the com- 
ments in the public journals—consider- 
able misunderstanding, and, of course, 
that misunderstanding exists in this 
House also. The great event which 
distinguishes the present political situa- 
tion in Ireland from every situation which 
has existed since the Union, is the recent 
agreement which has been come to between 
the representatives of the landlords and 
the representatives of the tenants as to 
the final settlement of the Irish Land 
question, and it cannot but be to the 
advantage of this House—it cannot but 
be of advantage to the right hon. Gentle- 
man in the task that is before him, that 
the House of Commons should be made 
clearly to understand how this Conference 
came about ; what authority it had to 
speak on the question, what were exactly 
the proposals that it made, and how those 
proposals have been received in Ireland 
by the two great classes concerned in 
this question of the settlement of the 
land. When the idea of holding such a 
Conference was first put forward, the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary 
published a most remarkable statement— 
a statement which every one at once 
recognised was bound to have far reach- 
ing effects on the future of this question. 


Mr. John Redmond. 
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He said that no English Government 


could settle this question, but that the 
settlement must depend upon an agree- 
ment between the landlords and the 
tenants, and that the function of the 
Government was to afford facilities for 
the carrying out of any such agreement. 
These were his words— 

“No Government can settle the Irish Land 
question. It must be settled by the parties 
interested. The extent of useful action on the 
ee of any Government is limited to providing 
facilities in so far as that may be possible for 
giving effect to any settlement arrived at by 
the parties.” 


The agreement of which the right hon. 
Gentleman spoke has been arrived at in 
Ireland, and it now remains for him to 
fulfil his part of the great work in pro- 
viding in his Bill the facilities that will 
be necessary to carry that agreement into 
effect. How, Sir, did this conference 
come about? A few short years ago, 
indeed I think I might safely say a few 
short months ago, the idea that the two 
contending parties in this terrible conflict 
could be brought together and could 
agree upon terms of settlement of the 
dispute seemed wild and almost insane. 
Unfortunately these two parties have 
been separated by a lamentable history. 
They were separated to a large extent 
by race, creed, and political aspira- 
tions. They were separated by memories 
of sufferings, bloodshed and crime, by 
memories of eviction and depopulation, 
and the scattering of the Celtic race all 
over the world. They were in addition 
separated by the belief—a belief which 
for my part I never entertained at all— 
they were, I say, separated by the 
belief which was current in Ireland even 
until the other day, that their interests 
were really divergent. But in recent 
years events have travelled very fast in 
Ireland, and the minds of men have 
widened. The landlords in Ireland 
have come to recognise the hard fact 
that the days of their ascendency and 
power have gone for ever, while the 
tenants have come to recognise the fact 
and, in my judgment, not one moment too 
soon, that the indefinite continuation of 
this land war meant the industrial ruin 
of their country, and each side thus has 
come gradually but surely to the con- 
clusion that peace is the highest interest 
of both. Whatever opinions may have 
been held, whether the landlords believed 
that the continuation of the struggle for 
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another generation would see the final 
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scattering of the Celtic race, or whether, t 
| of the tenants if the tenants so desired. 


|That moderate suggestion was rejected 


on the other side, the tenants believed 
that the fourth fixing of judicial rents 
would ruin, destroy and exterminate the 
landlords, whatever views might have 
been held on these points in the past, 
both sides have now come to the con- 
clusion that their highest interest is to 
bring this conflict to a speedy end. The 


whole country is sick and tired of ped- | 


and tinkering with this question. 
Only to-day I read a letter in one of the 
London papers from an Irish landlord 


who wound up by using these emphatic | 


words—“ For God’s sake let us have no 
more peddling Land Bills.” The feel- 
ing strongest in the minds of the Irish 

le of all classes is that this question 
should be settled, and it seems a strange 
thing to me to be able to say that 
Iam convinced that the measure of the 
right hon. Gentleman of last year has 
been the final influence in bringing both 
classes together at this moment. He 
may not, perhaps, take that as a compli- 
ment, and, honestly, it is not intended as 
one. But both sides in Ireland denounced 
his Bill of last year; both landlords and 
tenants. And why? Because they saw 
in it no hope whatever of a settlement of 
the land question. They only saw in it 
one more attempt to approach this ques- 
tion, and they made up their minds that 
the only hope in the near future of ob- 
taining a measure to settle the Irish land 
question was to unite their forces, and to 
press upon the Government terms which 
would be fair to each side, and which 
would effect a complete and final settle- 
ment of this war which, for so many 
centuries, has ‘devastated and desolated 
their country. 


How the conference came about may 
be very briefly stated. A respected 
Irish landlord, Mr. Talbot Crosby, made 
a proposal that a conference should be 


held between the representatives of | 


the landlords and of the tenants. He 
made his proposal to what was called 
the Landowners’ Convention, which is 
an organisation adopted quite recently, 


and, so far as I know, is the authorised | 


pee ess of the landlords in Ireland. 
e 


principle of a conference, if the sug- | 
gestion came to them from the tenants. | 


He did not ask the,landowners to take 
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| the initiative. 


proposed to this Landowners’ Con- | 
vention that they should agree to the | 
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He only asked them 
to agree to meet. the representatives 


with scorn by the Landowners’ Conven- 
tion, and, as far as my information goes, 
it did not receive a seconder. At any 
rate it was unanimously rejected, and the 
vet fell tothe ground. Then Captain 

hawe Taylor, the son of a landlord in 
the West of Ireland, with a directness 
'and audacity which took away men’s 
breath in Ireland, issued in his own name 
an invitation to representatives of the 
landlords and tenants. He said “ Why 
go to the Landowners’ Convention, or 
why go to the United Irish League? I 
will invite a conference myself.” He 
accordingly issued an invitation to Lord 
Barrymore, to the Duke of Abercorn, to 
Lord Clonbrock, and to the hon. and 
gallant Member for North Armagh, as 
representing the landowners, while as the 
representatives of the tenants he invited 
the hon. Member for Cork, the Lord 
Mayor of Dublin, the Member for 
South Tyrone, and myself. When that 
proposal was made we, on the tenants’ 
side, felt ourselves in somewhat of a 
difficulty, because on the one hand we 
did not know what authority he had to 
make such a suggestion, and on the other 
hand we recognised that the landlords, 
names could be taken as representatives 
of their class, and we felt that it would 
be a very grave responsibility to refuse 
on the part of the tenants to meet those 
gentlemen. Accordingly we accepted 
the invitation, but the landlords refused 
to meet us, and this proposal, like 
Mr. Talbot Crosby’s, fell absolutely to 
the ground. Public opinion, however, 
had been moving in Ireland in the mean- 
time, and a number of independent land- 
lords who did not believe that their class 
was adequately represented by the Land- 
owners’ Convention came together and 
formed a Committee, of which Lord Dun- 
raven was elected Chairman. They at 
once took steps to test the real opinions 
of the landowners of Ireland. They 
issued voting papers to every landlord 
who owned over 500 acres, and they put 
to him the question, “Are you for or 
against a conference?” The result was, 
certainly to me, most surprising. By a 
‘majority of nearly three to one, the 
landowners of Ireland voted in favour of 


_a conference, although, as I have pointed 
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out, landowners who owned less than 500| the right hon. Gentleman and the 
acres, a class of men who, because they Government reject that compromise, 
were small and poor would naturally | then each side is relegated back to its 
have been most anxious to vote in favour | position. The position then will be that 
of a conference, were excluded. It at|the peace negotiations are at an end 
once became evident that the Landowners’ and the peace negotiators will be free 


/to go back to their individual hostile 


Convention did not really represent the 
opinions of the mass of the Irish land- 


Lord Dunraven’s Committee took measures 


eee es: Cenneeenen. | Shay Ce) ae, subsidiary matters I do not intend 


| to deal. 


an invitation, not to individuals but to 
the Irish Parliamentary Party as a body. 
I received a letter asking me to bring the 
question before that Party, and to invite 


it to elect delegates on behalf of the |“ 
‘evicted tenants, 


tenants to meet representatives who 
would be so elected on behalf of the land- 
lords. The Irish. Party selected the 
Member for Cork, the Lord Mayor of 
Dublin, and myself, and they suggested 
in addition that, in order that the tenants 
in the North of Ireland should be ade- 
quately represented, the Member forSeuth 
Tyrone should also be one of the de- 
legates. The Landowners’ Convention 
was asked to assist in the selection of the 
Landlords’ delegates, but refused. And 
Lord Dunraven’s Committee itself have 
made the selection, choosing Lord Dun- 
raven, Lord Mayo, Colonel Poer, and 
Colonel Everard to meet the tenants’ de- 
legates. Certainly it wasastrange and fate- 
ful meeting. I well remember the feelings 
I heard expressed on all sides in Ireland 
at the time; men shrugged their shoulders 
with incredulity, and poured ridicule 


lords, and, emboldened hy that knowledge, a 


What was the nature of the 
compromise which was arrived at? 


I think it would be foolish, 


_and perhaps injurious, to do so, even 


on the idea that such a gathering could | 


ever come to a unanimous decision. 
Extreme men on all sides scoffed at the 


it. 


though they may raise such acute and 
important questions as that of the 
and similar matters 
which naturally arouse the keenest 
anxiety in the popular mind in Ireland. 
Sir, figures, calculations. percentages, 
the number of years’ purchase, and 
matters of that kind, I put at present 
on one side; I want simply to impress 
on the House of Commons the broad, 
vital facts of the situation as they now 
are. It was agreed at that Conference 
that on the one side the Jandlords in 
the settlements should receive such 
financial treatment as would substan- 
tially leave them their net second term 
rentals—their net rental as fixed after 
the second revision of rents, under the 
Act of 1891, and thus they would be 
enabled to sell their estates, and still be 
in a position to continue to live in the 
country. It was agreed, on the other 
hand. that the tenants should be enabled 
to buy at much the same price as they 
had been buying in the immediate past 


under the existing Land Acts, so that, 
idea that any good could come out of | 


But in the end the doubters were | 


put to silence by the production of a' 


unanimous report—a unanimous report 
arrived at by compromises, and by 


with no indefinite prolongation of the 
transaction, they should obtain an im- 
mediate reduction of a most substantial 


character in their annual payments in 


the large concessions, both of interest | 


and sentiment, made by both parties for 
the sake of peace. And here let me say 


comparison with their twice revised and 
twice reduced judicial rents. This is 
not the time or place to go into details. 
It is enough for me to state generally 


one word to the right hon. Gentleman, | that that was the nature and substance 
which I think it necessary to say. The |of the agreement come to. But it is 


compromise agreed to at the conference 
was a compromise agreed to in view of 
the coming Land Bill. If the coming 
Land Bill rejects the report of that con- 
ference, then the compromise goes. 
Nobody suggests that that compromise 
is a compromise which is to stand for 
ever. No., If, in a moment of incon- 
ceivable folly and unreasonable timidity, 


Mr. John Redmond. 





necessary that I should say something 
more. It is necessary for me to state 
that the compromise agreed to in that 
room has been accepted by both parties all 
through the country. Naturally, there 
has been the keenest interest in this 
matter and widespread discussion. 
Practically every representative public 
board in Ireland has discussed this 
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matter, and, in my personal recollection 
of Irish politics, I have never seen such 
a unanimous declaration of opinion. 
The Irish Parliamentary Party, which, 
of course, is a party elected in the main 
by tenant farmers, unanimously endorsed 
the findings of this conference, and 
accepted, on behalf of the tenants, this 
compromise. The United Irish League— 
on which however the Chief Secretary 
and I may differ as toits power, is, he has 
admitted, a body containing 1,300 or 
1,400 branches, almost entirely composed 
of tenant farmers—has, through its 
governing body, unanimously accepted 
this compromise. The County Councils 
all through the country, north, south, 
east, and west, have passed unanimous 
resolutions accepting the compromise on 
the part of the people. The District 
Councils have done the same, and, 80 
far as I am concerned, I have not seen 
any single expression of opinion rejecting 
this compromise coming from any body 
of tenants in any part of Ireland. 
And now, what about the landlords ? 
The Landowners’ Convention, which 
had obstructed the conference up to the 
very last, and which, when it was 
actually sitting in the Mansion House 
derided it and scoffed at it, has unani- 
mously passed a resolution thanking the 
conference for its work, and accepting 
the compromise which has been arrived 
at. So far, therefore, as Ireland is con- 
cerned, so far as all classes are con- 
cerned, they have come to an absolute 
agreement to accept this compromise at 
this conference between landlords and 
tenants. 


But there is a third portion of 
the compromise, the acceptance of 
which does not rest with landlords or 
tenants, but does rest with the Govern- 
ment. The compromise which was 
arrived at by us is impossible of fulfil- 
ment without State aid. I want to be 
very precise and clear on this point. 
The basis, and the necessary basis, of 
the conference agreement and scheme 
was that State aid should be provided. 
I can explain this in a very few words. 
Our scheme provided a certain financial 
treatment for the landlords, and a certain 
financial treatment also for the tenants. 
But that left a gap between what the 
tenants might fairly be expected to pay, 
and what the landlords might fairly 
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expect to get. The whole basis of the 
compromise arrived at by us at the 
Mansion House was that the State should 
be asked to fill up that gap. It has been 
suggested that the gap could be filled up 
in some other way. It has been 
suggested, for example, that it could be 
filled up by some of those financial 
juggles with which the Treasury are so 
familiar, and which by an absurd pro- 
longation of the term of repayment, or 
by some other device of that sort, would, 
in the end, directly or indirectly, make 
the tenants provide all or the greater 
part of the money necessary to fill up the 
gap. I respectfully warn the right hon. 
Gentleman and the Government against 
listening to any such suggestion as that, 
The unanimous spirit and intention of 
the agreement would be violated by any 
such scheme, and I have no hesitation in 
saying, so far as the tenant farmers of 
Ireland are concerned, that any attempt 
by financial jugglery or indirect means, 
to put upon their shoulders the burden 
of providing the money to fill up this 
gap, would be resented and vigorously 
opposed, and would most unquestionably 
ruin the seheme. ‘This proposal is a 
voluntary proposal. If it is to be of any 
value in the settlement of the question, 
the tenants must be willing to buy and 
the landlords must be willing to sell, and 
if by any of your Treasury juggles, of 
which we have had some experience in 
Ireland in the past, you put, in any 
indirect way, on the shoulders of the 
tenant, a burden which is unjust, which 
he cannot bear, and which he ought not 
to undertake, then your Bill will be a 
dead letter and your condition will be 
worse, while the compromise suggested 
will be gone. This I do say, as represent- 
ing the tenants, that this compromise 
goes to the extreme limit of conciliation 
and concession, Some people perhapsthink 
we went too far. I am not one of those. 
Iam oneof those who believe that whatever 
happens, whether the Government intro- 
duce an adequate Land Bill or not, the 
exhibition of reasonableness, conciliation, 
and compromise, made by the tenants on 
this occasion, will be a valuable asset on 
their side in any struggle that they may 
have to make in the future. I say we 
went to the extreme limits of concession, 
and the agreement that we came to in 
the name of the tenants will, if the 
Government puts it into their Land Bill, 





815 The Irish 


be accepted cheerfully by them and un- 
animously by us. 

What, after all, is the nature of 
the State aid of which I am speak- 
ing? I am very glad to see the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer present. 
We know he is an eminently reason- 
able man, and I want to put this case 
before him and the Government. 
When I speak of State aid I am not 
speaking of the ordinary credit trans 
action—the use of the Imperial credit 
to enable the loans to be pleaded with. 
So far as Imperial credit is concerned, 
I am not called upon to argue that 
at all. Its policy has been decided by 
successive Houses of Parliament ex- 
tending over the last fifteen or twenty 
years. For the last twenty years it 
has been the policy to use State 
credit in order to enable a trans- 
action to be carried out. That policy 


has been approved by Government after 
Government, and Parliament after Par- 
liament, and what is more useful to us 
is that the safety of the transaction has 
been absolutely proved. I was reading 
the other day a statement made in the 
‘year 1890 by the most distinguished 


statesman of the day, when he was 
opposing the Government Land Pur- 
chase Bill of that time. His chief 
objection was that undoubtedly there 
would be unpunctuality in the pay- 
ment of the instalments and some- 
thing in the way of repudiation by the 
tenants in the future. Both those state- 
ments have been falsified. What was 
the story the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary had to tell the House as 
to the honesty with which this has been 
carried out by the tenants? Between 
70,000 and 80,000 tenants in Ireland 
have been transformed from tenants 
into owners by the use of State credit, 
and £20,000,000 have been used for 
these transactions. Now how does the 
matter stand as regards arrears? There 
is not a penny due on account of arrears. 
A more complete proof of the safety of 
this policy could not be adduced. I pass 
from that, therefore, and say I am not 
called upon to argue the policy of State 
aid and its safety. When I speak of State 
aid, I mean money advanced for the 
purpose of filling up the gap between 
what the tenant can afford to pay and 
the landlord afford to take. Let me 


Mr. John Redmond. 
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remind the House. In the year 1898, in 
order to make the passing of the Local 
Government Bill for Ireland as they 
considered safe, the Government pro- 
posed to lift off the shoulders of the 
landlords the whole of their share of the 
we! rates and put it upon the Imperial 
und. That amounted to£300,000 a year, 
and represented a capital sum of some 
millions. That was done without a 
murmur on the part of the great majority 
of the House. The British taxpayer is 
not invoked to protest against his money 
being used in this way. The whole case 
was met by the first Lord of the Trea- 
sury and others who had advocated it 
by pointing out to the English Members 
that this was the great national policy 
of conferring the right of good 
government on Ireland, in conformity 
with what had been done in England 
and Scotland, and in order to put out 
of question the safety of that transac- 
tion, this money was required, and it 
was forthwith voted. But is it seriously 
to be argued that when this large sum 
of money was provided without a word 
to grease the wheels of county govern- 
ment in Ireland, that a moderate and 
temporary use of money is to be denied 
to carry out the greatest national policy, 
which, if successful, will transform Ire- 
land and put an end almost at once 
to those features which have made the 
history of Ireland so sad and deplorable 
a study in the past. Let me say from the 
purely Irish point of view, in making 
this demand, we say we are not asking 
you to give us one penny. 

Twenty years ago Sir Robert Giffen, 
in those days recognised as one of your 
chief financial experts, declared in an 
interesting letter which I came across 
the other day that Ireland at that time 
was paying more in taxes than her fair 
share, comparing her resources with 
those of Great Britain, and he showed 
by calculations that the Imperial 
Exchequer, at the time, twenty years 
ago, was getting out of Ireland 
£3,200,000 more than was her due. 
We all know that things have not stood 
still since; we know that Ireland’s taxes 
have increased by millions since that 
time, and it is no answer, I respectfully 
urge, to say the taxation of Great Britain 
has increased in the same ratio. Great 
Britain is a rich country and is able 
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to afford, if she chooses, the luxury 
of South African wars, but to put 
a proportion of that cost on Ireland inflicts 
the greatest hardships on one of the 
rest countries in the world. Since 
then the Financial Relations Commission 
sat. Iam not so foolish as to argue that 
question in the course of my present 
observations. But the fact remains that 
a Commission appointed by yourselves, 
manned by yourselves—by your greatest 
financial experts—declared that Ireland 
was over-taxed on a comparison of her 
wealth with that of Great Britain. The 
finding of that Commission has been 
disputed, but has not been disproved. 
It holds the field, and as every one 
who has listened to every debate upon 
the findings of that Commission knows, 
even those who dispute the accuracy 
of the finding, like the late Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, have not ventured to 
deny that in this matter of taxation, 
by reason of her poverty Ireland has 
been hardly treated by this country in 
the past. The least that we may ask 
is that this great chance of peace should 
not be jeopardised and lost by the want 
of a little help from the Exchequer. If 
this is to be of any value at all, it in- 
volves a great national policy. No man 
alive can put into pounds, shillings, and 
pence the value this great settlement 
will have, not only to Ireland, but to 
this country in the future. I know 
there are leaders of political parties on 
both sides of the House who think the 
disposal of this question would finally 
dispose of the question of Home Rule. 
That is not a correct view of our opinion. 
In my opinion, the result would be the 
exact reverse, but I have no hesitation in 
making this admission, that the settlement 
of this land question would undoubtedly 
remove almost immediately the cause of 
much turbulence and disaffection, and so 
moderate the hatred of classes, and soften 
the asperities of politica llife in Ireland, 
as to smooth and make easy the path 
towards other policies in the future. 


Many years ago Mr. John Bright dealt 


with this question. Mr. Bright, in one 
sense, might be called the father of the 
policy of land purchase, although it is 
quite true he never contemplated its 
complete operation. He only suggested 
partial application of the principle of 
land purchase. But he made some pro- 
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posals on this question of land purchase 
which I ain afraid have been forgotten by 
many of his political admirers. Among 
those proposals he suggested that absen 
tee landlords should be compulsorily 
bought out at 20 per cent. in excess of 
the market value of the land, and he 
proposed that that money should be 
provided by the Imperial Exchequer. 
There is another way of looking at this 
matter, even if you disregard the idea 
that this should be regarded as a great 
national policy. In the carrying out of 
this, what would be best and most 
economical? To take a niggardly view 
of the financial requirements? If you 
look at it simply as a matter of pounds, 
shillings, and pence, this is not a pro- 
posal which involves any loss or risk to 
the British taxpayer. Ireland at present 
is the poorest and the most extrava- 
gantly governed country in Europe. 
We know the reason of the enormous 
cost of the Irish administration. It has 
been admitted by the Chief Secretary 
himself that the rent-fixing machinery 
—the land court—alone costs £150,000, 
and our police cost £1,500,000. We have 
four times the number of police in Ire- 
land that they have in Scotland, and that 
is not necessitated by the state of crime, 
because, of course, it is a matter of uni- 
versal admission that, so far as ordinary 
crime is concerned, Ireland compares 
most favourably with Scotland or Great 
Britain. The Chief Secretary himself 
admitted, with commendable candour, 
that the very large force of police in 
Ireland was due to the land question. 
Settle the land question, and the [police 
of Ireland ought to cost not a fourth 
more than they do in Scotland. I only 
allude to this matter to make this point, 
that even if you put on one side the idea 
that this is a great national policy, on 
which the future prosperity and happi- 
ness of a whole nation -depends, and 
regard it simply as a matter of pounds, 
shillings, and pence, you would find the 
money necessary to carry your policy 
out would be more than met by the 
saving in your expenses of government 
in the next few years. To sum up, to 
carry out this compromise which has 
been accepted by the landlords and by 
the tenants, some State assistance is 
required. The actual amount required 
is, in our opinion, comparatively small, 
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and would certainly be covered by | if he is thorough in his policy the result 
economies in the immediate future. | in the future of carrying that policy into 
You owe something to Ireland on the effect will be like the waving of a fairy 


basis of taxation. 


May I, without| wand over a distracted and poverty- 


offence, say that you owe something | stricken country, calling out peace from 
to the Irish landlords? They have been turbulence, and wealth from poverty. 
your garrison in Ireland, and if now they | If this Irish land question is settled on 
are in a position, with ruin staring them | 
in the face, and there is an opportunity | 
of rescuing them from that position, I | 


certainly think you are in honour bound 
to go to their relief, at any rate to a 
moderate extent. But, as the great 
reason for the whole of this demand, I 


say that thisis a great national policy | 


the basis of an occupying proprietary on 
the terms suggested by the Conference, 
a new Ireland will have been called 
into existence, and by the free industry 
of the people you will be making an 


|addition to the industrial wealth of 


of appeasement, the value of which 
no man can appraise in mere pounds, | 
field at home for their industry, instead 
of driving them, generation after genera- 


shillings, and pence. 


The situation in Ireland is very 
strange at this moment. 
hope, but because it is so full of hope 
it contains in itself a menace of danger. 
To raise the hopes of a whole people 
to the highest pitch of expectation by 
the speeches of the Chief Secretary, the 
Lord Lieutenant, and the Under Secre- 
tary, and by a declaration in the King’s 
Speech, and then to dash those hopes to 
the ground, would be neither a safe nor 
a sane proceeding. At this moment the 
hearts of the whole of the people of 
Ireland are filled with a confident hope ; 
crime is unknown; coercion has been 
suspended ; class animosities, for the 
moment at any rate, are at an end; a 
united Ireland stands at the Bar of this 
House to-day and asks for the concession 
of this great measure of justice and 
appeasement. The whole people are 
waiting in painful and strained anxiety 
for the realisation of the hopes based 
upon your own declarations. It is, in 
truth, a veritable truce of God. It is 
not an exaggeration to say that the 
whole Irish people at this moment are 
thrilling with the expectation of deliver- 
ance from that which was once called by 


It is full of | 


Ireland as surely as if you were able to 
call up countless thousands of rich new 
acres from the sea. By this policy you 
will be offering to the Irish people a new 


tion, as you have done in the past, to 


|take across the ocean into other lands 


the strong arms, the brave and faithful 
hearts, and the bright intellects, which 


ought to be occupied at home in creating 


national thrift and happiness. 


the prosperity and happiness of their own 
land; you will remove the enmity and 
hatred between classes, and inaugurate 
a new era of peaceful industry, and of 
Do not, 
I beg of you, lightly throw away this 
golden opportunity, such as which no 
man living has ever witnessed before, 
and noneof us, if it is rejected now, will see 
again. Do not reject it; on the contrary 
grant to the blessed influences of the 
moment, and to the united, peaceful 
demands of both parties concerned 
and of all classes in Ireland, this 
great measure of justice, remem ber- 
ing, as you ought to remember, 
that if you refuse this reform now, 


| England will be forced to grant it 


_ dismay. 


the late Lord Dufferin “the perennial | 


desolation of a lovely and fertile island.” 
Never in the history of this House had a 
Government a greater or more blessed 
opportunity of carrying to fruition a 
great and blessed policy. I would beg 
the right hon. Gentleman to have the 


courage to be thorough in his policy, to’ 


recognise that the time has passed for 
any further patching of, or peddling with, 


sometime in the future, and perhaps 
under the pressure of such circumstances 
as no man can contemplate without 
While, as I said at the 
commencement of my speech, I do not 
expect a revelation of his Bill, I do hope 
the Chief Secretary will make some 
general declaration which will stimulate 
the confidence of the Irish people that 
they are on the eve of a settlement of 
this great question. I beg to move. 


Mr. CONDON (Tipperary, E.): I 


this question, and I am convinced that | beg to second the Amendment. 


Mr. John Redmond. 
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Amendment proposed— 


«‘ At the end of the Question, to add the words: 
« And we humbly represent to your Majesty that 
jt is in the highest interest of the State that 
advantage should be taken of the unexampled | 
opportunity created by the Land Conference 
agreement for putting an end to agrarian 
troubles and conflicts between classes in Ireland 
by giving the fullest and most generous effect 
to the Land Conference Report in the Irish 
land-purchase proposals announced in the 
Speech from the Throne.”—(Mr. John 

edmond. ) 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY To THE 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND 
(Mr. WynpHAM, Dover): We have 
listened to a speech from the hon. and 
learned Member such as, in my recollec- 
tion, which extends over not many 
years, but still as far back as the year 
1887, has not been made in this House 
by any hon. Member in the position 
which he holds. It would be quite 
beside the mark, and an improper pro 
ceeding, to compliment the hon. and 
learned Member on what he has said. 
In this matter I am acting quite 
independently of the hon. and learned 
Member, and if he notes with satisfaction 
certain features in Irish life, I need not 
echo what he said. I say on my own 
initiative that I note those features, and 
I find that they are remarkable, and that 
they do carry with them some portents 
of hope. The hon. and learned 
Member at the outset of his speech de- 
clared that he would content himself with 
giving a friendly warning, and that he 
would not attempt to extract from me 
any premature stafement on the Irish 
land purchase question. I am sorry 
thatin his last words he went back a 
little from that position, and expressed 
the hope that although no declaration 
would be extracted from me, I should 
use some general words which would 
confirm—what expectation in Ireland ? 
That is the point. In the latter part 
of his speech he came back very closely 


to the text of the Amendment, and that | 


Amendment and the latter part of his 
speech do invite from me a pronounce. 
ment upon the very 
document to which the hon and learned 
Member alluded throughout his speech, 
viz.,the report of the Land Conference. 
But such a pronouncement if it were at 
all favourable would be taken in 
Ireland to be an official imprimatur 


{25 Fepruary 1903} 
| upon the report. 


‘that, it 


remarkable | 


‘the report of this conference. 
papers have been discussing nothing 
‘else on the scale I have ventured to 
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More than that, it 
would be taken in Ireland to be an 
official imprimatur and _ acceptance 
of any interpretation which has been 
placed on that report. More than 
would be taken as an 
official acceptance of every deduction 
which has been drawn from any inter- 
pretation which has been placed on 
that report. As many interpretations 
have been placed upon it, and as many 
deductions have been drawn from those 
interpretations, every man in Ireland 
who holds a view as to what that 
report embodies, would be at perfect 
liberty to charge me with a breach of 
faith if ultimately the Bill of the 
Government did not embody the pre- 
cise deduction which he drew from the 
precise interpretation which he placed 
upon that report. 


Hon. Members who represent English 
constituencies were not until this after- 
noon, and perhaps are not even now, after 
listening to the eloquent speech which has 
been addressed to the House, fully seised 
of the profound impression which this 
report has created in Ireland. Hon. 
Members who sit for English con- 
stituencies read, maybe, the Irish news 
in the English newspapers, but they do 
not read all the Irish newspapers, and 
they probably have no conception of the 
jact that ever since this report was 
published every leading article, and 
from two to four columns per diem of 
correspondence in every newspaper have 
been devoted to this report, to what it 
means, to what may be hoped from it, 
and to whether it will be adopted or 
not. In England we do not go so far in 
our journalistic enthusiasm. The topic 
of the moment—army reform, it may be, 


or the unemployed —is discussed for 


days and weeks, but the moment 
comes when suddenly you find the 
leading article is about something else— 
the advent of spring or the end of the 
hunting season—and in the correspon- 
dene? columns you find that somebody 
has heard a cuckoo in the month of 
March. But in Ireland there has been 
greater earnestness and persistence over 


The 


indicate. But the interpretations placed 
upon the Report in the newspapers and 
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the deductions drawn from those 
interpretations have been 
divergent. Those who have revelled in 
this voluminous exegesis have not 
arrived at identical conclusions. 

Then I come back to the question I 
put first: Can I hope that any pro- 
nouncement I might make on the 
meaning of the report would fare 
better at the hands of those who in 
Ireland would comment upon it? Let 
me give an illustration of what I mean. 
If I said, for example, that the report was 
instinct with good sense and good feeling, 
and that it reflects great credit on all 
those who signed it ; or if I said it was a 
momentous document, I should then be 
told that I: had officially accepted the 


report, and it would be held that I have | 


officially accepted every interpretation 
and every deduction from every inter- 
pretation upon that report. If, on the 
other hand, I said—and, if I did say it, 
it would be by way of praise and not of 
criticism—that it avoids altogether some 
of the difficulties that must be taken into 
account in arriving at a solution of this 
problem, I might awaken some morning 
and find the Government accused of 
having rejected the Dunraven Treaty. If I 
said the first without the second I should 
excite in some quarters a hope that cannot 
be fulfilled. If I said the second without 
the first, I should instil in other quarters 
fears which need not be entertained. If I 
said both—and probably ifI wereat liberty 
to make any oe aig I should say 
both—TI should only add to that specula- 
tive confusion which cannot be resolved 
until an early day when I ask leave to 


introduce a measure the intention of | 
which, at all events, will be found clearly | 


described in the gracious Speech from the 
Throne. I therefore respectfully decline 
to affix any official imprimatur to this 
important document, which, indeed, 
derives its importance from the very fact 
that it is in no sense official, that it is the 
spontaneous creation of representatives 


who do largely, perhaps wholly, represent | 
two interests in Ireland which for long. 


years have been antagonistic. 


It may be argued by some that this 
report does not come into direct collision 
with any immutable facts of politics or 
finance ; and in so far as that may be true, 
it is because the direction of this report, by 
the design of its authors, avoids or skirts 
many considerations to which weight 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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must be given in any comprehensive 
solution of the land purchase question, 
It is true, because the authors of the 
report, very wisely if I may say so, have 
confined their report to considerations of 
a partial character, in which they were 
interested and which they were entitled 
to represent. The report is only worked 
out with an approach to detail in 
‘respect of two categories of facts, very 
important, first, in respect to what [ 
may call the normal occupation hold. 
_ings — indeed, the hon. and learned 
Member said the basis of the report had 
reference to the second term rentals in 
Ireland—and in the second place, to 
the immediate interests of two 
| parties in these normal occupation hold- 
ings—namely, those who are in a posi- 
tion to sell under the Land Acts whom 
we often inaccurately term landlords, 
and the actual occupiers of the soil, 
It does but glance at the problem of 
congestion and at the position of 
those who have lost the right to 
have rents fixed and are under 
agreements; it does but glance 
at the due allocation of such land as 
may be available, and which must be 
most carefully and cautiously considered 
if the tenure of agricultural land in 
Ireland is to be saved from existing 
defects and safeguarded against their 
occurrence in future. I say it glances 
off these difficulties and also off the 
tangled mass of legal embarrassments, 
and again off the effect that any system 
of land purchase may have on the 
rights and expecgations of encum- 
_brancers and remainder-men. Again — 
and I speak in praise not criticism— 
the report of the conference avoids any 
semblance of dictation or of menace to 
this House, and. the taxpayers repre 
sented in this House. On that score | 
would most warmly congratulate the 
authors of the report on maintaining 
what in diplomacy is called the 
“ correct attitude’ towards this House. 


In all these matters this House will 
| be called to judge; and it is right that 
|all of us in this House should come to 
‘consider these matters in a judicial 
'frame of mind, absolutely protected, a8 
| judges and juries are, from any ante 
| cedent attempt to deflect our judgment 
| by persuasion or coerce it by menace. 
| We must be free in this House to view 
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the measure when it is produced, and 
to exercise our absolutely free arbitra- 
ment upon it, and decide whether it is 
a sound or unsound measure of policy, 
which should be accepted or rejected by 
the House. What then, I may be asked, 
is the value, in my opinion, of this 
report? This report has already, and 
for the time being—may it be for ever— 
accomplished a work the value of which 
can hardly be over estimated. It shows 
quite clearly what the majority—the 
large majority—of Irish landlords and of 
Irish tenants separately desire and are 
mutually ready to concede. It lays 
down, what is a valuable fact to have 
stated with precision and accuracy, the 
direction of two forces and those the 
most momentous which are involved in 
this complicated problem ; and it proves 
thatthese two forces—the force of the land- 
lord interest and the force of the tenants’ 
interest—are not, as many have supposed 
and asserted, in diametrical opposition, 
but, on the contrary, that they yield a 
resultant which does not of necessity come 
into collision with any of the impediments 
or embarrassments that beset the problem 
of land purchase in Ireland. That is 
much, and that is new. 


In the vexed history of a hundred 
years of conflict and disillusion we have 
had nothing like that before. It may 
almost be called a portent. If I said 
that when the people of Ireland opened 
their newspapers one morning and read 
this report they were agreeably surprised, 
I should be understating the case ; they 
were astonished, they were exhilarated, 
they were shaken out of the mood of 
restless despondency and lifted to the 
rarer atmosphere of calm hope. I must, 
however, utter a word of warning. 
In the very suddenness, in the very mag- 
nitude of the popular impression created 
by that report, there is danger. There 
may be great danger that some inter- 
pretation has been placed upon it going 
altogether beyond the extreme verge of 
what is possible. A cold fit may follow 
a hot fit; and no one can contemplate 
without misgiving the application of 
violent alternations of temperature to an 
element so mercurial as Irish aspirations. 
Yet I would not end upon a note of 
despondency, because the despondency 
too long diffused through Ireland has 
been her greatest bane. I would end 
with a note which many would call 
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sanguine. I would say, if, as I pray and 
believe, the spirit of good sense and good 
will which animates this report is main- 
tained, as it will be by those who signed 
it, and is emulated, as it will be, I am 
sure, by this House, why, then, it is not 
idle to believe that the despondency 
which has for so long been diffused 
through all classes in Ireland will be 
dispersed, giving place to some measure 
of hope for all classes, and that measure of 
hope for all will, and must, carry with it a 
measure of charity and good will between 
all. If that be so—and may it be so— 
then Ireland will at last be placed in a 
position to acquire and lay truly those 
social foundations on which alone it is 
possible to rear the fabric of a compre- 
hensive and healthy national life. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Montrose 
Burghs): We shall all agree in admiring 
the tone and temper with which the 
Chief Secretary has approached this diffi- 
cult and embarrassing subject. We ad- 
mired the eloquence, combined with 
caution, with which he described this 
momentous document. I, speaking for 
some of those around me, may be par- 
doned if I imitate the right hon. Gentle- 
man in being cautious. When the 
Minister in charge of the ice raises the 
board marked “ dangerous,” those who 
are not responsibleand whoare awaiting 
his proposal may be excused from getting 
to close quarters with proposals to which 
my hon. and learned friend has drawn 
attention. The Chief Secretary is un- 
doubtedly right in saying this is a situa- 
tion which is absolutely new in the 
history of Jreland since the arrival of 
Strongbow on the Irish shore. 


Cot. SAUNDERSON (Armagh, N.): 


Hear, hear. 


Mr. MORLEY: I am glad to see the 
hon. and gallant Member for North 
Armagh agrees fully with the Chief 
Secretary and myself in our view of this 
document. Think what a change has 
come over the scene since the old policy 
on the Irish benches was to get rid of 
the yoke of the landlord by making his 
position intolerable. To-day the policy is 
to get rid of that yoke, if yoke it be, by 
making his positian tolerable. 
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I particularly value the phrase repeated 
by my hon. and learned friend who 
moved this Amendment, that this report 
and the Bill with which it is to some 
extent connected, must be regarded not 
as conferring a boon on one class or 
another in Ireland, but as a great act 
of State and national policy. That 
is the view with which I hope the 
whole dealing with a difficult situation 
will be undertaken by His Majesty’s 
Government. It is lamentable—I am 
not going back into history—to think 
how the one great single industry of 
Ireland has been, if I may be pardoned 
for using the word, ‘‘ bedevilled,” by the 
levity and shortsightedness of Parlia- 
ment after Parliament. It is perfectly 
clear that the right hon. Gentleman will, 
at all events, lend a sympathetic ear to 
the views expressed in the report. 
course, the whole House is well aware 
of what it is that produced the necessity 
for the report and for the proposals the 
Government are about to make. Every- 


body is aware that we have now got in 
Ireland two classes of tenants—one of 
those who by purchase pay a lower rent | 
for a limited time, and another class of 
tenants who pay a higher rent apparently | 


in perpetuity. 
A great deal has been said of dual 
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that I should like to mention them. Ag 
to the rental of Ireland, which is a figure 
much appealed to in all the discussions | 
see in Ireland and England,—deal with it 
as you may,—it is a very speculative 
figure. You cannot arrive at it fora great 
many reasons, which all who are familiar 
with the Irish land question will under- 
stand. Perhaps it is a disgrace to Irish 
Governments, and those with which I 
was concerned along with the rest, that 
they have not ascertained a proper 
authentic statement of the land rent of 
Ireland. I take it from a pretty careful 
observation of all the figures to which | 
have had access that the rental which 
you will have to deal with on the basis 
of second term rents is about £4,000,000 
a year. My hon. friend the Member for 
South Tyrone, to whose manful battle for 
the Irish tenants a great debt is owing, 
has put the figure at £4,140,000, or 
‘something of that kind. Now the case 
is this—this is what is asked in the 
report : the landlords are to havea capital 
sum which at 3 per cent., with a deduc- 
‘tion of 10 percent. for the cost of collec- 
tion, would still amount to £4,000,000. 
That, I think, is the problem. How are 
they to get the £4,000,000% Of course, 
'if that was capitalised on the basis of 
‘the Report that would mean a sum, I 








ownership. What we are talking about | am afraid, of £130,000,000. These are 
this afternoon has been produced by | details we can go into afterwards. Now 
dual occupancy. The evils of dual occu- | there 1s the position to be considered of 
pancy are quite as great as those of dual the tenants. They are to have a 
ownership. I will not go through the|15 or 20 per cent. reduction. What 
report. I will not do more than touch | Will that mean? I make out that 
the mere fringe of it. I am not quite| they pay now £4,000,000 on the 
sure that the House, the country, or the second term rents. You deduct a fifth 


Press really draw the proper distinction | of that in order to give them the 


which my hon. and learned friend drew | 2dvantage of 20 per cent., and the result 
between the two kinds of applications | i$ that you are to receive from them, if 
which are to be made to the British | ‘Bis transaction is carried through, a 
Treasury. One large and almost gigantic | 8" dling ngs a ym yong: fe 

| between £3,200,000 and £4,000,000. 


sum of money is to be loaned from the | YOu have to do is to fill up 
British Imperial Exchequer, but to be| Te Gavatt, 


. ¢ | That is a fair computation. 
ye pe cocaeas Socks a. ment will have to decide, and this House 


to be repaid. That, of course, introduces 
a completely new principle into all our 
dealings with Ireland, and makes it 
essential that we should look very closely 
at it. I should like this question to be 
reduced so far as we possibly can to 
figures. I shall not weary the House 
with many of them, but it is soimportant 
that we should be clear on the subject 


Mr. Morley. 


) will have to decide, as to whether the 
| difference is to be a free grant. It is an 
|amount, if capitalised, of £22,000,000, 
So that what we are asked for by the 
|report is a free grant capitalised of 
| about £22,000,000, and a possible lia- 

bility of £100,000,000 of loan. It is 

always useful, when considering any 

proposal from the landlords, to brin 
| their request to the test of figures. 





829 The Irish 


{25 Fepruary 1903} 


Land Conference. 830 


submit, on the best information I have | able to retrench in some way which 
been able to get on the matter, that | will seriously and materially reduce the 


these figures are about correct. 
a few remarks about the figures. The 
first is that this liability, either free 
grant or loan, is not to fall upon us at 
once, because it will take years to work 
out this scheme between landlords and 
tenants. It is very common to hear 

ople talk, when dealing with the Irish 
fand question, of the two great land 
reformers whose names are often used 
by persons not very familiar with the 
actual nature of the case. But this is 


which are contemplated, or can be con- 
templated, in Ireland It took those 


| 
| 
| 


I make | proposed free grant. 


I shall refer to one other point, and one 
only. Onthe 12th Februarythe Under Secre- 
tary made a speech in Dublin and used lan- 
guage which, I understand, has attracted 
great interest in Ireland. He referred to 
the danger to the eer after he has 
become owner of falling into the hands of 
the moneylender. In that speech he re 
capitulates in the language of a man 


| who has had experience and observation 


entirely different from any operations | in other systems of peasant proprictor- 


ships those dangers. He then says—I 


| presume, speaking the mind of the Irish 


two men more than twelve or four- | 
teen years. to get the great question | 


of land reform carried out, and I do not 
believe that; if the present Chief Secre- 
tary remains in office for twelve years, 
even he will get entirely to the end of the 
reat operation which the Report maps out 
orhim. Therefore it is that the large 
sum ] have mentioned will not fall upon us 


Government—that he should think ill 
of any proposed settlement which trans- 
ferred the ownership and which did not 


| safeguard the purchasers, though perhaps 
_ against their own will, against the money- 
lender, and against the many temptations 


in the shape of a 23d. income tax from | 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer in his | 


coming Budget. 


It will take an amount | 


of time to examine holdings and to go | 


over estates. It will not throw on us 
a burden of more than £50,000 a year. 
So much for that. 


Then another point referred to by my 
hon. and learned friend was retrenchment. 
Of course, everybody at once fixes upon 
the Royal Irish Constabulary, but you will 
not get your retrenchment there imme- 
diately, and you would not economise if | 


you did, because a great many of the men 


in Ireland to sub-division. That is a 
portion, I presume, of the Bill which I 
shall at least look forward to with the 
liveliest interest. I have always thought 
—and I have been concerned in more than 
one Irish Land Bill—that Parliament com- 
mits a great error in giving all the 
benefits of State credit to a compara- 


tively small and select class. I do not 
/mean to say that the Irish tenant 


|farmers are not something more than 


/a class. They are, no doubt, the body of 


| 


are in the prime of life, and if withdrawn | 


they would retire on long service pensions. 


There is another favourite field of mine, | 
if I had the power in Ireland, for re- | 


trenchment. It is the Irish judges. 
am not speaking a word disrespectfully 
of any Irish judge, but there are twice 
too many of them. Their salaries 
amount to £64,000 a year, and each 
judge has registrars and others making 
a large sum indeed. I think you could 
make great retrenchment there. It has 
been said that the Land Commission 
might be reduced. I am not very 
sanguine of retrenchment there. But 
in the meantime, though those retrench- 
ments will and must be slow, so also the 
demand will be slow. I shall not at 
all despair of the Chief Secretary being 


i. 





the Irish people, but still there is a large 
body outside of them in the towns— 
labourers and others. In 1886, when 


| Mr. Gladstone brought forward a large 


Irish scheme dealing with the whole 
Irish question, one of the merits of that 
rejected policy was that an Irish author- 
ity was to take 18 per cent. interest on 
the whole amount of the advances to 
the annuitants. I would say to the 
Chief Secretary, with all humility, that 
I should particularly like to see in his 
proposals, if they are to be proposals, 
some element which would give an 
interest to the punctual payment of 
those annuities, and thus confer benefits 
not only on the present occupiers of 
land in Ireland but on the Irish com 
munity at large. I fully agree with the 
hon. and learned Member for Waterford, 
who has better knowledge than I have, 
that if the Government or any party of 
Gentlemen in this House think that the 
settlement of this Irish land question, in 
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connection with which, no doubt, the Im- | purchase—thirty-three years—for their 
perial Treasury is probably about to be Irish lands. But they had to persuade 
asked to undertake new liabilities, will | the British House of Commons, and, above 
extinguish the Irish question, I do not all, the new Irish landlord—that well. 
believe it will. You will still have a known personage called John Bull—that 
+ number of men who will have an his new tenants were chiefly peaceable 
interest in keeping alive the same flame | and well-to-do, whom he might accept 
and spirit of nationality which has made without fear as tenants. Now, were the 
the question of self-government a burning , Irish tenants at the present moment 
question in this country for a great many thrifty and prosperous, and such as they 
years past. could recommend to the British Parlia- 
/ment as suitable and worthy of accept- 

CotonsL SAUNDERSON said ance? In times gone by he had often 
he did not take any part in the Land contradicted the statements of the hon. 
Conference in Ireland, although he Members opposite as to the condition 
was invited to do so. He thought he of the Irish tenants. It had been their 
knew so perfectly what the views were habit to draw a very dismal and unsatis. 
of those who met there, and that on factory picture of their condition. They 
many points they were so acutely opposed, were described as miserable, wretched, 
that he did not think his presence at that ragged, and almost starving, but he had 
Conference would add any particular brought statistics before the House to 
value to its deliberations. He did not; prove that the Irish tenants, so far 
think that the Conference would lead from being retrogressive, ragged and 
to any particularly good result. He unthrifty, had been steadily improving 
now admitted — and all had to con-, almost by leaps and bounds—statements 
fess that they sometimes might be wrong which had been generally received by 
—that the Conference had, on the whole, | hon. Gentlemen opposite with jeers and 
a very good effect. The landlords had laughter. Now he said that it ought to 
certainly no right to complain of the be the object of every Irishman wao 
deliberations of the Conference. If he supported this great measure to show 
had been told in the immediate past that that these statistics were accurate, and 
he, as an Irish landowner, or any other | that these tenants were three times as 
Irish landowner, could apply for a char- | gs | as they were forty years ago. 
acter to the Member for Cork or the Mem- | He did not think that any hon, Gentle- 
ber for South Tyrone, he should certainly | man opposite would, under present con- 
have refrained from doing so. Sochange- ditions, contradict what he said. It 
able was the Irish mind, perhaps he might would be a very strong argument on his 
say so open was the Irish mind to learn | part, and for the landlords who advocated 
the truth, that the outcome of the de- | this _— change, and he was sure it 
liberations in the conference was that | would be on the part of the Chief Secre- 
it was necessary to place the tenants in | tary to use when he brought in his Bill 
possession of their farms, and necessary | to the British Treasury, and to the 
to buy up the landlords at such a price; Government, and to Parliament, who 
as would enable them to live in their| were to become the landlords of these 
native land, and to form a fortifying and | tenants, that the latter had proved by 
solidifying element in Irish society in| their past history that they were thriv- 
which they were told in the immediate | ing and prosperous and need not be a 
t that they were a destructive element. | national danger to the British State. He 
He thought that the landlords had every | thought this was a remarkable oppor- 
right to be satisfied with the results of | tunity for undertaking the operation, 
the conference. The conference has which he believed the Government would 
brought before the minds of the British succeed in carrying out, if it were well 
people the fact that, for the first time | and generously done. The House and 
in the history of Ireland, the Irish tenants | hon. Gentlemen opposite might not be 
and Irish landlords were perfectly ready to | aware that there had been no fall in 
come to an agreement. But it was very | agricultural prices in Ireland since 1886. 
easy for a conference sitting in Dublin | In fact nearly all the main products on 
to arrive at that conclusion, and to offer | which Ireland depended—cattle, butter, 
to the tenants their holdings, and to the | pork, were at the present moment com- 
landlords a certain number of years manding higher prices than in 1886. There 
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was every reason, therefore, why the 
tenants should be in a prosperous condi- 
tion, so long as they conducted their 
affairs with industry and attention. This 
had resulted from land legislation, which 
had led to reductions in rents, which were 
half they paid a number of years ago. 
Therefore he said that the improved 
condition of the Irish tenants, not 
the miserable, unfortunate, discontented 
creatures described by the hon. Members 
opposite, and sometimes by the Member 
for South Tyrone, but the man who 
could pay his way, as was proved by the 
manner in which he paid his instalments 
under the Land Purchase Act, removed a 
_ difficulty out of the road of the Chief 

eretary. He agreed with the hon. 
Member for Waterford that it had 
never so strongly come to the front as 
now that Ireland was in such a good 
condition of peace and _ prosperity, 
and so ready to accept a gift of this 
kind, not only for its own benefit but for 
the security of the State. If the Chief 
Secretary neglected the opportunity he 
now had, after arousing the desires and 
natural aspirations of the people, and 
disappointed them, it would be a crime. 
From the remarks of the right hon. 
Member for Montrose, he did not think 
the right hon. Gentleman and those 
who thought with him were inclined to 
be niggardly in dealing with this ques- 
tion. He had always held that buying 
out the landlords would not be done for 
the sake of the tenants, or for the sake 
of the landlords, but to secure for Ire- 
land peace and prosperity and content- 
ment, which was of material assistance 
to the general security of the British 
Empire, and therefore, as it was a State 
purchase, the State ought to pay for it. 
They ought to do it fairly and gener- 
ously. Landlords were as much Irish- 
men as hon. Members opposite. All 
they asked was that they should be paid 
in such a way that they could live in 
their native land. Therefore he said 
that if this Bill secured that object, they 
would do a great deal to finish once and 
for ever a: great and difficult question, 
which would bring about the peace of 
Ireland. He was glad that the Amend- 
ment had been brought forward by the 
hon. Member for Waterford, because it 
enabled the Chief Secretary to hear 
their views as to what the Bill should 


contain. Now, the Bill ought to induce 
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the tenants to buy and the landlords to 
sell. As long as the Land Courts re- 
mained, as long as the Land Commission 
reduced the rents, the tenants would 
have no inducement to buy. The 
tenant would have no reason to buy 
at all, because if he waited long enough 
he would get his land for nothing. He 
knew of a case that happened the other 
day in Kerry, where the rent was re- 
duced 45 per cent., and where the tenant 
sold the farm a few days afterwards for 
forty-seven years’ purchase. If they 
still allowed the tenants of Ireland to see 
before them the prospect of getting their 
rents reduced from 20 per cent. to 30 
per cent. every successive fifteen years, 
they would take away from the tenants 
'a@ great inducement to sell. As far as 
| the landlords were concerned, the incen- 
‘tive to sell was very naturally so great, 
| and the letting of land in Ireland was so 
| undesirable, that they required very 
| little inducement to accept any fair offer. 
| One thing, therefore, the Bill ought to 
contain, should be a provision causing the 
| action of the Land Commission in Ireland 
‘to cease. That would get rid of extra 
| expense, and would give such an incen- 
| tive to the Irish tenants to buy as would 
| make the Bill run. Although he was 


opposed to hon. Gentlemen opposite on 
| political questions, he believed that they 
| desired the welfare of Ireland; and he 
' thought that they would also admit that 
‘from his point of view he desired the 
‘same, although they differed as to 
|methods. He was sure they would 
| believe him when he said that realising, 
_as he did, that a great opportunity had 
| arisen, which might never in their life- 
‘time or in the lifetime of their children 
occur again, he was absolutely at one 
with them in striving to induce the 
| Government to carry such a measure as 
| would settle this long-vexed question, 


| 


| which had undoubtedly caused a great 

|deal of heartburning and misery in 

| Ireland, and he hoped that they and he, . 
and all Irishmen, of all ranks and creeds, 

would see carried a measure which would 

bring about the permanent happiness 

and prosperity of their native land. 


Land Conference. 








| 
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*Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire) 
said that, remarkable as was the debate 
which had occupied the previoust wo days, 
hethought the House wouldagree thatthe 
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present debate was still more remarkable, 
and, if possible, still more portentous. 
They seemed to have issued out of 
tempestuous and stormy weather into a 
ga of bright and brilliant sunshine. 

e was not of those who believed in 
placing too great hope in the perman- 
ence of sunshine ; and he agreed entirely 
with the wise counsel which fell from 
his right hon. friend the Member for 
Montrose Burghs in his speech, which, as 
nearly as possible, defined his own atti- 
tude on this question, namely, not to be 
too sanguine. They might now settle, or 
think they had settled, the land question ; 
but let them not believe that they would 
thereby get rid of Irish affairs. Much 
more would remain to be done. Never- 
theless when they had a period of sun- 
shine it afforded a great opportunity. 
Nothing gratified him more than the 
eloquent and sympathetic assurance 


contained in the speech of the Chief 


Secretary that he was aware of the great- 
ness of the opportunity and of the 
responsibility which rested on _ his 


shoulders. It might be asked what the | 


situation really amounted to, and what 
had been gained by the conferences and 
agreements which had taken place. He 
should say that they had gained two 
things. They had gained a consensus of 
agreement upon a definite principle for 
the very first time; and they had re- 


duced subsequent questions to matters | 
of figures, which might be very im-| 
portant, but still were matters of figures ; | 
and which could be discussed as such | 


without bringing in extraneous contro-| , ‘ ; 
had very little doubt ; and, in connection 


versies on matters of principle. That 


seemed to him to be of the first im-| 
many years. hon. | 
Members representing the majority | 


of constituencies in Ireland had od Pre hab tha ether tat, Oo tee 


portance. For 


nounced that the landlord system 
was a great evil, but they had not 
been able to bring forward any proposal 
which had been regarded as practical by 
the great mass of the people of England. 
On the other hand, they had a minority 
in Ireland and a great many people in 
England, who said that they would not 
get rid of the landlord system on any 
terms. Now there was for the first time 
agreement on the part of the great 
majority of the Irish Members to treat 
the Irish landlerds not only justly but 
generously ; and, on the other hand, an 
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agreement on the part of the Irish 
landlords to recognise the situation, and 
make way for a large measure of settle- 
ment. To what did they owe that 
situation? He thought it was in a great 
measure due to the new attitude towards 
local affairs introduced by the Local 
Government Act. He did not believe 
that the blessings of that Act had yet been 
fully recognised. It brought people 
together, and brought them to see things 
more from more than one point of view 
than was formerly the case. The speech 
of the hon. and gallant Gentleman, who 
spoke in very great agreement with his 
colleagues for other Irish constituencies 
representing different views, showed that 
the time had come when the Irish people 
were beginning to look much more closely 
at the interests of Ireland asa whole, and 
less at the disputes which had separated 
political parties so long. It seemed to 
him that the great principle which the 
rubbing together of minds brought about 
by the Local Government Act and other 
causes had resulted in, was the principle 
which was recognised in the deliberations 
of the conference and its conclusions, 


_ namely, that it was advantageous to carry 


out land purchase on such just terms that 
the [rish landlords would have an induce- 
ment to sell, while the tenants would have 
the maximum of advantage in purchasing. 


The next question was the question of 
price. As his right hon. friend had said, 
price was a matter which was apt to be 
not muchconsidered ina happy period such 
as the present. That the price would 
have to be a substantial one, he himself 


with it, there were two very serious 
matters they had to consider. As to the 
grant, if it were kept within a moderate 
compass, it would be very well worth 


operation, would involve avery large use of 
the national credit. He saw no other way 
of carrying it out, except by the Govern- 
ment making a further issue of Consols. 
That might be very necessary and proper ; 
but unless they could give the utmost 
assurance to investors as to the security, 
they would run therisk of having to borrow 
at a disadvantageous price, and that would 
tend to raise the price of ——- generally 
throughout the country. While he did 
not say that the operation should not be 
performed, it was their duty to regard it 
with the very closest scrutiny ; and to his 
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mind the scrutiny should be more careful 
as regarded the loan than as regarded the 

ant. He recognised very strongly the 
oes of the observation of his right hon. 
friend the Member for Montrose Burghs, 
who showed that the operation would 
be gradual. At the present time, he 
thought that power still remained under 
the last Ashbourne Act to issue Con- 
sols. The transactions in which they 
would engage would be transactions 
to which they were accustomed, and from 
which they might conceivably learn that 
they might be carried out without any 
substantial loss to the Exchequer. He 
should be quite happy in his mind as to 
that, were it not for the magnitude of 
the sum to be dealt with ; and, speaking 
for himself, he wished to maintain an 
attitude of reserve on the financial part 
of the proposals until he knew what they 
were likely to be. As to the lump sum 
to be granted, he knew that a great many 

ople would say that it was another 
aole to the landlord. He did not take 
that view in the least. When a great 
industrial concern, such as a railway 
company, had to carry out new works, the 
directors went to the shareholders for the 
money. ‘The shareholders might ask why 
their funds should be further encroached 
upon for, for instance, the widening of a 
bridge ; and the answer was, because in 
every sort of indirect way an insufficient 
bridge caused in an imperceptible fashion 
great waste. Nothing was more striking 
in Irish government than the evidence 
everywhere of the wastefulness of the 
machinery, and of the economy that 
might be effected. If a well considered 
scheme of land purchase came before the 
House, he would not only vote for it on 
general grounds but that for the reason 
that he saw in it real economy if it were 
properly carried out. This matter could 
not be properly discussed on the meagre 
figures before the House. The hon. and 
learned Member for Waterford had not 
ate many figures, and the right hon. 

entleman opposite had given figures a 
wide berth and had said the proposals of 
the Conference were somewhat meagre. 
Figures afterall were the work of the 
Government,and the business of the House 
was to consider what the Government put 
forward. When the Government, with 
the aid of financial experts, had really got 
to the bottom of the matter and enabled 
them to go into the figures which were 
the only safe materials upon which to 
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judge and come to a decision, if it 
happened that the financial grant was 
something of a reasonable amount, he 
would not be disposed to disapprove that 
the sum should be given for the purpose 
of facilitating the buying out of a large 
number of landlords. And he was not 
deterred in the matter because of what 
was said by the hon. and gallant Member 
for North Armagh, which he cordially 
believed, namely, that the great mass of 
Irish landowners did not intend to leave 
Ireland, but to live their lives there. 

One of the greatest things about the 
conference had been that it had shown 
that the landlords had been able to take 
part in the government of Ireland, 
and might be expected and be enabled to 
take a greater part inthe future. There- 
fore, this question ought to be approached, 
not in the spirit of this money going into 
the pockets of somebody who would walk 
away with it, but in the spirit of provid- 
ing new machinery which would get rid 
of friction and influence affairs of freland 
in the direction of peace, and thereby en- 
able the cost of government in Ireland 
to be substantially diminished. Both the 
nation and the House owed a very great 
deal to those, such as Mr. Talbot Crosbie 
and Captain Shawe Taylor, who had 
brought about this conference. The work 
done by the hon. Member for South Tyrone 
had not been sufficiently widely appreci- 
ated. It might be that his proposals were 
not exactly the proposalsof the Conference, 
but he and others who had worked in- 
defatigably to bring about this laying of 
heads together, which had resulted in 
these proposals, deserved all praise. It 
might be when the figures were worked 
out that they would be too big to take 
up—he sincerely hoped they would not— 
it might be that there would be great 
difficulty in details which would disclose 
themselves in the Bill. He had been 
struck with the extraordinary circum- 
stance that the number of small holders 
in Ireland did not tend to diminish, not- 
withstanding the tendency to raise them 
to a state of greater prosperity. The case 
of these small holders, many of them 
under an acre, would not be met by the 
moderate aa oa put forward by the 
conference. that as it might, the 
hopeful sense that one had, that at last 
they had got toastage when those matters 
were no longer matters of broad principle, 
but had been advanced a stage and become 
matter of financial detail, was a thing on 
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which they were to be congratulated. If | fidence, whatever might be the result of 
that were true, though it left the final this controversy among the great mass 
problem unsolved, they had smoothed the both of the tenants and the landlords, 
way and got another stage towards thesolu- there was no doubt whatever as to what 
tion of the problem. He had voted for this settlement meant. All the diffi- 
every Land Bill that had been brought culties, such as they were, were centred 
forward during the eighteen years he had | jn the one financial point of the extremely 
been a Member of the House, and he |jmited expenditure, namely, the differ- . 
hoped he should find it easy to give a ence between a fair market price to the 


vote, or at any rate support, to the Motion | tenants, and the compulsory price of the 
the right hon. Gentleman was about to jandlord. 


introduce under such happy auspices. ee ee 


Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN (Cork) for Waterford had told the House 


said the right hon. Gentleman the Chief frankly, and not by way of menace, 
Secretary had done the Irish Party anin- that any attempt to cast upon the 
justice in supposing that they expected shoulders of the tenants that extra price 
him to make any disclosure of the Bill he , would mean the instant collapse of the 
was about to introduce. The Amend-| entire arrangement, because uncon- 
ment of his hon. friend was not in the ditional State help to that extent was 
least meant to force the hand of the, the corner-stone of the conference. Of 
right hon. Gentleman. They found no the few hundreds of thousands that it 
fault with the Government for weigh- would cost, at least one-third would be 
ing the question well before they in- covered by the saving on the Land Com- 
troduced this measure, because they | mission, which would disappear. To 
knew a great deal would depend upon | Irishmen it seemed almost inconceivable 
who had the last word. The right! that Englishmen of any Party, when 
hon. Gentleman had undoubtedly kept they were without a doubt within one 
his secret well, in fact rather too well, short step of peace and reconciliation, 
but this was too solemn an occasion to should stop short, and by such niggardli- 
make any criticism on the conduct of | ness in the midst of many prodigalities, 
the right hon. Gentleman; they must in order to effect a saving of a few 
wait until they had the Bill before them. | hundred thousand pounds to this tre- 
They had heard many speeches from mendously rich Empire. run the serious 
high quarters, and one from the highest | risk of confuting the promise in the 
quarter, which had raised unquestion- King’s Speech, and falsifying all the 
ably the expectations of the people of | happy auguries of the Lord Lieutenant, 
Ireland, but the speech of the right hon. | the Chief Secretary, and the Under- 
Gentleman that day had to some extent | Secretary, and reduce the representatives 
reminded them, if any reminder was | of the people once more to the alterna- 
necessary, that theirs was a nation of | tives of either rejecting altogether a bad 


Member 


disappointments, and that they ought 
never to consider themselves in more 
danger than when they were sanguine 
of success. They would watch and wait, 
and the criticism from the Irish Benches, 
if it was to come, would not be hasty. 
They were far from desirous of criticising 
the right hon. Gentleman; difficulties 
there might be, but with the Irish 
Members it was difficult to conceive 
why there should be difficulties. It was 
due to the Irish Members to say that 
the remarks of Ministers had been a 
clear indication that there would be no 
narrow or niggard proposition from the 
section which might involve the Liberal 
Party as well as everybody else. He 
ventured to say with the utmost con- 
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Bill, or using an ungracious and _ half- 
hearted measure as a leverage for new 
agitation and fresh legislation. It was not 
pleasant to think that such folly was even 
possible, but unfortunately Ireland’s past 
history forbade the rejection of the idea. 
Parliament and England had not yet 
realised all that the Land Conference 
meant. 


It had been amusing recently to 
note the innocent surprise of people in 
England to find that Irishmen were not 
bereft of all reason or human feeling 
towards the landlords, Fighting, as they 
had been, on the weaker side, with few 
weapons and against terrible odds, they 
had not been able to afford to indulge in 
the luxury of exchanging compliments 








li- 
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with their opponents, nor could they even | 
yet. But it showed what a perfect | 
tragedy of muddle and misunderstanding 
this poor world of ours is, because during 
all the twenty-three years of the land war 
in which they had been at one another's 
throats, there never was a moment when 
even the most extreme were not just as 
ready as now for a sincere and honest 
peace and reconciliation upon the terms 
to which the landlord and tenant classes 
had agreed. The tenants’ representatives 
had been told by some of their critics that 
they had allowed themselves to be 
hypnotised by the influence of Lord 
Dunraven. If so, the hypnotism was of 





it began a quarter of a century before 
they set eyes on Lord Dunraven. The 
— was really the first occasion in 


rish history when the two classes had | 
been cordially acting together on a footing | 
'Rule. On the contrary, one of the re- 


of equality, and possibly the co-operation 


would not be confined to the land | 


question. They had hit upon a basis, 
not merely of sentiment, but of common 
interest, so genuine, that of the 4,250,000 
of people in Ireland, there were probably 
not 10,000, other than land agents, clerks 
in the rent office, and place-hunters, who 
did not concur with the spirit and sub- 
stance of the report. 

Another very remarkable feature of the 


present situation was that the Government | 
werefor the first time dealing directly with | 


the masses of the people in Ireland. They 
were dealing directly with the Unionist 
farmers of the North, who unques- 
tionably looked up to and_ trusted 
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There was nothing more remarkable in 
the reception of the report than the fact 
that in the very districts, such as Mayo, 
Clare, Cork, and Sligo, which were the 
despair of Dublin Castle, the cream of 
the fighting mon of disaffection had 
accepted almost to a man this treaty for 
a peaceful reconciliation. They had, 
however, in this agreement gone to the 
utmost limit of generosity to their 
opponents. [n every county and district 
council, and in the branches of the United 
Irish League in over 1,200 parishes, the 
terms had been endorsed with an 
unanimity unsurpassed in history upon 
any great question. Such a chance 
had never before been offered to any 
Government. But as the hon. Mem- 
ber for Waterford frankly stated, although 
agrarian troubles could be permanently 
removed on the terms of this report, it 
would not settle the question of Home 


commendations of the compromise to 
many men was the belief that it would 
remove the last serious obstacle to Home 


| Rule by creating an absolutely united 
Ireland. They might be right or they 


might be wrong, but they believed that a 
settlement of the Home Rule question 
would be an infinitely easier matter than 
it was for them in the Land Conference 
to arrive at a settlement of the land 
question. They believed that they might 
just as well try to extract oxygen from 
the Irish air as to extinguish the spirit of 
Irish nationalism. He could not con- 
ceive why they should try to do this. 
| It had been said that if the land ques- 


the hon. Member for South Tyrone as | tion was settled that would be the end of 
their representative ; they were dealing) Home Rule and mercenary agitators. 
also, directly and for the first time, with |The mercenary agitators were willing to 





the active forces of disaffection in Ireland, | take their chance. 
through representatives who could speak | question upon its own merits. 


for themselves, having taken their part 
in the struggle, and had no recantation to 
make. One of the things which made 
some representatives of the landlords 
shrink from the notion of the conference, 
was undoubtedly the fact that they would 
have to meet men whom they disliked 
and disapproved of, who, only the other 
day, had been engaged in a desperate 
conflict with the Government, and who 
possibly would be similarly engaged again 
if the present truce broke down. But it 
was just the fact that it spoke for the 
United Irish League, as well as for the 
landowners and the Unionist farmers, 
which gave importance to the conference. 





Let them settle this 
Menaces 
| had been spoken of, but they all knew 
that when he menaced he made no mis- 
tuke about it. It was only fair, however, 
to bring the right hon. Gentleman face to 
| face with this fact, that he would find in 
Irishmen, whether Unionist or Nation- 
alist, unanimity in agreeing absolutely 
that the right hon. Gentleman could get 
rid of the land troubles undoubtedly and 
unquestionably upon the terms agreed at 
the conference, and that he had better 
never have touched the question at all if 
there was going to be any attempt to 
juggle with those terms. There was an 
honest and a dishonest way of meeting 
the report of that conference. He di 
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not for a moment assume that the right | had been the policy of the Ministers of 
hon. Gentleman contemplated yielding | the Crown, and which had, at all events 
to the suggestions made to him, but he | for the present, been accepted by both 
believed it would have been better not to | parties in Ireland, was that the cessation 
have promised any Land Bill at all than, for | of dual ownership should be brought about 
the sake of a niggardly saving, toruin the on terms mutually agreed between 
prospects of this measure. Compared with | themselves and subject to conditions 
the money squandered in South Africa, | which were mentioned. Those were no 
their demand was a mere drop in the | light matters to have been settled by the 





bucket, but if the Bill was introduced | landlords and tenants. 
without this demand being conceded, the | 
measure would be the signal for fresh | 
agitation, and instead of completing a 
series of land reform it would complete a 
series of follies and failures. All he could 
say was that if the right hon. Gentleman 
and his colleagues, and if British Mem- 
bers of both Parties in that House were 
only equally willing to take up their very 
light share of the burden, he ventured to 
say that deep and heartfelt would be 
the satisfaction of Ireland, and he was 
quite sure that in that House and the 
Empire they would never have better | 
reason for rejoicing. 


*Mr. J. GORDON (Londonderry, 8.) 
said they had just listened to one of 
the most hopeful and useful discussions 
that had taken place in the House of 
Commons for many a long year. They 
all had their differences, but they from 
Treland came to the House now, agreed as 
to the main features of what they asked 
the House to concede to their country. 
They were now on the eve of new 
legislation in reference to the land ques- 
tion in Ireland, legislation which would 
apply to three-fourths or more of the 
industry of the island in which they | 
lived. The Chief Secretary would bring 
forward his measure, and, when he did 
so, hon. Members would have to put 
before the House the views of the 
different sections of the House, whether 
they came from Ireland or not. One 
thing he wished to remind the Govern- 
ment of. Different parties had taken | 
different views as to the way in which 
the transfer of land from landlord to 
tenant was to take place. He knew 
that was not the time to discuss such a_ 

uestion, but they had now before the 

ouse a report in which both parties, | 
landlords and tenants, so far as they were | 
represented, had agreed to two great prin- | 
ciples which Ministers had enunciated in | 
that House. One principle which they had | 
agreed to was that dual er in land | 
should cease. The next principle, which | 


Mr. Wiliitam OBrien. 


| conference. 


It was perfectly true that at that 
conference only two parties were present, 


and that the third party was essential to 


complete the conference in order to 
enable the whole matter to be carried 
out. That third party was the British 
taxpayer. They did not want to shirk 
the question which the hon. Member for 
Waterford had put in the forefront, 
namely, that without the aid of the 
British taxpayer and financial assistance 
from the British Treasury no Bill 
could hope to be successful or to be 
carried out in a way which would 
satisfy either of the parties. Therefore, 
it was well that the Chief Secretary 
should have that matter brought before 
him, and he thought it was particularly 
fortunate that they should have had an 
expression of opinion from the opposite 
side of the House, not essentially binding 
the Opposition to the amount which 
might be granted, but at all events 
expressing the willingness of hon. Gentle- 
then opposite to agree to any reasonable 


| concession of a financial kind which was 


necessary for the purpose of carrying out 
the Bill on the lines of the report of the 
After all that was the root 
of the matter, for they wanted to get the 
consent of the third party to this agree- 


‘ment. They wanted the Chief Secretary 


for Ireland to see where he stood, and to 
know that he would get support and en- 
couragement from every side of the 
House if he dealt with this matter on 
broad and generous principles. After all, 
what they asked for was not such a 
large or extravagant sum. It had 
been put forward in the newspapers 
as if they were to get some enormous 
sum of money handed over to them at 
once, but that was an entire delusion. 
The British House of Commons ought to 
know that those figures were most mis- 
leading. He thought the largest sum 
ever Iikely to be required was what the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Montrose had shown would in his opinion 
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be necessary. It was not necessarily | 
intended to be a handing over of some | 
'and as it should be dealt with—fairly, 


large sum of money, but it was intended 
that in some way or another the money 
which the British taxpayer would not 
get back again should be applied for the 
purpose of settling this great question in 
Ireland. 

The magnitude of the question itself 
was sufficient reason why such aid should 
be granted by the British Treasury. 
Ireland might make a strong case on the 
lines which had only been more or less 
glanced at by the hon. and learned 


Member who had moved this Amend- | 


ment. But without touching on that 
question, there was one thing which, to 
his mind, would appeal strongly to the 
ordinary. average, fair-minded taxpayer 
of this country, and that was that even 
though they might not individually pay 
more in taxation than the individual tax- 
payer in England, yet from the necessities 


of the case the great spending Depart-. 


ments spent most of their money in 
England and not in Ireland. After all, 
the British people ought not to look upon 
such a concession as a mere gift. Apart 
from all these questions, if they settled 
these differences between landlord and 
tenant, and putan end to the continuous 
lawsuits and ill-feeling between the 
parties, and enabled industries to be carried 
on, and introduced conditions under 
which the tenants could make the most 
out of their land, he thought they would 
be getting an ample return for any sum 
of money which was likely to be required. 
He did not want to go into controversial 
matters, but rather to deal with those on 
which they were all agreed. The great 
central ditficulty was in connection with 
the question of getting sufficient money 
to enable the Bill to be successfully 
carried out. He thought that could be 
done. He hoped and believed that the 
Chief Secretary would be strong enough 
and courageous enough to base his Bill 
on sufficient pecuniary assistance. He 


did not agree with the hon. Member for | 


Cork in his views as to the effect of such 
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quests for assistance?” he would reply, 
“ Deal with each question as it arises, 


temperately, justly, and, if necessary, 
generously. Do not mind too much 
what is to come afterwards.” He had no 
doubt that from time to time questions 
would arise, in Ireland just as in other 
parts of the Empire, but when they do 
arise they should be dealt with calmly 
and fairly, and without any suggestion 
that simply because they were questions 
from Ireland there must be something 
wrong about them. 


They had before them now the report of 
the Land Conference containing what he 
thought might be taken as the unanimous 
opinion of the country. If the Chief 
Secretary framed a Bill closely approach- 
ing the lines of that Report, for the 
purpose of carrying out what was indi- 
cated in the Gracious Speech of the 
Sovereign, he would have done something 
that would put an end to the necessity 
for land legislation for Ireland. Let the 
request for this monetary grant for Ireland 
not be misunderstood. He was one of @ 
large number of people in Ireland who 
were not directly interested in land, 
either as landlord or tenant, who were 
simply British taxpayers, but who had 
the advantage of living on the spot and 
of knowing the necessity for something 
of this kind being done. He did not think 
he was exceeding the limit to which he 
might fairly go when he said that the 
vast majority of people like himself in 
Ireland, who were not directly interested 
as landlords or tenants, were perfectly 
willing to put their hands in their pockets 
and contribute with their fellow taxpayers 
in these countries to any reasonable ex- 
tent for the purpose of having this matter 
ended between the two parties. In 
dealing with this question it was im- 
portant that their fellow-subjects in 
England and Scotland should under- 


|stand how much was to be gained in 


return. When they did so he was quite 
sure they would have little hesitation in 
supporting the Chief Secretary in any 


legislation ypon the question of Home | scheme he might bring forward. Exe 
Rule. He thought the Bill would largely | Pectations and hopes had not unnatur- 
tend to lessen the clamour for Home Rule. | 4lly been raised all over Ireland. The 
Leaving that question out of con-| people had a fond hope that a measure 
sideration for the moment, if any hon. | would be carried through this session 
Member should ask, “Is this to end all | Which would put an end to all the diffi- 
the demands, is Ireland to be satisfied | culties, Tee and litigation which 
now, and are we to have no more re- | existed between andlord and tenant. 
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That could not be done alone by the ‘ questions in Ireland. I do not believe 
Irish Members, but by the goodwill | it is possible—and if it were possible [ 
and common sense of the Members of | would not make the attempt—to make 
this House representing the two great | any dealings with Irish land a sort of 
political parties from England and Scot- | back-door by which we might afterwards 
land. He hoped they would give the | plead that we had escaped from obliga- 
Chief Secretary their support; and he | tions to meet fairly any political demands 





believed that the Chief Secretary, if he 
were assured of substantial support, 
would deal generously with the question, 
and would produce a measure which, so 
far as human foresight could provide, 
would be a measure of finality. 


Sik EDWARD GREY (Northuniber- 
land, Berwick): The right hon. and 
gallant Member for North Armagh said 
in the course of his speech that he 
assumed the Chief Secretary and the 


Government have a Bill in incubation | 


on the Irish land question. 


that were made upon us byIreland. We 
will deal with these demands on their 


| merits when they are presented. All I 


wish to make clear is this, that I entirely 


|agree that, even if our deliberations re- 
sult in a satisfactory settlement of the 
' Irish land purchase question, none of us 
| have a right to express surprise or dis- 


appointment if we find we still have to 
meet and consider demands for Irish 
self-government. Let me, therefore, put 


' that on one side. 


Well, the right hon. Gentleman the 


That being | Chief Secretary must excuse me if I 


so, it might be useful to them to have | follow him in dealing with his speech 


from as many Members as possible this 


afternoon an indication of what their | 
would treat his speech as he treated 
‘the Irish Land Conference. 
/to say that his speech was full of good 


view on that Irish land question may be. 
I am prepared, as far'as I can, to make 
them a present of my view. J say as 


far as I can, because, without any pro- 
posal before us, we must necessarily speak 


with great reservation. I am not pre- 
pared to pledge myself this afternoon to 


any individual proposal ; but what I rise | 


to endeavour to do is to present, as far as 
possible, the spirit 
approach the consideration of any 
proposal which the Government may 
have to bring before the House. I will 
not attempt to deal with the Irish land 
question. 
to the debate has seen what the delicate 
point in the matter is. The delicate 
point is whether the Government are 
to consider themselves bound—or, at 
any rate, justified—to introduce into 
any land purchase proposals they may 


than a loan, something in the nature 
ofa free grant. That is the point to 
which I should like to address myself. 
Let me first put the political question 
out of the way. 


in which I will | 


: | are remarkable. 
Everybody who has listened | told us, some of us who do not read the 


I have heard this | 
Irish land question advocated in this | 
House on the ground that it would do | 
away with political difficulties in Ireland. | Gentleman 


with a certain amount of reserve. I 
listened to it with great pleasure, but I 


If I were 


sense and good feeling it might be taken 
that I was pledging myself to support 
the Bill he has now in incubation; I 
will therefore content myself with say- 
ing it was a remarkable speech. I will 
also say the speech of the hon. and 
learned Member for Waterford was a 
remarkable speech. But the two speeches 
taken together are more remarkable than 
either taken separately. And the con- 
clusions of the Irish Land Conference 
As the Chief Secretary 


Irish newspapers, or, for the matter of 
that, the British newspapers, may have 


| our suspicions as to how far we are on 


solid ground in relying on the conclusions 


|arrived at by the Land Conference in 


: 7 Ireland as being such as to have the 
make to this House something more S 


permanent support of both parties to 
the conference throughout the country 
in Ireland. I believe that they are 
remarkable, and that they ought to 
have permanent results. The hon. and 
learned Gentleman the Member for 
Waterford has said they are on sound 
foundations. The right hon. and gallant 
the Member for North 


I entirely agree with the hon. and| Armagh has taken the same view. He 
learned Member for Waterford that we | said there is something sound and 
must discuss this question without | permanent. I understand the Chief 
prejudice to the development of political | Secretary, in saying they were remark 


Mr. J. Gorden. 
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able, to take the same view. My right 
hon. friend the Member for Montrose 
also looks upon them as important. If 
that be so, we have to ask ourselves— 
Do they provide an opportunity, such 
as no British Government has ever yet 
had, of dealing with the Irish land 
question ; are we bound, or, if we are 
bound, are we justified in going to the 
length of a grant, an annual grant, from 
the Imperial Exchequer in order to 
enable them to take advantage of that 
opportunity 3 


During the last two nights we have 
been expressing with all our power the 
need for retrenchment in the cost of our 
defences. This afternoon we have had 
to deal with the question of whether or 
not we are going to encourage the 
Government in incurring extra expense 
in another direction. There may be a 
little dialectical inconvenience in the 
juxtaposition of the two debates, but I 
do not think it is a real argumentative 
inconvenience. We have been thinking 
in millions for the last two days ; we are 
asked now to consider this question with 
a provisional figure in our minds of a 
few hundred thousands. I think we are 
justified if we consider that the situation 
in Ireland really needs a grant of that 
kind, and that a grant of that kind will 
have the effect which some hon. Members 
represent that it will have, in spite of 
anything we have said lately about 
retrenchment, in urging the Government 
to take this matter into consideration. 
I might add to the simile which the 
Prime Minister used last night, and say, 
Suppose a member of a household has 
come to the conclusion that the house- 
hold expenses are far too great, if in one 
day he uses his utmost to impress on 
the household that the wine bill must 
be cut down by £1, he is perfectly 
justified in saying the next day that the 
bill for bread may be increased by half-a- 
crown. That is the sort of relation 
between the two debates. Now, is there 
justification not merely for an Imperial 
credit, but for an Imperial grant in 
order to enable ascheme of land purchase 
to be carried out? First of all, will 
there be any return for that grant ? 
Of course, if there is a saving in the 
expense of the government of Ireland 
there will be a return. My right hon. 
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friend the Member for Montrose has 
told us that there was a possibility of a 
saving in regard to the Irish Constabu- 
lary, but he also told us that it would 
be some time before it came into effect, 
because there would be pensions to be 
paid. But provided that there was a 
prospect of a saving, even if it be deferred, 
and even supposing that the saving is 
very small, how much more does that 
mean than can be measured in direct 
money value; how much more with 
reg.ird to the direct social condition of 
Ireland? That is one element of con- 
sideration to be set against any costly 
expenditure. 


Another point is that whatever loss 
the Exchequer may incur must be 
taken as a set-off against any claim 
arising from Ireland in respect to the 
financial relations. I do not mean a 
complete set-off, but it must be taken 
into account. Then, to go beyond 
purely material considerations and deal- 
ing with the spirit ir which we ought to. 
approach the question—admitting that 
it is very unfortunate that the Irish 
land question should apparently be at a 
deadlock unlessthere is some grant from 
the Exchequer—have we no responsi- 
bility in the matter? Well, Sir, I feel 
that successive British Governments for 
generations have had a responsibility for 
the intolerable manner in which the land 
system has been wrought in Ireland. 
And if that is so, then I agree with the 
right hon. and gallant Mem ber for North 
Armagh that we are bound to go a 
little beyond purely economical considera- 
tions in this matter, and to consider it 
in no niggardly spirit. Moreover, there 
is present to my mind this further con- 
sideration, although I would not enlarge 
upon it. I believe that while Ireland 
will never be a separate country, she 
will always be a separate community. 
Then, the contrast between what has 
been the loss of that separate community 
in past generations while we have been 
extending and increasing I will not 
enlarge upon, because it would carry me 
too far ; but it does affect the spirit in 
which I think British representatives 
and electors should approach this 
question. But what is a grant of this 
kind if it should be given? Some say it 
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is a grant to the Irish landlords. That is | that they, too, must do their utmost 
not really my view. It is the essential| to reduce the gap in the bridge 
price you will have to pay for bringing to the smallest possible dimensions, 
about a voluntary arrangement of the | If they propose what is too high a price 
Irish land question. I am convinced | as the purchase price of Irish land, in- 
that something will be needed to bridge | volving a draft on the Exchequer which 
over the gap, and this grant will be the | seems to this country to be made unduly 
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ial something which is necessary to | 
a . 7 | the owners of land, 


| very much prejudice their scheme. 


bring the two parties to the scheme 
together by voluntary arrangement. 
And what alternative have we 
voluntary arrangement? First, there 


is the alternative to leave the thing | 


alone. I heard the speech of the right 


hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary | 


last session on the present condition of 
the Irish land question, and I am as 
convinced as he is that it is impossible 
to leave things alone. One phrase I 


remember was that the state of things | 


in regard to Irish land was such that a 
delay of justice meant a denial of justice ; 
but there is no prospect that there can be 


improvement, so far as I can see, unless | 
there is some radical change in the system. | 


What other alternative is there? There 
is the alternative of a great compulsory 


scheme of land purchase at a price fixed | 


by the State. Of course that is an| hope, when their Bill is introduced, that 


_we shall be able to maintain that record, 


alternative, but I think any Member of 
this House who rejects this voluntary 


arrangement, and says he is not prepared | },ok en. 


to go to the extent of a moderate grant 
| ¢ *Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8S.) 


to carry out a voluntary arrangement, 
and thinks he is in a position to tell the 
Irish Government and the Irish Members 


that he sees a reasonable prospect of | 


carrying out a great compulsory scheme 
—I believe he is playing a poor part in 
public affairs. 


I have said so much to prove the | 
spirit in which I would approach the | 


question. I must return again to the 
speech of the right hon. and gallant 
Gentleman the Member for 


niggardly in this matter. I am certainly 
hopeful that the House of Commons and 
the British electors will not be niggardly, 
but it is dangerous and delicate ground ; 


and we must rely on the right hon. and | 


gallant Gentleman the Member for North 
Armagh, and the hon. and learned 
Member for Waterford, to exercise their 
influence, as far as they can, with their 
friends and those whom they represent, 
to see that the gap between the two 
streams is as far as possible bridged. 


to | ° ° ° 
ground, it must be borne in mind that 


‘which the Irish demand had 


North | 
Armagh, when he asked us not to be | from the 





high, and too high a yee to be given to 


think they would 
But 
though that is delicate and dangerous 


we, on this side of the House, cannot 
pledge ourselves until we see the Govern- 
ment proposals. I would say this after- 
noon that so far as the figures put pro- 
visionally before the House are concerned, 
should the Government Land Purchase 
Bill contain a provision of this kind to 
bridge over the gap between what the 
tenants and the landlords of Ireland will 
take into consideration, then, on principle, 


it should be no bar to the arrangement 


proposed. The right hon. Member for 
Haddington and I have supported every 
land purchase proposal made in the 
House of Commons since 1885. I do 
not know what the Government proposal 
will be, but it is my desire, and it is my 


in regard to Irish Land Purchase, un- 


said he fully agreed with the hon. 
Member for South Derry at the opening 
of his speech, when he declared that this 
was a most suggestive debate. It was 


'the most > genet debate on Irish 


affairs he had ever listened to in the 
House of Commons. 


It was suggestive 
for many reasons. 


First of all, it was 


_ highly suggestive because of the reception 


received 
representatives of British 
constituencies. To have the right hon. 
Member for Montrose, the right hon. 


| Member for Berwick, and the right hon. 
| Member for Haddington coming forward 


in the spirit they had displayed was not 
only suggestive, but satisfactory in the 
highest degree. Then the debate had 
been suggestive because of the speech of 


'the right hon. Gentleman the Chief 


Secretary. It was quite true that the 
right hon. Gentleman skirted the question 
quite as successfully as the authors of 


And I must say this by way of caution— | the Land Conference report had done. 


Sir Edward Grey. 
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" He admitted the right hon. Gentleman’s | unanimously that the basis of purchase 
st difficulties were quite as great as their should be on second term rents, and the 
e own. Anyone could understand what | concession made by the landlords in that 


the difficulties were of the right hon. | 
Gentleman in the position in which he | 
was placed, and he no doubt realised the | 


was nosmall matter, because the difference 
between first and second term rents, so 
far as it had been fixed, was a difference 


sh difficulties of the authors of the Iand | of 22 per cent. Were the tenants to 
y Conference report. The right hon. | buy at the second term rents? That 
‘o Gentleman had said that these gentlemen | they held to be impossible. They were 
id had skirted many of the great assuming great responsibilities, and as- 
It issues involved. He was not com- 


suming them alone. They had to face 
a probable increase of foreign competi- 
tion, a probable fall in prices, a certain 
_rise in the cost of labour, and a certain 
rise in the rates of the country. They 


laining of that. It was quite true. 
ut just think of that meeting in the 
Dublin Mansion House on those six days 
n- on which they were gathered together. 


ii Why, me of 0 had — .. a had to look all these facts in the face, 
+f oe renege ag gs! nag n pe and they stipulated for and secured 
e complicated with difficulties and bound that the terminal annuity to be paid by 
= up with all the passions of centuries. the tenant purchaser should be from 15 
e That was the position that those of them to 26 ree be a ae the second term 
ll who met on that fateful morning were in. Te?*- d e landlords came to be next 
e, The wonder was that they should have ©°"S! ered. The landlords had a 
t agreed. He confessed that he went statutory right to the second term 


rent. It could not be taken from them 
for the next fifteen years. And if this 
question was to be settled within a 


from his own residence to the Mansion 
House convinced that they should pro- | 
bably agree on a series of general resolu- | 


tions; but that they should agree on 
something like a score of propositions 


which covered the essence of the whole | an 
| with the matter, and that accounted 


question, was a thing he never conceived 


of when he-entered the door of the | 


Mansion House; and which very few 
people in Ireland believed possible. 


a great deal of the success of that confer- 


ence to the hon. Gentleman the Member | 


He | 
must say this—that he thought they owed | 


reasonable time, it was*evident that they 
should look the fact fairly in the face, 
and come to a conclusion in harmony 


for the terms that had to be offered to 
the landlords. They had to be induced 
to sell—that was the plain English of 
the whole matter. It was no use on 
the part of the tenants agreeing to any 
report that would not constitute in 


for the City of Cork. That hon. Member | itself an inducement for the landlords 


4 and he had fought many a battle inside | to sell. That was the real reason why 
3 and outside this House. That hon. | the landlords’ terms were fixed at the 
h Member held the seat which he now | rate at which they were fixed. What 


held and took from him, and they had the tenant could give—it was not what 


scarcely ever sheathed the sword since | he chose to give but what he could 
that day, and, but for the moderation | 
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shown by the man who had the hardest | 


row to hoe in the whole business— 
but for his moderation they never could 
have achieved that success which had not 
only impressed that House and Ireland, 
but had impressed the Irish people 
wherever they were to-day. 

In many respects the whole question 
was one of finance. If the House of 
Commons could get over that bridge 
the question was settled for all time. 
The conference had first of all to 
consider the case of the tenant. 
The Landowners’ Convention desired 
that the basis of purchase should be on 
present rents. The conference decided 





| afford to give—was the economic value of 


the land. He could not be asked to give 
more. If circumstances compelled more 
to be given to the landlords—and he held 
they did—then the difference could not 
come out of the tenant’s pocket ; and 
any attempt to make him pay would 
result in this, that the whole scheme 
would inevitably break down, and con- 
fusion would be worse confounded 
before ten years were over their heads. 
It was quite impossible ; and, therefore, 
they had to cast about for what they 
would do to make up the difference 
between what the tenant could afford, 
from the economic standpoint, to pay, 
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and what the landlord, with all his|and to the Empire’ And when he 
difficulties—for some of which, at all | found the Member for Cork putting his 
events, this House was responsible— hand to a document which pointed out 
could afford to take. _ the unexampled opportunity that there is 

That was not only a suggestive but a | now of reconciling classes and of secur. 
satisfactory debate, because it had shown | ing an agrarian peace in a country that 
no unreason on the part of the represent- , had been torn for centuries with agrarian 
atives of British constituencies in facing | feud—and standing up and pleading in 
frankly the issue, and, so far as they had that House for reconciliation and peace 
spoken, in appreciating it and dealing with _ between all classes in Ireland, the peace 
it in a kindly spirit. Why should the | of Ireland was worth many millions of 
British taxpayer be called upon to inter- pounds to this country, and to that 
vene in the matter? That question | House, and to the Empire at large. He 
would be pressed outside if not there. | did not trouble himself about what was 
He desired to give three reasons which, to come after ; sufficient for the day was 
in his opinion, made the duty of the, the evil thereof. Some of his hon. friends 
British taxpayer perfectly clear. There talked to him about the danger of re. 
was an historical obligation resting upon pudiation. Some of them said the 
England in this matter. The Irish land | Member for Cork was in a mood for peace 
system, as it was called, was the English to-day but he might be for war to-morrow, 
land system. It was planted in Ireland for Al! he could say was this—they had got 
England’s purposes, and the Irish land-| the bedrock of fact to go upon here. 
lords were originally the creation of This was not a new proposal. Land 
England. ‘Therefore, looking at that purchase had been in operation for 
fact—his right hon. and gallant friend twenty years, or almost twenty years. 
was rather proud of the landlords being Twenty-three millionshadbeen spent upon 
called the English garrison—he said _ it ; 80,000 men had purchased under it. 
they were the English garrison for cen- Let the Chief Secretary himself be his 
turies, and by the sheer necessities of witness. The right hon. Gentleman had 
the case the House had so legislated no bad debts—the very phrase he used 


during the last twenty-five or thirty last session. 


years that there was no work for the’ Let him say to his right hon. 
garrison to do. Their function had and gallant friend the Member for 
gone. The course of legislation had | North Armagh he did not accept his 
absolutely put them out of court, and brilliant picture of the state of the Irish 
there was therefore an historical obliga- | tenants the whole country over. He had 
tion resting upon this House, in view of been inthe West, and in Donegal and he 
that fact, to see that these men, who knew what they were ; and the poorest 
stood by them in many bitter hours of of them, and the most ragged of them, 
conflict and of trial, were not unfairly the most’ destitute and forlorn of them, 
dealt with. | would make as great exertions to meet 

The second point had been dealt with, | their obligations under this Act, if passed, 
and therefore he would only speak of as the richest. People talked about 
it briefly. He was one of those who; Home Rule coming immediately after 
believed that the report of the that. Very well, let them face the facts, 
Financial Relations Commission sub-| whatever they were; clear this question 
stantially stated the truth in the/| out of the way; get rid of this trouble 
matter of Irish taxation. He did not that was at the root of every Irish 
wish to press it, but if this question were | trouble, and the settlement of every 
to be entertained this matter must be | other Irish question would be rendered 
faced, and any grant given now must | easier and simpler. That was one of 
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necessarily be taken as a partial set-off 
in that matter. But he thought th: 
third reason was more powerful than 
the other reasons put together. Talk of 
hundreds of thousands of pounds. Talk 
of millions! Why, the peace of Ireland 
was worth many millions to this country 


Mr. T. W. Russell. 


the greatest arguments he knew for a 
complete and final measure. They had 
other issues in Ireland besides the land 
awaiting solution, but nothing could be 
done in that country until this land 
trouble was got out of the way. He 
did not know whether the Chief Secre- 
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tary would listen to any appeal he would | Ireland and the removal forever from the 
make, but he made it in all sincerity, and | floor of the Imperial Parliament of an 
he made it in the name of tens of thou- issue which he would always have made 
sands of men for whom he had seme right | a domestic one. He believed that this 
to speak in Ulster; he made a most | debate inaugurated a most momentous 
earnest appeal to him that when the | change for the benefit of Ireland. It 
introduced his Bill he should take| was an agrarian experiment of great 
his courage in both hands, that he | magnitude, the lines of which did not, 
should manfully grapple with the! perhaps, conform entirely with the ideals 
question, and that he would do his best | held in Radical circles, but he thought 
to carry out the words of the King | they ought to make mutual concessions 
himself in his speech, “to complete | in a case of this kind and abandon the 
this series of Acts which has wrought | strict political principle, if the result of 
such great benefit in Ireland in the|so doing would be to terminate the 
past.” | terrible quarrel which for seven centuries 
|had divided England and Ireland, and 

*Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said | Which haddistracted their counsels tosuch 
that the House of Commons might not | #2 extent that it had become a discredit 
generally recognise it, but he believed | and a reproach. He supported with all 
that they were on the eve of one of the. his heart the kindly, for cible, and practi- 
most momentous changes for Ireland, and | cal view taken by the right hon. Member 
for this country, that had ever been indi- | for Berwick that afternoon. The views 
cated by any debate during the twelve | expressed by him and the right hon. 
ears that he had been a Member of the | Member for Montrose and the hon. and 
ouse of Commons. They had been learned Member for Haddingtonshire 
invited by the Chief Secretary, in vague contained a means by which a com- 
and nebulous language, to lead him kindly | promise could be arrived at ; by which 
on in the Bill he had promised. He the tenant would get relief—and the 
would quote to the right hon. Gentleman, | landlord get no more than he was en- 
“Lead, kindly Light.” If ever there was | titled to—Ireland would get rest from 
light thrown on an agrarian problem since | the trouble in which she had been so 
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he had sat in the House of Commons, it Jong involved, and the British taxpayer 


had been shed from different quarters by 


divergent interests in the most kindly, 
tolerant, and conciliatory way. He had 
only risen .because the debate, excellent 
though it was, had been confined to men 
of varying shades of politics from Ireland, 
from Scotland, and from Northumberland. 
So far, no degenerate Southerner had in- 
tervened ; but it was only because he 
believed that the Southerner, in propor- 
tion to his wealth, would not hesitate to 
pay his equitable, proper and just share 
towards the settlement of a difficult Irish 
problem, that he stood up as a Southerner 
and a Londoner, to contribute his share of 
responsibility to what he hoped would be 
the solution of a vexed Imperial question. 
He would ask the House to recognise 
what had happened in the debate. Twelve 
speakers had spoken ; and they included 
men who previously were in deadly 
political conflict, which had made debates 
in the House alternately exciting and 
depressing. 

To-day conciliation had succeeded con- 
flict, calmness had succeeded passion, and 
with it he hoped peace had come for 


VOL. CXVIII. [Fourrn Serizs.] 


would see near his own door that happi- 
ness, peace and prosperity to secure 
which we had wasted hundreds of 
millions in the Transvaal, when, in the 
case of Ireland, a very few millions would 
have sufficed to have brought relief. If 
that credit was advanced for some years 
State control must follow. If money 
was advanced to the tenant for the im- 
provement of his position by the State 
it was only right that State control 
should follow. 

We had sent money to Indian 
famines and other cases of distress. 
We had been helping lame dogs over the 
stile in every part of the globe. It was 
now Ireland’s turn, and if the State 
advanced the money to the tenants the 
State should see and the tenants should 
agree that the repayment should come 
with even greater punctuality than rent 
was paid to a private landlord. In the 
event of a tenant not being able either 
to continue his purchase or to pay his 
rent, or to properly cultivate, then the 
State should have a right of pre- 
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emption, and if necessary resumption. 
If the State was good enough to lend 
its credit tohelp a man in difficulties 
the man helped would never object 
to that reasonable control and those 
reasonable safeguards which the State had 
a right to expect and receive in return 
for collective help. In this particular 
he hoped the Irish Members were 
prepared to conform to sound Radical 
views on the land question. If they did 
not they would have to do something 
else and make great sacrifices, and the 
Radical land reformers might have to 
make equally great concessions. He had 
recently visited Ireland, and he frankly 
stated that he did not, and could not, 
share the optimistic views of the hon. and 
gallant Member for North Armagh. He 
went there with his own views upon the 
land question which the preventable 
poverty and misery of the people in some 
icular regions absolutely dissipated. 

e saw a practically derelict country ; he 
saw too frequently illness, drink, degra- 
dation, absence of proper food and proper 
clothes, the ascendency of certain 
interests which ought never to prevail in 
a nation which had its own land and 
was economically free from those encum- 
brances and embarrassments which were 
continually met among the Irish peasants 
and Irish farmers, and he came home 
convinced that if there was a duty on 
the part of the British Member of 
Parliament, that this primary duty rested 
upon him, to the extent that he should 
put aside all preconceived notions of 
political economy and expense, in order to 
save ireland from this derelict condition 
hefore it was too late. He was not so 
sure that even now this Land Bill, hope- 
ful though it might be with all the happy 
promise of relief which he trusted it 
would bring to Ireland’s social, political 
and moral requirements, was not being 
introduced fifty or sixty years too late, 
when reparation was impossible. He 
had never seen a nation whose people’s 
life was so hard, whose people were so 
virtuous under such adverse conditions, so 
moral under such degrading conditions, 
hoping against hope that the British 
Parliament would come to their relief. 


He appealed to the House to regard this 
question entirely on its merits and to do 
what had to be done as generously as 
possible, and not in any narrow and 
niggardly spirit. If the economic and 


Mr. John Burns. 
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social condition of the Irish people could 
be brought home to those British members 
and British taxpayers who had not seen 
Ireland as he had seen it, he was con- 
vinced that they would subordinate any 
views they had and accept the respon- 
sibility of settling the Irish question in 
this, the only if not the best way it could 
be settled. Even if the Land Bill were 
passed it would be possible in a few 
generations for either the Gomheen man 
or the Jew to become in the process of 
years possessed of large tracts of Ireland, 
and be worse landlords than those which 
at present existed. Such a possibility 
would have to be prevented by adequate 
safeguards in the interests of the State 
as a whole. The question before the 
House that night was, how seven centuries 
of strife and bitterness between two 
peoples could be terminated, and the 
man who wished to live his life and 
earn his living in Ireland, in his own 
home, from his labour get that adequate 
return he ought to get for living that life 
which every honest man desired to live. 
The projected Bill promised to solve this 
problem, and he appealed to the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland not be influenced 
or intimidated by criticisms in that 
House, but to realise that it was one 
of the traditions of a _ responsible 
Conservative Government—and they 
had now the opportunity—that they 
should settle the land question, and they 
must do so on broad, generous and big 
lines. If they did not take that view 
their Bill would be a miserable failure, 
and upon the Government would rest 
the terrible responsibility of consigning 
four millions of people to conditions which 
they had endured too long, to a condition 
of degradation, over-taxation, and mis- 
rule to which they never ought to have 
been subjected, and which by the passing 
of a good Land Bill there was hope for a 
change and the possibility of that peace, 
happiness and prosperity to Ireland which 
all desired to see. 


*Mke. HARRINGTON (Dublin, 
Harbour) said that many references 
had been made to the opportunity 
presented to the Chief Secretary by the 
resent condition of affairs in Ireland, 
ut no one could deny that that 
opportunity had been immensely im- 
proved by the debate to which the 
House had listened. From no quarter 
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of the House had a single discourag- 
ing word proceeded, by which fact 
the right hon. Gentleman should be | 
encouraged to face the question in a | 
broad and statesmanlike manner. The | 
whole importance of the report de-| 
pended on the grant to be made by | 
the Treasury ; everything else might be 
left on one side. 
done would be rendered absolutely useless 
unless there was forthcoming that financial 
assistance which would induce the land- 
lords to sell and enable the tenants to 
buy. The task the conference had to face 
was that of devising some scheme which 
would substitute inducement for com- 
pulsion, and enable a voluntary and 
amicable settlement to be arrived at 
between the two parties. The price 
offered by the tenants was the highest 
possible, and would only be given to 
secure a final settlement, but it fell short 
of the amount required to induce the 
landlord to part with his interest in the 
land. Dual ownership had been con- 
demned, and it would have been un- 
reasonable and absurd to ask the landlords’ 
representatives to agree to sell their land 


without assuring them the income they | P®’ _ ax . 
| this question in their own country they 


were at present receiving from it. The 


financial assistance the right hon. Gentle- | 
man was asked to provide was, therefore, | 
neither more nor less than the necessary | 
inducement to the landlord to sell. The | 


figure given by the right hon. Gentleman | 
and inevitably lead to the happiness and 


the Member for Montrose was consider- 
ably higher than anything entertained in 
the conference, so there could be no 
doubt that, if that figure were accepted 
by the Government, it would give com- 
plete satisfaction to those who signed 
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Commons would not only consider that 
scheme sympathetically, but give it its 


support. 


On the Government was thrown the 
responsibility of settling this purely 
Irish question. The Irish people had no 
power to tax themselves, or to settle the 


All that had been | (uestion in their own country, and if the 
| House of Commons did not ratify a 
bargain struck between the two contend- 
| ing parties and agreed to by all classes it 
| ng pe agr y act conse 


would be in the position of defeating the 


among themselves. The tenants’ offer 
had been screwed up to the highest 
possible figure, but they were prepared 
to stand by the agreement. They were 
not forgetful of the fact that in 
working out the details there would be 
much difficulty and trouble, but they 
were not going to judge the right 
hon. Gentleman by those details. The 


|one thing to which they would look 


would be the financial proposals of the 


_Government. From his knowledge of 
| the feeling in Ireland he had no hesita- 
tion in saying that if they had the 


power to tax themselves and deal with 


would readily do so. Would the Govern- 
ment, under such circumstances, by re- 
fusing the necessary assistance, stand in 
the way of a settlement, which would 
undoubtedly bring to [reland new hops, 


Landlord 


ment. mix together, and the industrial 


| development of Ireland would receive an 
‘immense impetus. The Government had 


the report and to the landlord party in | a great opportunity of ensuring peace 


Ireland. He hoped the Chief Secretary 
had not allowed himself to be influenced 
by certain criticisms which had been 
made. Those criticisms, so far as they 
were directed against the financial portion 
of the scheme, were based, not on the 
reluctance of the Irish people to tax 
themselves, but entirely on the belief 
that the Government would not give the 
necessary financial assistance. That 


difficulty had been removed by the 
debate on-the present Amendment, as it 
had been made perfectly clear, he thought, 
that if the right hon. Gentleman and his 
colleagues made up their minds to submit 
a scheme such as was foreshadowed by 
the Land Conference, the House of 


| between different classes, of securing a 


“happier condition of the country, and 
|enabling a greater attention to be paid 
| to its industrial development ; the price 
they were asked to pay was a very small 
one, and one which the debate had 
shown the House of Commons was pre- 


pared to pay. 


*Mr. SHARPE (Kensington, N,) said 
that as a Metropolitan Member and a 
warm supporter of the government, he 
rejoiced at the universal satisfaction 
which had been expressed at the near 
prospect of settling this great Irish land 
question on a reasonable and just basis. 
It was also a source of great satisfaction 
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by a local assembly but by the Imperial 
Parliament. He felt that this result 
would be achieved when they found 
men of all parties supporting warmly 
and cordially the proposals of the 
recent Land Conference. They did 
not know the facts nor the circum 


stances connected with the measure 


which his right hon. friend was bring- 
ing forward, but he felt quite sure 
that the English public and the English 


taxpayer would be inclined to deal | 


generously with a country to which they 
were bound by so many ties and 
by sympathy. This was not a matter 
for niggardliness, or cheeseparing, or 
ag The hon. Member for Batter- 

had « spoken of this as being a step in 
an on hones direction, but he wished the 
House of Commons to lay down the great 
rule that they should be just and fear not. 
They should do what was right to Ireland 
in the present circumstances, and leave 
the future to take care of itself. He 
felt no apprehension with regard to 
the taxpayers, for he believed they would 
be willing to make a liberal grant to save 
the Irish gentry from extinction, and 
so settle this matter on a true, proper, 
and equitable basis. If that could ,be 
done what did it matter that a 
a large amount of money by way of 
free grant would be required to. purchase 
such a magnificent result ? That was the 
spirit in which they should approach the 
question, and ‘he hoped that all sections 
would stand by the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland, if he saw his way to bring for- 
ward in a large and liberal spirit the 


reform which had been gpanes from | 
' him to hope that the right hon. Gentle- 


all sides of the House. 


Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.) said 
he wanted to say a word upon this ques- 
tion. Theright hon. and gallant Member 
for Armagh had indicated that there was 
some little difference of opinion between 
him and his fellow-countrymen who sat on 
the Nationalist Benches as to the condition 
of the Irish tenant. He wished to put it 
to the House that it ought to be part of 
a statesmanlike policy in the coming Land 
Bill to place the poor people in the West 
of Ireland in such a position that John 
Bull might there have a solvent and 
prosperous people to deal with. He 
wished to appeal to the right hon. 
Gentleman to give a generous considera- 


Mr. Sharpe. 
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tion to the congested districts in his 
Bill, and not a niggardly one. 
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Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I hope the 
House will now permit me to withdraw m 
Amendment, for I feel that the object I 
had in view has been served. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question again proposed. 
THE EXCLUSION OF CANADIAN 
CATTLE. 


Mr. PRICE (Norfolk, E.) said he 
begged to move the Amendment which 
stood in his name on the Paper. He 
would not bring forward the usual 
excuses that they were living under 
another Parliament and under another 
Government, and another President of 
the Board of Agriculture, because the 
real reason why he thought that this 
Act should be repealed wholly or in 
part was because he believed it was a 
most unjust Act to several portions of 
the community. He believed the Act 
had worked badly, and, as far as it was 
experimental in its character, it had ~ 
failed. He felt that the time had arrived, 
after a six years’ trial, when the House 
might be asked to pronounce that this 
Act, which excluded foreign cattle, and 
more particularly Canadian cattle, had 
been a failure from every point of view. 
The present President of the Board of 
Agriculture, as far as he knew, did not 
favour this view, in fact he had expressed 
opinions on several occasions in a diamet- 
rically opposite sense. Circumstances 
had come to his knowledge which led 


man might now be prepared to adopt a 
different position. In his own district 
there was a gentleman who had taken 
the field as a candidate, and, according to 
his own account, had triumphantly passed 
an examination at the head centre of the 
Conservative Party, that although he was 
found to be a completely sound supporter 
of the Government, at the head centre 
of his own Party, when he came down to 
his constituency he pronounced himself 
strongly against this Bill ; and so he could 
only conclude that the gentleman referred 
to had received assurances that the Act 
to which he objected was not going to 
continue on the Statute-book with the 
connivance of the Conservative Govern- 
ment. He was afraid that the gentleman 
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in question had not had a conversation | one knew better than he did that it was 


with the President of the Board of | 
Agriculture. 


easy to make a wrong diagnosis. He 
thought it was impossible to imagine 


such a state of things as had been alleged 


Mr. HANBURY : Hear, hear! 


Mr. PRICE said he* assumed from 
that interruption that the right hon. 
Gentleman’s opinions had not changed, 
and therefore he should ask the House 
to let him take them very briefly through | 
the history of the Act. Up to 1892 
Canadian store and other foreign cattle 
to some extent were imported into this 
country. It was, however, with the 
Canadian store cattle that he meant to 
deal. Canadian store cattle were im- 
ported in very large quantities for some 
years, and very extensively in Norfolk, 
the eastern counties, and in the East of 
Scotland. There were large districts in 
England where the principal agricultural 
interest was that of fattening cattle, and 
the Canadian cattle were the very best 
store cattle they could have. There. 
never was a greater blow inflicted on his 
district than when they were deprived 
of this very best raw material by this 
Act. At that time there was an Act on 
the Statute-book which permitted the | 
Board of Agriculture to exclude these 
cattle from any country where there was 
any disease. In 1892 there was a case 
of suspected disease among cattle, and 
next year there were one or two more. 
They were cases of suspicion only. He 
had never denied that the officials of the 
Board of Agriculture were justified in 
treating a case of suspicion of pleuro- 
pneumonia as if they were cases of con- 
viction, and he never objected to them | 
preventing such cattle from landing on our 
shores. None of those who opposed | 
this Act had ever taken an opposite 
view to this. 


During the years 1893, 1894, and 
1895 Canadian store cattle were still | 
excluded, because the cases he had | 
mentioned were still under suspicion. 
He thought it was only fair to say that | 
Canada ought to be found guiltless of | 
having any cattle disease, for the Cana-| 
dians never admitted the fact and they 
challenged the Government to prove it. | 
What was more, the facts had turned | 
out to be in favour of Canada. It was 


quite true that there were officials at the | 
Board of Agriculture whose ability could 
not be impugned for a moment, but no | 


either arising or existing in Canada with 
| regard 
officials of the Board of Agriculture 


to pleuro- pneumonia. The 


might frankly say that, in point of fact, 
they did not now think there was 
disease in Canada. But whether they 
did so or not, the fact was that there 
had been no pleuro-pneumonia in Canada 
of any kind. 

In 1896 the then President of the 
Board of Agriculture brought in a 
Bill, which became an Act they were 


‘now seeking to have in part repealed. 


That Act had been defended on several 
grounds. The President of the Board 
of Agriculture stated then that he 
believed there was disease in Canada, 
and that we were only protected by 
Order in Council and not by Act of 
Parliament. That being so, he said there 
was always a dangerous agitation going 
on for the admission of those cattle, and 
that this at some future time might be 
allowed to take place. This was com- 
mented on as being a reflection on those 
who would succeed him in office, but this 
the right hon. Gentleman repudiated 
altogether. The right hon. Gentleman 
stated that it might not always be 
possible, in view of an agitation taking 
place, to keep the ports closed against 
cases of suspicion. He also said he con- 
sidered that only a small number of 
people existed in the districts which were 
interested in imported store cattle, whereas 
a very much larger number existed in 
the breeding districts of England where 
the people wished to have restrictions 
imposed upon the importation. The 


‘right hon. Gentleman at that time gave 


statisties which were probably from the 
4th of June Return. That, however, 
would give a very wrong impression 
regarding the average number of cattle 
in the districts. If the census were 
taken at another period of the year they 
would arrive at a very different pro- 
portion. The late President of the 
Board of Agriculture in his speech on 
that occasion made a number of pro- 
phecies which had not been justified by 
events. Those who opposed the Bill 
expressed great fear that there would be 
a scarcity of store cattle in the feeding 
districts, that the price would rise 
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very considerably, and that the feeding 
enterprise, hitherto prosperous, would be 
seriously injured through those engaged 
in the trade not being able to obtain 
store cattle. The right hon. Gentleman 
stated with all the strength of his official 
position he had reason to believe that 
while the Bill would give breeders 
security against d sease, it would provide 
a supply of stores which would meet the 
demands. Of course one of their 
arguments was, that if, as the right 
hon. Gentleman supposed, the Act 
would give a stimulus to breeding and 
induce breeders to breed more cattle, 
it would only be because by getting 
higher prices they would be able to 
make more profit. Though it was 
unfortunately the fact that ever since 
that time the price had been materially 
higher, he did not think any one could 
say there would be a profit in feeding 
stores for the market. The increase in 
the supply of stores from the midland 
districts, and even from Ireland, had not 
been at all marked, if there had been 
any at all. 


The right hon. Gentleman had 
kindly supplied him with statistics 
showing that at the present moment 
there was a larger number of cattle in 
this country than in 1896. He found 
that in 1896 there were 10,753,000, and 
now there were 200,000 more. That 
was not a very large increase for six 
years. In fact, it was only about double 
the increase for one year previous to the 
passage of the Act. He could not help 
saying that the forecast of the late 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
had been utterly falsified by events. 
The hon. Member asked the House to 
look at the case from the Canadian 
point of view. He understood from 
speeches delivered by the right hon. 
Gentleman that he was of opinion 
that the Canadian case was not so 
strong as it had been. He held that the 
Canadian case was even stronger now 
than formerly, because there was not 
now any suspicion of disease. He did 
not know whether the feeling was so 
strong as it was before, but he hoped it 
was not, for in 1896 the Canadians were 
almost mad against the restrictions which 
were imposed. He hoped they had not 
been in that state of quasi insanity ever 
since. He did not know whether the 
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Exclusion of 


{COMMONS} 





Canadian Cattle. 


right hon. Gentleman read the literature 
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on this subject. Some of it was so un- 
complimentary to him that he would 
not read it in this House, not because 
it was unparliamentary, but because of 
the strength of the language in which 
the right hon. Gentleman’s actions were 
criticised. He had seen the report of a 
meeting at which one of the speakers, a 
gentleman largely interested in the cattle 
trade as an exporter, expressed the view 
that the fear of pleuro-pneumonia was 
not what animated the British Parlia- 
ment in passing the law, but rather a 
desire to give protection to our own 
breeders and feeders in the markets of 
this country. This showed that the 
feeling in Canada on the subject was 
still strong. He doubted whether the 
right hon. Gentleman was correct in 
stating that Canada was doing a good 
business in cattle. Some _ districts. 
were suitable for feeding and others for 
breeding purposes. The feeding districts 
were, no doubt, very well employed at 
present. They were feeding beasts and 
sending them over here as fat cattle. 
The breeding districts of Canada were 
not so well employed as before. From 
the districts not suitable for feeding the 
Canadians had been in recent years send- 
ing large quantities of store cattle over the 
frontier into America, paying a duty of 
27 per cent. These cattle could be intro- 
duced free into this country, and they 
were just the raw material we wanted to 
turn into meat for the people of England. 
He understood that the bulk of the 
Scotch beef came to the London market. 
What was the position in English districts 
which went in for the feeding of cattle % 
Their position was, he thought, as bad as 
they had foretold it would be when 
these restrictions were imposed. People: 
thought he was exaggerating when he 
said it would cause ruin in some cases. 
Throughout the eastern counties, where 
feeding was the industry, the process of 
ruin was going on. He wrote to some 
friends and asked them their view of the 
situation. 


A correspondent, writing on behalf of 
the Secretary of the Norfolk Chamber of 
Agriculture, said— 

“T can honestly say that the price of store 
stock is so high that 1t is impossible for us to 
see any return upon our outlay. Thus, if we 
are to buy at six and a half as stores, how is it 





possible for us to sell at six and a half when fat ? 
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This is the exact position we are in, and one | 
that I see no way out of, as the bree ‘ing of stock 
in thi- country has declined, and is declining | 
year by year, and my opinion is that we cannot 
compete with auy chance of success so long as 
this one-sided prutection is continued.” 


He did not know really whether his 
informant was right or wrong in saying | 
that the breeding of stock was actually 
diminishing in this country, but if it | 
was not diminishing it was very nearly | 
at a standstill, while the quality of the| 
stock bred had not improved as the late | 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
said he hoped it would. In point of | 
fact, in the early part of the year the 
class of stores which came over from 
Ireland was very good, but later in the 


season they became worse and worse in | 


quality, and short in number. Feeders 
had to buy lean, hungry beasts, which, | 
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present to second the Amendment, be- 
cause from his position as President of 
the Associated Chambers of Commerce, 
and as the representative of a large City 
constituency, he would have been able 
to give reasons for the faith that was in 
him. This was not solely a farmers’ 
question, but one deeply affecting the 
supply of cheap and wholesome food 
for the people. Nobody could tell him 
that animals brought over sea, after a 
long voyage, and slaughtered at the 
port of debarkation, could yield good 
and wholesome food. Those animals 
should be put on to the beautiful plains 
of Forfarshire and Aberdeenshire, where 
they could be fed up by skilful farmers 
before finding their way to the mouths 
and stomachs of the consumers. 


Since the great meeting of farmers : nd 


instead of putting on flesh after eating representative of the large towns in the 
up the feeders’ food stuffs, weighed no | country had been held in Westminster, 
more at the end of a week than before. | his hon. friend had gone to Canada and 
They were of that class of desperate |there ascertained for himself the fact 
beasts which broke the farmer’s heart. | that not only was there now no pleuro- 
Feeders sighed and sighed in vain for | pneumonia in that country, but that it 
Canadian stores, which were always! had never existed there, and that their 
healthy, took readily to their food, and |.cattle had been unjustly shut out from 
soon grew fat. The best market they|the markets of Great Britain. Two 


had for stores had apparently been) 
closed against them beyond recall, and 
he supposed that the moans of the 
feeders would not appeal to the right 
hon. the President of the Board of | 
Agriculture to prevent the dying out 
of a profitable industry, which had pro- 


years ago the hon. Member for Kin- 
cardineshire and he had got up a 
conference in Aberdeen on the subject. 
It was not a hole-and-corner meeting, 
but open to all, and was attended by a 
large number of representative farmers. 
If this had been a question between the 


feeding and the breeding industries, that 
would have been brought out at the 
meeting, but only one dissentient 


duced in the past not only “the roast 
beef of old England,” but the roast beef 
of old England of the very best. He) me 
begged to move the Amendment stand-| voice had been raised against the 
ing in his name, and he trusted that it | proposal to freely admit into this 
would meet with sufficient support to | country Canadian store cattle, and that 
carry it if the right hon. Gentleman had been speedily drowned. One of the 
did not see his way to give a favourable | greatest shorthorn breeders in the 
answer. | world had expressed the opinion that 
| the exclusion of Canadian store cattle 

Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeen-|from this country was injurious to the 
shire, W.) said he was glad to have the| best interests of agriculture. He had 
opportunity o: seconding the Amend-/| been glad to hear from his hon. friend 
ment. He had never made this a Party | that some doubt had been expressed as 
question, because he had attacked | to thecontinuance of stiff-backedness on 
Ministers ‘of both Parties on the the part of the Minister for Agriculture 
subject. His own constituents were in regard to this matter, but that the 
concerned in the question, but it was | right hen. Gentleman could not do any- 
one which affected the whole interests | thing without legislation, and that he 
and prosperity of the agriculture of | could not induce his ae 2g to give 
Scotland. He was sorry that the hon. | him time to pass a Bill. He had pre- 
Member for Islington was unable to be| pared a Bill on the subject and would 
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be glad to hand it over to the right hon. | 
Gentleman, who could pilot it through | 
all the quicksands and rocks which a 
private Bill had to encounter in this'| 
House. The cattle feeders of Aberdeen- | 
shire and Kincardineshire, who were the | 
most successful in Scotland, and. 
naturally in the world, felt deeply the 
taxation of the raw material which was 
necessary to carry on their industry, 
and that they were compelled to see 
the money which formerly flowed into. 
their pockets transferred to the pockets 
of the Canadian feeders. His hon. 
friend had described the animals which 
came over from Ireland as lean and 
hungry beasts, although they had 
improved a little of late. Whether that | 
was due to the longing for ‘‘ home, sweet 
home,” which was predominant in the 
Celtic breast of every man and beast from 
Ireland, he did not know; but the fact 
remained that the Irish store cattle did 
not take kindly to their new surround- | 
ings, and did not feed up so quickly as 
the Canadian stores, which eventually 
yielded a profit to the feeders of from 
£2 to £5 per head. One of the reasons 
for the exclusion of Canadian stores 
from this country was the risk that 
they would introduce here cattle 
disease. If he were assured of that he 
never would be in favour of their 
introduction. The talk about Canadian | 
disease was now a bogey. He did not! 
believe it existed. While speaking, 
in all respect, of the scientific advisers 
of the Board of Agriculture, he 
thought the balance of opinion was 
against them. They had heard that 
the representative of Canada scornfully 
repudiated the accusation. Would not 
the Canadian people be the first to stamp 
out disease in their own interests if it 
existed? In these days of an enter- 
prising%press if disease existed in Canada 
they could not prevent the news being 
wafted over to England. Another point 
was that the frontier of the United States 
has been free from disease for at least six 
months; and he understood that the 
frontier arrangements for the purpose of 
preventing disease being imported were | 
now amply sufficient. te hoped, there- 
fore, the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture would give a sympathetic reply. | 
He was glad his hon. friend had brought | 
forward his motion in such an excellent 
speech, and he would gladly second it. 


Dr. Farquharson. | 
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Amendment proposed— 


“* At the end of the Question to add the words, 
‘And we humbly represent to Your Majesty 
that the absence of cattle disease in the 
Dominiou of Canada and the requirements of 
cattle feeders in this country justify the repeal 
of the law which excludes Canadian store cattle 
from our markets.’ ”—(Mr. Price). 

Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there added.” 


*Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock) 
said that as a feeder of cattle, and not a 
breeder, he intended to vote against the 
Amendment, because although the re- 
strictions had caused some inconvenience, 
the protection of cattle from disease 
consequent upon those restrictions in 
his judgment far more than compensated 
for any inconvenience they had caused, 
and they were deeply indebted to the 
Government for the precaution they 
had taken to protect their herds. He 
remembered quite well in years gone by 
when their herds were — devastated 


through foreign disease, to-day they 


were practically free from any such 
scourge, and he attributed it in no small 
degree to the precautions which had been 
taken by the Government with reference 
to the importation of foreign cattle. Of 
course he was ready to admit, as a some- 
what large grazier, that in recent years the 
industry had not been so profitable as for- 
merly, but that wasa difficult y that would 
right itself, and if it was found that 
cattle rearing was more profitable than 
cattle feeding, cattle rearing would 
increase and feeding would decrease. 
A discontinuance of the precautions 
would lead to a periodical influx of cattle 
disease that would injure not only agri- 
culturists but the whole country. The 
hon. Member for East Norfolk had 
hinted that this was Protection. It was. 
It was the protection of their native cattle 
from disease imported from abroad. 


| That was the kind of protection of which 


he was an enthusiastic supporter. Even 
if there were no restrictions they would 
not get the same number of store cattle 
from Canada to-day as formerly. The 
low priceand the increased production of 
corn in that country «ompelled farmers 
to use their own store cattle to consume 
the corn; but any advantage ' hat would 
be gained by the removal of therestrictions 
would be overbalanced by the dangers 
which would beincurred. Consequently, 
he should vote against the Amendmens 
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*Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney | ago. Was that any reason why the 
and Shetland) said he hoped the House | United States should be regarded as free 
would not be led away by his hon. | from disease now, or in a few days or 
friends the Member for East Norfolk and | weeks hence ? Where there were large 
the Member for West Aberdeenshire in | herds of cattle, as in the United States, it 





regard to this matter. No one could 
put the case of the large grazier and the 
large landowner stronger than they did ; 
but he desired to put the point of view of 
the general good of the population. His 
hon. friend the Member for Kincardine- 
shire at the Conference had said that the 
question was a working man’s question ; 
and there he most cordially agreed with 
him. The working man was entitled to 
be considered equally with the large 
graziers of Aberdeenshire and Norfolk. 
His hon. friend the Member for East 
Norfolk represented that the number of 
cattle in this country was declining. The 
latest statistics, however, showed that 
cattle had increased during the last six- 
teen or seventeen years from 10,000,000 
to nearly 11,500,000, which was a very 
satisfactory state of things. Speaking 
as aman who had a practical knowledge 
of farming, and had to make his living 
by farming, he cordially endorsed all that 
had been said by the hon. Member for 
the Tavistock Division with reference to 
this question. It was not a case of Pro- 


| was impossible to say whether there was 
| disease or not. Irish cattle were infinitely 
| better than Canadian cattle, just as Irish 
| horses were the best in the world, be- 
cause they got careful individual atten- 
‘tion. When animals ran wild in large 
| herds, they had all the characteristics of 
| wild beasts ; whereas, in Ireland the cattle 
| were carefully tended, and even small 
| farmers in that country treated their stock 
| with more care and attention than farmers 
_in either England or Scotland. If the 
| constituents of his hon. friends paid more 
_ attention to cattle tending, they would be 
|doing more good than by agitating 


| for the removal of the restrictions. 
There was one matter in which 
'much might be done to _ increase 


| the food supply of the country, and that 
'was by preventing the destruction of 
/immature calves for food. That would 
| increase the number of cattle in the coun- 
‘try by thousands. The murder — that 
| was the only word for it—that went on 
was perfectly sinful. How could such 
food make up for the roast beef of Old 
England? That was a great national 


tection versus Free Trade in the ordinary | question. No one appreciated anything 


sense of the words. Many hon. Members 
were old enough to remember the ter- 
rible havoc wrought in Scotland thirty- 
five or forty yearsago byrinderpest, which 
ruined farmer after farmer as well as the 
agricultural community in many places. 
Why, therefore, should they run the great 


and serious risk they would run if they | 


swept away those restrictions. His hon. 


colonial more than he did, being a 
Colonial himself; but the case had not 
| been put—— 


| And, it being half-past Seven of the 

clock, the Debate stood adjourned till this 
| Evening’s Sitting. 
smetniien 
| EVENING SITTING. 


friend the Member for East Norfolk gave | oenhiageme 


away his whole case in one sentence. He | 
said the frontier was always open. That | 
was just the difficulty. It was not a/| 
question of Canadian cattle; it was a) 
question of cattle from the Gulf of Mexico | 
right up to the Canadian frontier. It | 


KING’S SPEECH (MOTION FOR AN 
ADDRESS). . 


THE EXCLUSION OF CANADIAN 
CATTLE. 


Order read, for resuming adjourned 


| Debate on Amendment [25th February] 


was impossible to devise any scheme by | to Main Question [17th February], 


which cattle could be prevented from 
etting into Canada from the United 
tates. He had seen a great deal of that 


‘‘That an humble Address be presented 
| to His Majesty, as followeth :— 


part of the country. Huge herds of cattle | «“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 


were driven north by a small army of 
men, and the entire population of Canada 
could not stop them from entering that 
country. It was said that the United 
States was free from disease six months 


|“ We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
leave to offer our humble thanks to 
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Your Majesty for the Gracious Speech 
which Your Majesty has addressed to 
both Houses of Parliament.”—(Mr. 
Gretton.) 


Which Amendment was :— 


“* At the end of the question to add the 
words, ‘And we humbly represent to 
Your Majesty that the absence of cattle 
disease in the Dominion of Canada and 
the requirements of cattle feeders in this 
country justify the repeal of the law which 
excludes Canadian store cattle from our 
markets.’”—(Mr. Price.) 


Question again proposed, ‘‘ That those 
words be there added.” 


*Mr. CATHCART WASON, continu- 
ing his speech, said the hon. Member 
for Aberdeenshire had put the case very 
forcibly when he had stated that the 
money was not to go into the pockets of 
the landlords and graziers of this 
country, but into the pockets of the 
Canadian farmers. That was precisely 
where the money ought to go. He had 
also described to the House why it was 
that these wild cattle, all bone and 
muscle, running in vast herds in Canada, 
should recuperate on the vast fertile 
fields of Aberdeenshire rather than be 
slaughtered, where he submitted they 
ought to be slaughtered, in their own 
country, and be sent over herein the 
chilled or frozen condition, the best 
possible food for the people. Speaking 
as a practical agriculturist, he thought 
the practice of bringing wild cattle of 
this sort over to this country for store 
| age was a great evil. No oneknew 

ow they were bred or reared. They 
brought them over here and put them 
on the rich fertile pastures of Aberdeen- 
shire, which, in his opinion, could be 
devoted to.the much better purpose of 
raising strong men and women than 
foreign cattle, with all the risks of im- 
porting disease into this country. He 
was not now concerned for the farmers, 
but speaking to the utmost of his ability 
on behalf of the small occupiers. If they 
had small occupiers they would look 
after their two or three store cattle and 
tend them properly, and nothing needed 

reater care and attention than cattle. 

he best horses that came to England 
were the Irish, which were carefully 
bred, tended, and reared by small oc- 
cupiers, and the worst were the brumbies 


{COMMONS} 








Canadian Cattle. 876. 


or wild horses of Australia which roamed 
in vast herds and never saw the face 
of man. The case was precisely 
the same with regard to those Canadian 
store cattle. Mr. Colman, whose name 
had been quoted in the debate, had said 
that Canada was ready and willing to 
send over any number of cattle that 
might be required for our markets. That 
was a very heavy order, and let them see 
exactly what was needed ; there were very 
few more cattle in Canadathan there were 
in Ireland. This was not a question of the 
4,000,000 or 5,000,000 of cattle in Can- 
ada ; it wasa question of the 50,000,000 
in America and Mexico. Both the mover 
and seconder of this Amendment had 
been misled in this matter, and had not 
looked at it from a practical point of 
view. They had been misled by the 
gentlemen who owned ships and who 
had interests in the great cattle trusts 
of America. It was a question of the 
interest of the peasant proprietors in 
Ireland, and the crofters and small} 
farmers in Scotland, as against that of 
the graziers and great landowners. He 
knew with the great bulk of his con- 
stituency the feeling was very strong 
that a man was not given land to 
do as he liked with, and that if ever 
the land got back to the people the 
immense tracts of deer forests which 
now existed woukl be able to breed 
and rear thousands of cattle. Although 
a farmer himself, he never argued 
this question from a local standpoint, 
but simply and solely from the point 
of view of the national good and general 
welfare of the community. 


It had been said by some in favour of 
this Motion that if they could get the con- 
sumers on their side everything would be 
settled. He was in favour of the cheapest 
food forthepeople, and he would not speak 
or vote for anything that would raise 
the price of food and compel the people 
to go hungry, but there had not been a 
scintilla of evidence or proof that if the 
unrestricted importation of Canadian 
cattle were allowed the food of the 
people of this country would be any 
cheaper. It was infinitely better that 
the Canadian farmer should slaughter 
his cattle in Canada and send the meat 
over here in a chilled or frozen state. 
This question was not a question of the 
food supply of the people, it was far 
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cheaper to bring over fat stock than 
store stock, and there was no necessity 
to bring over these wild steers to benefit 
the grazier in the North or in Norfolk. 
As a practical farmerandagriculturist, his 
opinion was that it would be infinitely 
better that these vast fertile tracts now 
occupied by large grazing farmers should 
bethrown open to small occupiers. This 
state of things arose from the position 
taken up years ago when the landlords 
pulled down the small farms and threw 
them into large ones, and the result was 
that these graziers, not being able to 
obtain labour, now wanted cheaper cattle. 
There was no question of Protection as 
against Free Trade. The country was 
entitled to Protection for its cattle so 
long as it did not interfere with the food 
supply of the people. For all these 
reasons he urged the House by an over- 
whelming majority to reject the proposal 
now before them. 


Mr. LLEWELLYN (Somersetshire, N.), . 


speaking on behalf of the dairy farmers of 
this country, said he did not suppose 
that many members of the House recol- 
lected the state of affairs, in the West 
of England particularly, some years ago, 
when the country was suffering under 
the terrible scourgeof the foot-and-mouth 
d'sease. Many people were apt to say, 
looking at the number of cattle that 
died, that the dearth of cattle did not 
show any great increase at that time, 
but those who had dairies and had to 
go through that terrible time would tell 
a very different tale. We had seen in 
one village the milk of fifty cows thrown 
away day and night, and no one desired 
that there should be any possibility of 
@ recurrence of such a thing as that. 
As for Canadian stock, if they could he 
obtained at a price in England, the people 
were right to get them, but he could 
tell hon. Gentlemen on the other side 
of the House that they could get as 
good, and better, store stocktoput in their 
yards from Ireland. The most impor- 
tant food four young children was new, 
pure milk, and everybody knew how 
quickly milk became contaminated, and 
if they had a recurrence of this terrible 
scourge they would no longer have pure 
milk. On those grounds, on behalf of 
the dairy farmers of the West of 
England, he appealed to the right hon. 
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Gentleman the Minister of Agriculture, 
to be perfectly firm and to maintain 
this country in the position in which 
it now was with regard to this matter. 


*Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackman- 
nan and Kinross) regretted that on the 
first occasion that he should address the 
House this session, he should find him- 
self in conflict with the hon. Member for 
Orkney and Shetland, but this was a 
proposition which he most heartily wel- 
comed. Of course no one desired to 
have any risk of disease being imported 
by animals into this country, but the 
Amendment had shown conclusively that 
there was not now, and had not been 
for a number of years past any disease 
in Canada. No one in this debate had 
alluded to the speech made by Mr. 
Fisher, the Canadian Minister of Agri- 
culture, at Montreal on the fifth of this 
month. That gentleman had been able to 
prove conclusively that neither now nor 
for many years past had there been the 
slightest chance of disease being im- 
ported by Canadian cattle, and he had 
further said with regard to Great Britain 
that if she were shutting her doors 
against Canadian cattle it must be for 
some other reason, and that he would be 
glad if anything further could be done to 
remove the embargo. At the Conference 
last year a very important speech was 
made by the official inspector of meat in 
the Glasgow market. That gentleman 
said he had examined the different 
slaughter-houses in the city of Glasgow, 
and had also gone to the port where 
Canadian cattle were slaughtered, and he 
had stated that, so far as the test of the 
lungs and whatever tests there might be 
were concerned, he found the Canadian 
cattle were healthier than the cattle 
slaughtered at home. This was not a 
question entirely for the farmers. In the 
place where he lived everyone was in 
faveur of this restriction being removed. 
In Orkney and Shetland the farmers to a 
man wished this restriction to be retained, 
because they got higher prices for their 
stock. He hoped, therefore, they would 
get some recognition from the Minister 
of Agriculture. It had been said that it 
was not a question of Canadian cattle 
alone, but that over the frontiers of 
Canada would come cattle from The 
Argentine, Mexico and the United States 
of America. The Canadian Government 
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were willing to give a guarantee that all| British farmer, and that the consumer 
cattle should be sent over free from would suffer. Nothing of the kind had 
disease, and, of course, if the Irish cattle happened ; the consumer had not suffered ; 
were better than the Canadian, it would and the great cattle producing in- 
not hurt Ireland, because she would always dustry had enjoyed a freedom from 
make a higher price. This was a matter disease in cattle which was invalu- 
of wide interest to the consumers of this able to it. The light talk in 
country, and he hoped his hon. friends | this matter came mainly from feeders of 
would go to a division, and so prove that | cattle only, and he could easily understand 
there was no reason why Canadian cattle that those thus interested might be 
should not be admitted free from this| rash enough to run some risk of 
restriction as they had been in the past. importing disease, if they could obtain 
'cheaper stores. But he knew, on the 
*Mr. GARDNER (Berkshire, Woking- other hand, what injury and ruin disease 
ham) expressed the opinion that very could bring to breeders not only of 
good reason should be given for any cattle but all kinds of stock, and protec- 
tampering with this restriction. The tion to them was of the first importance. 
only reason given, sofarashe could gather| Any relaxation of this Act would 
at present, was that it would benefitafew take away that confidence that breeders 
large graziers in Scotland and East and rearers have to carry as much 
Anglia. If that were compared with stock as possible on the land in their 
the great interests involved in this ques- | occupation. It had been argued that 
tion it would be seen that it was in Canadian stores should be admitted. He 
ridiculous disproportion to them. The took it that the Act applied to all 
mover of the Amendment had declared | countries alike, and that all foreign and 
that the present condition of affairs was Colonial cattle were prevented from 
unjust to these people ; that the restriction coming here to be distributed hither and 
worked badly, and that the experiment thither at the will of importers. If 
had failed. Thelast few years had shown they allowed the thin end of the 
how free we were from cattle disease, and wedge to be driven in here, it might 
if this law had produced no other effect very easily be driven further. So long 
than that, it could not be said to have as the restriction applied to all countries 
failed. If the consumers suffered their alike no country had any particular 
voices would be heard loudly enoug, hand grievance. However careful or desirous 
the consumers’ voices had not been heard. of stamping out disease the Canadians 
Whatever cattle Canada had to part might be, it was-not impossible that 
with would come into this country, disease might come into their country 
alive or dead; and the consumer without their knowledge. He felt con- 
would get his food just as well fident that in the President of the Board 
as if these cattle went to the grazier. of Agriculture they had a good friend, 
Scotch graziers were said to have com- and it was hardly necessary to ask the 
ees but, judging from the first-class right hon. Gentleman to stand firm 
ighland stock which came down from the | against this Amendment, and to set his 
North, the Scotch grazier could not be so face strongly against any proposal that 
hard up for stock, otherwise he would have would open our ports to the importation 
kept those sent down. East Anglia could of live cattle, other than for slaughter at 
get good stores from Ireland, a it would | place of landing, owing to the great 
be the greatest mistake, for the sake of danger to the health of the flocks and 
50,000 head of Canadian store stock, to herds of this kingdom, 
run the risk of importing disease into this 
country. People had short memories in|) *Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, S.) said he 
this matter, and talked lightly of removing | should offer the Amendment his most 
the restriction on the importation of cattle. strenuous opposition. He did not under- 
Did hon. Members remember thirty or stand the argument of his hon. friend 
forty years ago, when these diseases were | above the Gangway, who had spoken of 
rife, and whole herds were attacked and the importation of cattle. So far as his 
were apparently without protection? He | colleagues and himself were concerned, 
remembered the passing of these Acts, | they did not object to the importation of 
when all sorts of allegations were made fat cattle, no matter from what quarter 
that it was for the protection of the | they came, so long as this meant cheapen- 
Mr. Eugene Wason. : 
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ing the food of the masses. He thought 
the hon. Member had lost sight of the 
fact that this Amendment was confined to 
the importation of store cattle, which 
was another matter altogether. He op- 

sed this Amendment for various reasons. 
fn the first place, he opposed it because 
his constituents were opposed to it; and 
in the second place, because every repre- 
sentative body in his county, from the 
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| provisions for the slaughter of foreign 
cattle at the ports. The Act of 1896 
was resisted with the entire force of the 
Liberal Opposition. That Act repealed a 
section of the Act of 1894, thereby taking 
away from that House and from the 
_Government the power of exercising an 
administrative discretion as to the im- 
| portation of cattle. But surely they 
could trust the discretion of the President 


County Council down to the Board of | of the Board of Agriculture in such a 
Guardians, was opposed to it. Finally, | matter. Could there never be any foreign 
he opposed it because his constituents | cattle fit to be importedinto this country ? 
were not large farmers, but, on the con- Supposing the right hon. Gentleman was 
trary, they were small farmers ; in fact, | satisfied that there was no such danger, 
many of them, owing to the extreme | could they not trust him and his staff 
smallness of their holdings, could not be to make up their minds without the assent 
called farmers at all. The small farmers | of the House of Lords ? 


of the West of Ireland were acknowledged | 
to be the best breeders of store cattle in 
these three Kingdoms, and this fact would 
be admitted by any agricultural expert 
in England who was in the habit of 
visiting the fairs in the West of Ireland. 
He had had a conversation with an 
Englishman who was a very large buyer 
in [reland, and he had told him that the 
bringing in of store cattle from Canada 
would prove to be a ruinous business for 
the people at large. Whoever heard of a 
fat beast coming from Canada? The 
people of England who were experts 
would readily admit that the importation 
of store cattle from Canada would be an 
evil. Now, when a measure was about 
to be introduced which it was sincerely 
to be hoped would abolish dual owner- 
ship in Ireland, it was hardly an oppor- 
tune time for embarking in legislation 
which meant ruin to the small farmers of 
that country. Therefore, he hoped that 
the President of the Board of Agriculture 
would not accept this Amendment. He 
thoroughly agreed with the hon. Member 
opposite who had alluded to the dangers 
to creameries by the importation of store 
cattle. It would be nothing short of a 
calamity to -accept this Amendment, 
which he: hoped would be rejected. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) said that he took an active interest in 
opposing the Act of 1896, and therefore he 
should like to say a few words. The 


They passed the Act of 1894 on the 
general ground that a restriction on the 
importation of cattle was necessarily a 
matter for administrative discretion which 
should be settled by the Government of 
the day on their sole responsibility to 
this House, without the assent or in- 
terference of the House of Lords. He 
stood by the opinion which he expressed 
before, and he hoped that all those hon. 
Members who opposed the Act on a 
previous occasion would repeat their vote 
to-night in favour of this Amendment. 
On the general question of policy there was 
'nodoubta considerable difference of opinion 
in different parts of the country, and 
they had heard those opinions expressed 
in the course of this debate. In the East 
of Scotland he understood that the 
opinion was unanimous against the 
restriction referred t o by his hon. friend 
but personally he rather represented the 
consumer upon this question and not the 
agriculturists. He was certain that it 
was the opinion of the consumers of all 
the great cities that these restrictions 
|should be removed. On the grounds 
| that it was in the interest of the consumer 
he should support this Amendment. 





| Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) said 
the hon. Gentleman opposite, the Mem- 


| ber for Berks. had made some _ in- 
|teresting observations, in which he 
|said that he did not believe that the 


Amendment of his hon. friend called for | price of the food of the people had been 
the repeal of the law which excluded | affected by these restrictions. But was 
Canadian store cattle from the English it not a fact that in most parts of the 
markets. The Act of 1896 repealed in a| country the price of store cattle had 
single section a particular section of the | increased? -If that be so, was it not 
Act of 1894, which contained certain natural by the law of economics, that the 
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price of the fatted article had also been | prejudice has been created against it, 
increased? If this had not been ;the | That Act applies not only to Canada, but 
ase only one person could be affected,|to stores from every portion of the 
and that was the unfortunate farmer, | world. Canada is suffering under no 
who had to bear the burden. The/ special grievance in this respect. We 
hon. Gentleman opposite asked the | should all be anxious to show the utmost 
President of the Board of Agriculture | consideration to any of our Colonies, but, 
not to remove these restrictions, on/|in this matter, Canada differs in no 
the ground that it was important | respect from other Colonies or foreign 
that children and invalids should countries. On the other hand, with 
have pure milk. But was it due to regard to the importation of fat cattle, 
the foot-and-mouth disease that these | Canada is in a position occupied by only 
restrictions were imposedi He was twoother countries—the United States 
under the impression that it was due toa and Argentina. 
case of pleuro-pneumonia that occurred; The question at issue between us 
in Canada. As he was informed that does not turn on whether or not 
this disease had absolutely died out, and|Canada is free from disease. For 
as the United States now took Canadian months I have admitted that Canada is 
store cattle, he asked the President of free from disease, and it is on that 
the Board of Agriculture to do! ground, and that ground only, that 
what he had done with regard to the Canada is allowed to export to this 
muzzling o der, and remove these restric- country fat cattle for immediate 
tions. The muzzling order did a great | slaughter. But there is a vast distine. 
deal of good, and he was one of those tion te be drawn between allowing fat 
who wished to see it persevered with cattle to come into our ports to be 
until rabies had been absolutely wiped slaughtered within ten days of landing, 
out. That had been done with the and allowing store cattle not only to 
greatest success, and he maintained that | reach the wharves, but to go throughout 
this pleuro-pneumonia disease had now | the length and breadth of the land, 
been stamped out in Canada, and it) possibly carrying disease wherever they 
was very rare indeed in this country. _—_go._ So insidious are some of these cattle 
| diseases, that foot-and-mouth disease, for 
Tue PRESIDENT or THe BOARD or | instance, has actually spread from the 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansury, Pres quarantine wharf itself. If it has spread 
ton): The hon. and learned Member for | from the wharf, with all the safeguards 
Dundee seems to think it was rather a there provided, what may be the danger 
hardship that, under the law o! 1896, | if these store cattle are allowed to come 
the President of the Board of Agricul-|in and go all over the country? We 
ture has no discretion in this matter. have no adequate means of knowing, 
It is a fact, of course, that that Act does | and, especially in these large and thinly- 
forbid the importation of store cattle | populated countries, it is extremely difi- 
from all countries in the world, but I can | cult to know—in many cases their own 
at once tell the hon. Member that if my Governments do not know — whether 
hands were perfectly free, and if the Act | there is any disease. So difficult is it, 
left it to my discretion, I should as stoutly even for the Governments of countries 
maintain the exclusion of store cattle! like Canada, the United States, or 
from this country as I am obliged to do | Argentina to know whether foot-and- 
under the Act of 1896. I am absolutely | mouth disease, forinstance, does exist, that 
convinced that, if we are to keep out | for months I have had to keep the ports 
disease from this country, the Act of of this country closed against Argentine 
1896 must be maintained in all its com- cattle, because, although the Goverment 
pleteness. The Amendment which the of the Argentina issued an official report 
hon. Member has placed upon the | declaring the country to be free from 
Paper seems to convey the idea that | disease, within two or three months o 
only Canadian store cattle are excluded | that notice it was proved, beyond 8 
by the Act. A similar misconception, I | doubt, that foot-and-mouth disease 
think, prevails throughout the country, | there exist. If cattle were allowed t 
and to that extent a certain amount of | come in as store cattle from countries 


Mr. Tennant. 
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where disease did exist, the danger to 
our herds and flocks would be very 
great indeed. An essential thing in this 
matter, whether from the point of 
view of the exporter, the importer, or 
the consumer, is that we should have a 
steady trade. That is almost as im- 
portant as reventing the importation of 
disease. hat is the suggestion in this 
case ¢ 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) made a remark which was inaudible 
in the Press Gallery. 


Mr. HANBURY: Then directly the 
hon. Member for East Norfolk succeeded 
in carrying his point, and stores from 
Canada were permitted to enter, we 
should have the hon. Member for Dundee 
coming forward and saying, “ You cannot 
draw any distinction between Canada, 
the United States, and the Argentine ; 
you must let in store cattle from every 
part of the world.” That would be a 
most dangerous state of things. It 
would be sufficiently dangerous if we 
were to let in store cattle from Canada, 
because it is necessary in the interests of 
the consumer and of all parties concerned 
that this should be a steady trade. The 
desire of the Canadians to export fat 
stock has been considerably diminished 
by seeing disease suddenly break out in 
the United States. They are beginning 
to see that a steady trade, even for meat 
purposes, because it is steady, will answer 
their purposes a great deal better than 
that of live cattle. How much stronger 
is the argument in the case of stores than 
in the case even of live fat cattle. If 
disease breaks out in Canada they can, 
at any rate, export their dead meat, but 
if they have only one string to their bow 
the trade is at once upset, and the whole 
store supply comes to an end. 

It is said that Canada is free from 
i So it is ; but thers is a country 
with a frontier running for thousands of 
miles coterminous with that of Canada 
where disease has broken out within the 
last two months. In the New England 
States foot-and-mouth disease suddenly 
broke out, and what guarantee have we, 
if it breaks out in such a country, it will 
not also break out in Canada? It has 
been said by several people that we ought 
to make an exception in the case of 
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should be most anxious to meet the 
wishes of any of our Colonies, but, after 
all, disease is the same wherever it comes 
from, and it would do just as much harm 
in this country whether it came from 
Canada or from Germany. I cannot 
agree to treat any Colony exceptionally 
in this matter. But I will go further. I 
do not believe that if we opened our ports 
to-morrow to Canadian store cattle any 
considerable number would come in. 
Since the Act of 1896 the Canadians 
have found a much better way of 
making money, and that is to fatten their 
cattle on their own land, and send them 
over to this country as fat cattle. 
There is no doubt whatever that this is 
the case of the bulk of the Canadians 
at the present moment. Too much 
may be made of the number of 
Canadian cattle we used to receive. 
The figures have not yet been :nen- 
tioned, but one would suppose from 
what has been said about the import- 
ance of Canadian stores to the graziers 
of this country that Canada sent us 
before 1892, when the ports were first 
closed against them, an enormous 
supply of store cattle. But what are 
the facts? Up to 1892 the largest 
number of cattle of all kinds sent trom 
Canada in any one year was only 
88,000, of which only 50,000 were 
store cattle. Has Canada suffered any 
injustice since the exclusion of store 
cattle, or has this country received 
fewer cattle from Canada? In the five 
years preceding the exclusion, 88,000 
Canadian cattle per annum came to 
this country; in the ten years since 
then the number has been 98,000 per 
annum, so that there has been an 
actual increase of 10,000, or more than 
10 per cent. In addition to this large 
increase of live cattle we have had an 
enormous increase of dead meat. In 
the year before the exclusion of store 
cattle, Canada was sending us only 
370,000 cwt. of dead meat; in 1901 
the amount was 722,000 cwt. Canada, 
then, has not suffered by the arrange- 
ment. 


But what has been the state of things 
herein England ? From whom does this 
complaint come? The consumer has 


had very little to say on the subject, if 
we except the hon. Member for Dundee, 





Canada because Canada is a Colony. I 


who wants not only Canadian, but store 
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eattle from every country in the world seemed to imply that the number of 
to be allowed to come in, apparently | cattle in this country had decreased since 
forgetting the greatly increased price | the restriction was imposed. 

which the consumer would have to) 

pay if any amount of disease broke out| Mr. PRICE: No; you misunderstood 
amongst our home stock. Who, then, | me. I said the increase had been com- 
are the people who complain? Not the | paratively small. 

generality of farmers, for I venture to. : 

say that 99 per cent. of the farmers of | Mr. HANBURY: The increase since 
this country are dead against the 1896 has been something like 500,000 
Amendment of the hon. Member. We 0n 10,000,000, and that I thinkis a very 
have heard what hon. Members from | considerable increase. We have also had 
Ireland have to say on the subject, and 4 considerable increase in the supply of 
I shall quote a few figures as to the store cattle. I have mentioned that the 
number of store cattle from Ireland. | stores from Canada, even in the year 
The same might equally be said about | when the largest number were sent, did 
Wales Do the great grazing counties, | not exceed 50,000. Take Ireland alone. 
such as Leicestershire or Northampton- | Up to 1891 the average was 355,000; 
shire, ask that these cattle should be | from 1897 to 1901, the average was 
introduced? There is not a Member | 420,000, not only making up the de 


from either of those counties who) ficiency from Canada, but giving us 
will say there is any such desire. | 20,000 tothe good, and that increase is 
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Then take the case for Scotland. | 
My hon. friend the Member for) 
Aberdeen was Chairman of the Scottish 
Conference last December, and it must 
be within his recollection that the 
Scottish farmers were at one time 
pressed to deal with the question, but on 
reflection it was found there was not by | 
any means that unanimity, even in the 





grazing districts, that had been antici- 
pated, and the resolution was struck off | 
the agenda. ‘There is not the same feel- | 
ing in Scotland on the subject as there 
was a year or twoago. The hon. Mem- 
ber for East Norfolk alleges that he re- | 
presents the county of Norfolk, and he} 


declared that his opponent at the election | 
took exactly the same view of the subject. 
I do not know whether his opponent had | 
been long in Norfolk, but I do knowthat | 
the question is not regarded with 
unanimity in the county. It is rather a 
battle between the large farmers and the | 
small. It may pay the large farmers 
very well to get the Canadian stores, | 
though I am told that even amongst 
them there is not the same unanimity 
as existed a short time ago. But 
amongst the small farmers there is 
absolute unanimity, and, although the 
hon. Member may very well represent 
the larger farmers of Norfolk, if he 
thinks he is doing the smaller farmers 
any kindness by this Motion I distinctly 
contradict him ; he is doing them a very 





ill turn indeed. Then the hon. Member 
Mr, Hankury. 


going on. And they are by no means 

stores. They are in every respect as 
good as Canadian stores, and with the 
means which are now being taken to 
improve the breed of cattle in Ireland, I 
believe Ireland will send us even better 
stores in the future. Asto price, I admit 
that this year there has been an increase. 
But the circumstances are totally excep- 
tional. We know what happened in 
America the year before last, that 
they had very few cattle to send 
over to this country, and that a great 
number of cattle were slaughtered in this 
country as fat cattle which perhaps ought 
not to have been slaughtered as such. I 


| will take the price, not of a single year, 


but of, say, five years. It is somewhat 


| difficult to get a return of prices. I wish 


the Board of Agriculture had better 


| opportunities of getting such returns, 


and that I could get more assistance 
from the Treasury in the matter than! 
am likely to get, because it is a matter 


|of considerable importance. I am able, 


however, to give these figures, as very 
accurate records have been kept in some 
districts. From 1887 to 1891 the price 
of stores was £9 ls. 6d.; two-year- 
olds, £12 18s. 4d. ; from 1893 to 1897, 
£7 19s. 6d. and £11,18s.; from 1893 
to 1899, £7 18s. 7d. and £11 14s. 
respectively, so that the price of stores 
is now £7 18s. 7d. as against £9 1s. 6d, 
and of two-year-olds £11 14s. as against 
£12 18s. 4d. That does not look a 
though the price has gone up. 
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Now I take the report of the Irish Agri- 
cultural Department, and I find that in the 
five years previous to 1892 the price of one- 
year-olds was £6 15s. 4d., in the succeed- 
ing five years £5 13s, 5d. and from 
1897 to 1901 £6 14s. 3d. It is only 
natural that the price of Irish stores 
should have gone up, because for the 
first time they were coming in these 
large quantities to ~—* In the two- 
year-olds there has been a drop, the 
price in 1887 and 1891 being £9 &s., in 
the following five years £8 3s. ld., and 
in the last five years £9 5s. 9d. The 
same thing happened with regard to three- 
year-olds. My argument is this: Al.- 
though disease may not be existent in 
Canada at the present moment, we have 
no guarantee that it may not break out 
to-morrow, and we cannot afford to let 
our food supply depend on the mere 
chance of any country being free from 
disease in any one particular year. 
There is no hardship on the graziers of 
this country; they are getting as large 
and as good a supply of stores as they 
got before, and they are getting those 
stores at prices certainly not higher— 
indeed, in many respects they are lower 
—than before. Nothing whatever, 
therefore, will induce me, as long as | 
am Minister of - Agriculture, to abate, 
by one jot or tittle, the stringency of 
the Act. I am quite certain that it is 
to the interest of the farmer and con- 
sumer alike that we should stand by 
that Act, and that we should do every- 


_ thing possible in our power to prevent 


disease coming into this country. As 
I have stood firm in the case of importa- 
tion of fat stock from Argentina, and 
have refused to allow any to come into 
this country until I have been satisfied 
by the Argentine Government that 
there is no disease in their country, and 
that all adequate precautions are taken, 
so again I say that in the case of store 
cattle, 1 cannot depart one iota from 
the Act of 1896 and I will not, for the 
sake of this paltry number of 50,000 
store cattle, which it is asked should 
be allowed to come in, but which 
graziers do not want, sacrifice the 
health of 11,000,000 of cattle in this 
country, and so enhance the price to the 
consumer. 


Mr.GEORGE WHITELEY (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Pudsey) said this was a matter 
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in which he had long taken considerable 
interest. The effect of this Amendment, 
if carried, would be to repeal, so far as 
the importation of Canadian cattle was 
concerned, the Diseases of Animals Act, 
1896. He noticed that the right hon. 
Gentleman, speaking a short time ago 
in. Scotland, said that that Act was 
passed with very little opposition, and 
with the consent of both sides of the 
House. He was unhappily at issue with 
the right hon. Gentleman in that state- 
ment. He challenged it, and he said 
that very few Acts had been passed 
through that House that had been more 
keenly contested and more bitterly 
fought than was’ the short Act of 1896. 
In particular he well remembered it 
being remarked by the right hon. 
Gentleman, the President of the Local 
Government Board, who then occupied 
the position which the right hon. 
Gentleman now filled, that, although 
at that time there was no disease in 
Canada, and very little, if any, in 
England, there was rinderpest in 
Rhodesia, and that therefore the right 
hon. Gentleman had better take his 
3ovine Bill to Buluwayo. The Act of 
1896 was not passed to prevent disease. 
It was passed to prevent the importation 
of healthy animals into this country, 
and to scotch the competition which 
resulted therefrom. If the House had 
realised —if hon. Members who were 
Free Traders had realised—the results 
of the passing of that Act, they would 
not have acquiesced in it, and the 
majority which supported it would not 
have been so large as it was. The Act 
of 1896 was one of those agricul- 
tural Acts which, in his humble 
judgment, were rather Protective in 
their tendencies. That had _ been 
practically admitted by the right 
hon. Gentleman, because, speaking at 
Edinburgh a short time back, he admitted 
that there was no disease in Canada, 
but stated that the first thing that would 
happen, if Canadian Store cattle were 
permitted to enter this country, would 
be that the price of English stores—and 
no doubt in that he intended to include 
the Scotch and Irish—would fall to the 
market price of Canadian stores. After 
an admission like that it wes impossible 
to deny that this Act was Protective in 
its tendencies. Ifthe opening of the ports 
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would have the effect of reducing the | that number had only risen to 11,376,000 
price of store cattle, then he said that at the period for which the right hon. 
the effect of keeping them closed was Gentleman quoted figures. The total 
to maintain the price over and above | increase in our herds of cattle in this 
the level at which it would otherwise country was only 169,000, or one and 
stand. Under these Protective Acts the half per cent. during ten years. But 
working classes and the consumer were, | during that time the population had 
so to speak, between the upper and the | increased four or five per cent., so that 
nether millstone. | the increase in the number of. cattle was 

Already the prices of tea, tobacco, corn,| by no means commensurate with the 
and sugar had been increased. A Mar- | increase of people. With regard to prices, 
garine Act had been passed to protect | it would not be denied that the tendency 
our butter industry, and the Diseases of | had been to increase rather than decrease ; 
Animals Act protected the meat supply. | indeed, during the past year, absolutely 
Thus every staple article of food which | famine prices had obtained in the meat 
the working man consumed was enhanced | trade, although they had gone down 
in price, either by taxation or by the | somewhat since. At any rate, on the 
restrictive and Protective Acts of the | whole, the price of meat was higher now 
present Government. He had refreshed | than it was ten years ago, and there was 
his memory by referring to the debates | no possibility of its falling. The assertion, 
of 1896. The House would be aware | therefore, that this Act had not been 
that prior to that time it was open to | protective in its effect was dissipated by 
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the Government to permit the importa- 
tion of live stock from abroad. Now, 
under the Act of 1896 all animals had 
to be slaughtered at the ports. He 
remembered arguing that the result of 
the Act would be to increase the price 
of meat. But, “ No,” said the right hon. 
Gentleman the then President of the 
Board of Trade, now President of the 
Local Government Board, “we expect 
there will be such a development of 
cattle breeding in this country as will 
more than make up any loss we may 
sustain under this Act, and the price 
of meat will be reduced instead of 





increased.” But was it likely that the 
scotching and prevention of competition | 


those figures. The Act was passed on the 
strength of false arguments. All the 
prophecies and prognostications by which 
it was supported in that House had been 
falsified. It was built upon an unsound 
and unsubstantial basis. It had proved 
protective. It had not reduced the price 
of meat ; it had tended to increase it. It 
had not been followed by any appreciable 
increase in the number of stores in this 
country ; on the contrary there had been 
a material decrease in proportion to popu- 


lation. In view of those facts he put it 


to the House whether it was not time to 
depart from that cast-iron, hide-bound 
ed of excluding healthy competition. 

They heard a good deal nowadays about 





was going to reduce the price of meat? | Imperialism, and some of them thought it 
If it were, why not refuse to admit wheat | was rather a sham and pinchbeck kind of 
and thus reduce its price. The right | Imperialism. They had also heard 
hon. Gentleman had put forward some | statesmen advocating the policy of the 
very specious arguments, and had quoted | Zollverein. Not long ago they were 
certain figures, but he only went back | willing to accept the assistance of Canada 
to 1896. |in the great conflict in which this Empire 
| was engaged. They took all the assis. 

Mr. HANBURY: Oh, yes. I went | tance she was willing to render, so far as 
back to 1892. | men were concerned. The cry was “let 
them all come.” But now it was a case 

Mr. WHITELEY said he was not pre- | of “no bullocks need apply.” We had in 
sent during the earlier part of the right this country a large proportionof the popu- 
hon. Gentleman’s speech and therefore did | lation out of employment, a proportion 
not hear that. But the figures relating to | which had little chance of buying meat. 
1896 he did hear quoted, and he ventured | Yet the policy of the Government was 
to assert that if the right hon. Gentleman | to increase the price of meat, and, although 
had taken the statistics for 1893 he would there was an excellent supply of that 
have presented a very different picture to | article of food in Canada, which the 
the House. In that year the stock of Canadians were anxious to send us, and 
eattle in this country was 11,207,000, and we were willing to accept, the Govern- 


Mr. George Whiteley. 
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ment refused to allow it to come in. It 
was a case of Protection as between the 
breeder and the feeder, if not between 
Canada and England. There was an 
excellent supply of strong healthy cattle 
which, for years, had been more healthy 
than our English herds ; yet the Govern- 
ment, on behalf of the breeders and 
agriculturists of this country, elected to 
exclude that supply from our shores. 
He appealed to Free ‘Traders, he 
appealed to all who had the interests of 
the corsumer at heart, to allow, in the 
interests of the working people, the 
importation of this healthy supply of 
food. 


Sr EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- 
setshire, S.) said the hon. Member who 
last spoke had stated that he was appeal- 
ing to the Free Traders of the country. 
Well, he himself had been much longer 
a Free Trader than the hon. Member. 


Mr. WHITELEY: No, no, 


*Srr EDWARD STRACHEY said that 
if his hon, friend had been so long a Free 
Trader he must have felt that he was in 
very uncongenial company when he was 
sitting on the other side of the House. 
Why did he not object to the action of the 
Liberal Government of 1892 in refusing 
to allow store cattle from Canada to be 
brought into this country? It was 
entirely due to the action of the late 
Liberal Government, acting through Mr. 
Herbert Gardner, who was then President 
of the Board of Agriculture, that that 
step was taken. Up till 1892, through 
the slackness of previous Governments, 
pleuro-pneumonia and foot and mouth 
disease had been very prevalent in this 
country. Indeed, Professor Brown, the 
professional adviser of the Bvard of 


_ Agriculture, said that it had existed 


continuously here for more than fifty 
years. Thanks to the Liberal Govern- 
ment, that state of things was practically 
put an end to, and there had been only a 
small number of isolated outbreaks since 
that time. It was quite clear why the 
Board of Agriculture had desired to turn 
what was only statutory obligation into 
a legislative obligation. They wished per 
manently to exclude store cattle coming 
from abroad for the reason that those cattle 
were a constant source of disease, so that 
Britain and Ireland were never free of it, for 
as often as it was stamped out so surely 
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was it imported again from abroad. It 
was clear that the Board of Agricul- 
ture had felt that the pressure put 
upon it was enormous, because any- 
one who read the official correspondence 
between Lord Ripon, the then Colonial 
Secretary, and Mr. Herbert Gardner from 
1892 to 1894 would see the enormous 
pressure that was brought to bear upon 
him by the Colonial Office. Letter after 
letter was written by the High Commis- 
sioner of Canada to Lord Ripon, urging 
that the restrictions should be with- 
drawn. The pressure was so great that 
the then President of the Board of 
Agriculture (Mr. Gardner) appointed a 
Departmental Committee to inquire into 
the question, and the conclusion come to 
by that body, largely on the evidence of 
experts, showed that it was perfectly 
well known to English veterinary sur- 
geons that the diagnosis of pleuro- 
pheumonia was extremely difficult. That 
was the argument that was used by the 
Board of Agriculture in 1893, in order to 
resist the pressure put upon it by Canada. 
Canada then, as now, declared that there 
was no disease at all in the Dominion, and 
that pleuro-pneumonia did not exist. 
But after the most careful investigation 
the Departmental Committee came 
to the conclusion that it did exist, 
and it was impossible to allow Canadian 
store cattle to be introduced into 
this country, for unless the prohibi- 
tion was insisted upon, it would not be 
possible to keep our flocks and herds free 
from foot-and-mouth disease and pleuro- 
pneumonia. Mr. Gardner and the then 
Liberal Government therefore resisted 
the pressure put upon him by Canada. 
The Conservative Government, when 
they introduced the permanent Act, did 
so, it might be supposed, to help them to 
resist the same kind of pressure by the 
Colonial Office. It had been difficult for 
Mr. Gardner to resist the pressure of 
Lord Ripon. Would it not have been 
more difficult, if not impossible, for Mr. 
Walter Long, the then President of the 
Board of Agriculture, to have resisted Mr. 
Chamberlain, then, as now, the Colonial 
Secretary, and all-powerful ? 

It had been suggested by one of 
the speakers that the Act of 1896 
was opposed by the entire Liberal 
Party, but he had looked up the 
Debates and he found that the number 
of Members who voted against the Bill, 
on the Motion for the Third Reading was 
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only seventy-five. He also found on| 
examining the reports on the Debates on | 
the Second Reading that several Liberal | 
Members representing agricultural con- | 
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ing the price of food of the people, he 
for one would be ready to run some risk 
in the matter, but it had been proved by 
the President of the Board of Agriculture 


stituencies voted for and not against the | that this had not been the case. Taking an 
Bill. It was clear, therefore, that the | average of years, the price of meat had not 


Liberal Party was not united on the 
point, especially when they found so 





increased. An enormous increase of the 


/amount of meat which came into this 


representative a man as the Member for| country frozen or chilled, takes the 
the South Molton Division of Devonshire | place of the store cattle before imported, 


supporting the Act. 


ing the Act, said that if the price of store | 
cattle increased so did the price of meat. | 
But the hon. Member went on to say that | 
the feeders had been unable to make any | 
profit of late. What did that mean? It | 
meant that when the price of store stock | 
went up the price of fat stock did not go up | 
in proportion, and, consequently, they lost | 
on the fat beasts, because the butchers | 
gave no more for them, though the feeder | 
had to pay more for lean beasts. Really, | 
the whole quarrel was simply between, on | 
the one hand, a small number of feeders | 
of foreign store cattle in this country— | 
men who wanted to have cheap store 
cattle—a comparatively small minority of 
farmers in East Anglia, in the North of | 
England, and in Scotland, and on the 
other hand, the great bulk of the farmers of 
England, Wales, and Ireland. It had 
nothing to do with the question of the 
price of meat. Since 1896 the average 
price had not increased. It was sug 
gested that it increased last year, but that 
was owing to the American trust, and, as | 
a matter of fact, the price of meat had | 
fallen considerably at the present moment. | 
The hon. Gentleman who moved the | 
Amendment declared that the Act had | 


ing the He noticed a curious | in fact we got just as much meat, if not 
contradiction in the speech of the hon. | 
Member for Berwickshire, who, in oppos- | 


more, from abroad, but in the shape of 
dead or fat beasts instead of in the form 
of store beasts. 


Mr. H. BROADHURST (Leicester) said 
he understood the President of the 
Board of Agriculture to say that in the 
whole of Leicestershire there had been 
no voice heard in favour of the Amend- 
ment of his hon. friend. 


Mr. HANBURY: From the farmers, 


Mr. BROADHURST: There were 
other people in Leicestershire besides 


|farmers. There were 230,000 of a work- 


ing population in the borough of 
Leicester, and from that borough he had 


| presented petitions again and again in 
‘favour of repealing the restrictions 


against the importation of store cattle. 
He did not think the President of the 


| Board of Agriculture made any great 
| point when he said that the hon. Member 


for Dundee would admit store cattle 
from other countries than Canada. 
Cattle should be admitted from any 
country where there were healthy 
beasts. No one proposed to admit cattle 
with disease among them. The right 








been a failure, but he did not tell them on | hen. Gentleman had quoted a number of 
what grounds he based that assertion. | figures to show what had been the varia- 
The only way in which it could have been | tion in the price of store cattle. He 
a failure would have been by not succeed-| should like to know on what principle 
ing in stamping out foot-and-mouth | the right hon. Gentleman selected the 
disease and pleuro-pneumonia. But it | districts from which he obtained his 
had done that. Those of them who lived | figures. 

in the West of England knew well what | 


a terrible state of things prevailed during) Mr. HANBURY: The sets of figures 


the middle part of the past century, when | I have quoted were the only figures I » 


whole districts were ruined, when thou-| could lay my hands on. There was a 
sands of men lost their means of living, | record kept by the Farmers’ Association, 
and great destitution prevailed in various and the figures showed the official re- 
parts. They were told that this was a ports in regard to Irish store cattle. 


question affecting Protection and Free | 
Trade. To his mind it was only a ques-| Mr. BROADHURST said he feared 
tion of protection from disease. If it| there was very great inaccuracy in 


were a question of permanently increas- | compiling these figures. He was fre- 
' 
Sir Edward Strachey. 
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quently in the Castle Hill live-stock 
market of the city of Norwich, to which 
cattle were admitted from all parts, and 
if he was correctly informed store cattle 
had fallen between £2 and £3 per head 
since the passing of the Act of 1896. 
There had been constant objections 
taken to the Act on the ground that it 
was calculated to enhance the price of 
meat. In Leicester the co-operative 
society and tradesmen who distributed 
food to thousands of people declared 
that it had increased the price of meat, 
and, therefore, they’ were in favour of 
the repeal of the restrictions. There 
was no necessity for the Act except to 
save labour to the Department. The 
Department could always and instantly 
have stopped the importation of diseased 
cattle. If the Department had no better 
sources of information than the War 
Office had for other purposes, he could 
understand that it might exist in a state 
of ignorance as to the condition of 
cattle in other countries. There should 
be no difficulty in getting warning at 
once of the spread of foot-and-mouth 
disease or lung disease in Canada, or 
any other civilised country. We had 
consuls and representatives all over the 
world for the purpose of furnishing us 
with information. It was a ridiculous, 
nonsensical, cast-iron policy to keep 
out store cattle from all countries 
whether disease existed in those countries 
or not. The right hon. Gentleman had 
admitted that it was difficult to get 
statistics which were reliable, and that 
the means of collecting them were 
uncertain and inefficient. That was a 
confession of incompetency which really 
made the House suspicious of the other 
reasons, excuses, and apologies which 
had been constantly offered by the 
Department on this and other questions 
relating to agriculture, 


He was not afarmer. Hewished he was. 
He lived among farmers and was con- 
stantly associating with them. He was in- 
formed that the Irish store cattle, at any 
rateonthenorth-east coast of Britian, were 
nothing like so profitable to the farmer 
asthe animals from America or Canada. 
They were a much smaller class of beast 
as a rule. They lived on much richer 


pasture in Ireland than the cattle of 
Canada or America, and therefore when 
they came tothe bleak north-east coast 
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—the feeding part of Great Britain— 
they did not fatten with anything like 
the rapidity, or with anything like 
the same profit to the farmer as cattle 
from the prairie-lands across the 
Atlantic. That was one of the great 
complaints of the north-east farmer 
against Irish stores. Do not let the right 
hon. Gentleman imagine that anybody 
w nted to run risks. Exclude every- 
thing about which there was the 
suspicion of disease, but, pray, allow 
common-sense to rule, and not the hard- 
and-fast line which had been laid down 
and which could not be altered. The 
tight hon. Gentleman could not go 
down to the city of Norwich and 
meet a buyer of store cattle who would 
agree with him that they had not 
advanced more than £1 per head, 
otherwise he was entirely misinformed. 
He had no rents to reduce, and he 
believed it to be gospel truth what these 
men told him—that since 1896 the in- 
crease in the price of store cattle was 
more than 40s. per head in most 
cases, while the animals purchased 
were nothing like so profitable or so 
well suited to the climate as the class 
they were in the habit of purchasing 
before. On behalf of the consumers 
who had again and again petitioned the 
House against the restrictions, he pro- 
tested against the exclusion of healthy 
and profitable store cattle from Canada 
or any other part of the world. 


Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) 
said that as representing a county 
particularly interested in this question 
he might be allowed to make one or 
two remarks on the speech of the 
President of the Board of Agriculture. 
The fault they found with the right 
hon. Gentleman was that he had not 
confidence enough in himself and in his 
power to exclude diseased cattle without 
a law binding him to do so. His pre- 
decessors were perfectly able to do so. 
One of his predecessors actually, for a 
year at least, excluded Canadian cattle 
when there was every reason to believe 
that there was no disease whatever in 
Canada. The right hon. Gentleman 
had asked why they spoke of Canada. 
They took the Canadian case because it 
was a clear one. There was no disease 
whatever in Canada at present, and 
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most of them thought there never was. 
They saw no reason why cattle from 
that part of the world should not be 
admitted. They disapproved of the Act 
because the great industry in the feeding 
and fattening of cattle had been detri- 
mentally affected by it. The right hon. 
Gentleman had given the House some 
statistics which were most striking. 
He questioned the accuracy of those 
statistics, and he would give the right 
hon. Gentleman this challenge. He con- 
gratulated the right hon. Gentleman on 
the way he went about visiting different 
districts of the country, and he wished 
to know whether he would go down 
to Aberdeenshire or Kincardineshire 
and tell the farmers, as he had told the 
House, that store cattle were never im- 
ported in any great number. The right 
hon. Gentleman knew that such a 
statement would be laughed out of 
court. 


What really ran through the whole 
argument was the idea of Protec- 
tion. Even the right hon. Gentleman 
himself, while he did not use protective 
arguments. appealed to the breeders 
throughout the country, and he also 
appealed to hon. Gentlemen from 
Ireland. The hon. Member wished no 
harm to the breeding industry, which 
was larger than the ferding one, but it 
was perfectly impossible for this country 
to breed all the cattle that the consumer 
required. If we could not breed all the 
cattle we required, how were we going 
to supplement the supply? It must be 
done either by importing dead meat or 
store cattle. This Act prevented the 
importation of store cattle. The con- 
sequence was that the importation of 
dead meat had been increased, and the 
profit which formerly went to the 
farmers of Kincardineshire, who used to 
fatten store cattle, now went to Canada. 
The right hon. Gentleman might con- 
template that as a thing not to be re- 
gretted, but he could assure him that in 
his constituency it was regretted very 
much indeed. He was sorry that this 
debate had been more or less a dispute 
between breeders and feeders. It ought 
to be a consumers’ question. Petitions 
had been received from various co-opera- 
tive societies throughout the country in 
favour of the removal of the present 
restrictions on the importation of 


Mr. Crombie. 
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Canadian cattle. In the interest of 
consumers as well as feeders it was of 
the greatest importance that the Act 
should be repealed. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid) 
congratulated the President of the Board 
of Agriculture on the statement he had 
made. In his opinion the right hon. 
Gentleman had not shown any want of 
self-reliance such as the hon. Member for 
Kincardineshire seemed to think. No 
new argument had been heard in support 
of the Amendment now before the 
House. The statistics submitted by the 
right hon. Gentleman showed clearly 
that the Act, instead of being an injury 
to consumers and feeders, had been a 
benefit to them. Feeders had more 
stores to-day than they had before the 
Act was passed, while there was more 
meat coming into the country now than 
then. Even if at the present moment 
the price of meat was high that was 
not due to the effect of the Act. It 
was due to the failure of the maize 
crop in the United States last year. 
He did not think that the hon, Gentleman 
who had proposed the Amendment had 
presented anything that was really 
tangible in support of it. For his part, 
he believed that instead of the Act of 
1896 having done any injury, it had done 
a great deal of good. It had stimulated 
the breeding of cattle in Ireland, and had 
encouraged the farmers there to extend 
the industry, and to send to this country 
a class of animals which were well fitted to 
finish up their fattening here. From the 
figures produced by the Minister of 
Agriculture they saw that the number of 
store cattle from Ireland had increased 
by many thousands per annum, that the 
class of animals was superior to what it 
formerly was, and that it was my 
every year. Now that the new Depart 
ment of Agriculture had been established 
in Ireland, they might hope that the 
improvement in numbers and quality 
would be more than maintained ; and, in 
fact, he thought that the industry was 
only really in its infancy in Ireland. It 
would be a sad thing if anything were 
done by this House to hinder the 
development of that industry, and the 
improvement of Irish cattle. He com 
gratulated the right hon. Gentleman 
the President of the Board of —— 





on the firm attitude he had taken up in 
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this matter. The right hon. Gentleman 
had clearly shown that the Act passed in 
1896 had been beneficial ; that it had not 
only stamped out disease but had secured 
this country against the danger of its re- 
introduction, while it had given a stimulus 
to the breeding industry in the sister 
The firm stand which the 
Minister of Agriculture had taken, and 
the unwavering character of his language, 
had shown the people of Ireland that in 
him they had got a go od solid friend. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) 
said that notwithstanding the argu- 
ments they had heard from the feeders 
and those hon. Members who said 
they represented the consumers, he con- 
gratulated the Minister of Agriculture 
on the firm attitude he had maintained in 
regard to this question. If any man 
could claim credit for single devotion 
to duty, and ability in the discharge of 
his work, it was that right hon. Gentleman. 
He was spe:king from a long experience 
of the right hon. Gentleman in different 
Departments of administration. No 
one more effectually went down to the 
bed-rock of every question he had 
grappled with than the right hon. 
Gentleman, who had, therefore, gone to 
the bed-rock of the matter under dis- 
cussion. They had heard a good deal 
about Irish store cattle, but nothing of 
Highland cattle. There were large 
tracts of land in the Highlands now 
used as deer forests, which should be 
devoted to the rearing of cattle. That 
would be the very best way of keeping 
the population in the country. If they 
introduced store cattle from Canada and 
every other country, which would soon 
be distributed all over the land, how 
could they arrest the progress of disease 
if it once broke out. He had too much 
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regard for the small farmers and crofters 
who had a few cows, stirks, young beasts 
and sheep to sanction anything by which 
that risk would be run ‘The interests 
of the small farmers and crofters, and 
not that of the feeders should be first 
considered. Apart from that, if access 
were only given to the land tens of 
thousand more cattle would be reared in 
the Highlands than at present. This 
was a great national question, from the 
point of view that it would keep the 
people on the land. An hon. Member 
had spoken of a great meeting held in 
Westminster to protest against the Act 
of 1896; but those who attended that 
meeting represented the large farmers, a 
few landlords, the shipping trade, {the 
butchers, and co-operative societies. No 
small farmers had been represented there. 
The Secretary to the High Commissioner 
for Canada had admitted that the cattle 
were now sent over from Canada in a 
fattened state, and that the volume of 
trade had actually increased in spite of 
the restrictions imposed by the Act of 
1896. It had been suggested, and he 
agreed with the suggestion, that the 
destruction of calves should be stopped, 
so that they might grow up into full-sized 
cattle to yield food for the people. 


*Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough) said that he considered the 
Act of 1836 as Protection in its worst 
form, and he protested on _ behalf 
of his constituents against a measure 
which excluded from this country the 
food of the people and imposed upon 
them great hardships. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Minister of Agriculture 
had honoured Leicester with a visit and 


made a very interesting speech, in which 
he told the farmers it would be useless 
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to clamour for Protection, it was like | from any country? He earnestly hoped 
crying for the moon. He meta farmer, that his hon. friend would go to 4 
who, after hearing the right hon. | division, and if he did so he would sup- 
Gentleman the President of the Board / port him with every satisfaction, knowing 
of Agriculture, said — | that he would be acting in the interests 

| of the great majority of the people, and 


“*T admire the Minister for Agriculture who | 
evidently intends to continue his system of | at the same time doing no injustice to 


Protection and call it by another name! We | the cattle breeders 
farmers will encourage him to put a tax on 
corn, for that is not Protection but registration ! | 


Then the right hon. Gentleman excludes | : 
cattle, and the people will go on paying us | Mr. CAWLEY (Lancashire, Prestwich) 


farmers higher prices in every direction for | said he took an altogether different 
their food ! | wi * i 

view of this question from that of the 
The Irish people were now raising their | Minister of Agriculture. In his opinion 
voices and saying that they were making | it did no good to the country to tax 
money by the exclusion of cattle from | raw material. They admitted free fat 
Canada. He had every wish to do cattle and dead meat, and yet excluded 
justice to the breeders of Ireland, but at | the raw material to make into beef, 
the same time they must do justice | Moreover, by excluding raw materials 
to the majority of the people of this the production of bye-products was 
country who had a hard struggle to prevented, and a very considerable in- 
obtain the necessary food, because em- | dustry was crippled. He did not think 
ployment was precarious and wages were ‘that the past few years since the Act 
low. They knew that the Government | Was passed were a safe criterion for the 
would not accept the Amendment, but future. These years had, in the main, 
would continue their system of Protec- | been dry seasons, and there had been little 
tion to bolster up a few industries and | OT MO grass ; but he remembered when 
to help the large farmers, while they | there was more grass than cattle to eat 


regarded the great majority of the | it, and that was a sort of thing that 


people as worthy of but little con- | might come about again. His principal 
sideration. It was said that the Act | objection to the Act was that it really 
of 1896 had stamped out disease, | taxed the raw material of an important 
but in his opinion it had not done so. | industry. An hon. friend had advocated 
He believed that an improved system of | that the killing of all the calves should 
inspection and isolation had been the | be stopped, but he did not think that 
' means of stamping out disease. Methods would recommend itself to the people of 


hed! heen ates by — intarmnin | England, for where would they then get 
could be given to the Minister of Agri- | 


culture if disease amongst cattle had | 
broken out inany partof the world; and | remedy at all. 

if there was no disease in Canada and in | 

other cattle-breeding countries—and if |, Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork County, Mid) 
there was thorough inspection of the} said he congratulated the right hon. 
country—why should they not permit the | the President of the Board of Agriculture 
introduction into Great Britain of cattle!on the firm stand he had taken in 


Mr. Levy. 


their veal and ham pie? That was no 
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this matter. 


Bell, Richard 


Black, Alexander William 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Right Hon. James 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hope John Deans (Fife, West 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.) 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Aug. Henry Eden 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir Wiliam 

Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Man'~ 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 


In his own constituency 
they sent over large numbers of store 
cattleto England, and breeding had become 
one of their most important industries. 
He therefore very strongly supported 
the attitude adopted by the right hon. 
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AYES. 


; Horniman, Frederick John 

| Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 

| Keagl@y, Hudson E. 

| Levy, Maurice 

| Nussey, Thomas Willans 

| Partington, Oswald 

| Roberts, Jona Bryn (Esfion) 

| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 

| Roe, Sir Thomas 

| Rose, Charles Day 

| Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

| Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 


NOES. 


| Craig,CharlesCurtis(Antrim,S. 

| Cranborne, Viscount 

| Crean, Eugene 

| Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 

| Crossley, Sir Savile 

| Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Cullinan, J. 

| Davenport, William Bromley- 

| Delany, William 

| Dickson, Charles Scott 

Dimsdale, Rt. Hon. Sir Jos. C. 

| Donelan, — A. 


Banbury, Sir Frederick George | Doogan, P 


Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V C W (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J A (Worc 


Charrington, Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. T. 

Collings, Right Hon. Jesse 


H. A. E. 


| Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Duffy, William J. 
| Duke, Henry Edward 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
| Edwards, Frank 
| Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Ed. 
| Ffrench, Peter 
| Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
{ Fisher, William Hayes 
| Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
| Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
| Galloway. William Johnson 
| Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
| Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
| Gore, Hon. G. R. C. Ormsby- 
| Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
| Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs 


Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready | Gretton. John 


Condon, Thomas Joseph 


| Greville, Hon. Ronald 





Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasg.) | Hamilton, Rt Hn Ld.G.(Midz 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | Hamilton, Marq. of (Londondy 
Cox, Irwin Edwd. Bainbridge | Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. Wm. 
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Gentleman, and hoped he would adhere 
to his decision. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 38 ; Noes, 
190. (Division List No. 8.) 


Soames, Arthur Wellesle 
Spencer, RtHnC. R.( Northants) 
Tennant, Harold Johu 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
White, George Norfolk) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Durham Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THR AYES— 
Mr. Price and _ Dr. 
Farquharson. 


Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashfd 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harrington, Timothy 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hope, J. F.. (Sheff., Btside) 
Hoult, Joseph 

Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fr2d 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockie, John 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reg’ld J. (Portsmouth) 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
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Majendie, James A. H. Power, Patrick Joseph 
Martin, Richard Biddulph | Pretyman, Ernest George 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Maxwell, W.J H( Dumfriesshire Purvis, Robert 

Montagu. Hov.J.Scott(Hants.) | Randles, John 8. 
More,Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) | Rankin, Sir James 

Morrell, George Herbert Ratcliff, R. F. 

Mount, William Arthur | Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E. ( Waterford) 
Murphy, John | Redmond, William (Clare) 
Murray, Kt HnA.Graham( Bute | Reid, James (Greenock) 
Nannetti, Joseph P. | Renwick, George 

Nicholson, William Graham Ridley, Hon.M.W. (Stalybridge 
Nicol, Donald Ninian | Ritchie,Rt.Hon. Chas. Thomson 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth South) | Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
O’Brien,Kendal( 7ipperary Mid Russell, T. W. 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) | Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
O’Dowd, John | Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. | Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
O'Mara, James | Smith,H C(North’mb Tyneside 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. | Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
O’Shee, James John Soares, Ernest J. 

Percy, Earl Spear, John Ward 


of the House. 


Stock, James Henry 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Vol. SirCEH (Sheffield) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond,Rt. Hn. SirWilliamH, 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney) 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Weir, James Gallowa 

White, Luke (York, E. R. 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton und. Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A.Stanley ( York,E.R.) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N.)> 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R. (Bath 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
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TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 


Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard | 





Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk Hood and Mr. Ans:rather 


Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Main Question again proposed. 
Debate arising. 


Sm HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) moved the adjournment of the 
debate. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Debate be now adjourned ’ 
—(Sir Howard Vincent). 


Put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed To-morrow. 


BANK HOLIDAYS (IRELAND) BILL. 
Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, S.) moved 
the Second Reading of the Bill, but it ap- 
pearing that it was not yet printed, the 
debate was adjourned till To-morrow. 


Stan'ey, Lord (Lanes.) : 


| 


LIGHT LOCOMOTIVES (IRELAND) BILL. 
Second Reading deferred till To-morrow. 


COAL EXPORTS, ETC. 


Return ordered, “ giving, for the year 
1902, the export of coal from each port 
in the United Kingdom to each country 
abroad, together with summary state 
ments showing the export of coal in 
every period of three months from the 
principal districts of the United Kingdom 
to the principal 
countries ; and also showing the quantity 
of coal shipped at each port in the United 
Kingdom for ships’ use on foreign voyages 
during the like periods (in continuation 
of Parliamentary Paper, No. 138, of 
Session 1902.”—(Mr. David Thomas.) 


groups of foreign 


Adjourned at ten minutes before 
Twelve o'clock. 





andicates revision by the Member. 


mencement of a Speech 


An Asterisk (*) at the co 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, 26th February, 1903. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


HASTINGS HARBOUR DISTRICT 
RAILWAY BILL [#.1.]. 


Presented ; 
the Examiners. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, 
INEBRIATES ACTS. 
Supplement to the report of 


ETC. 


Member. 


the 
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read 1*, and referred to. 


the | 


inspector under the Inebriates Acts for 


Reports, &c. 910 
NEW SOUTH WALES. 

| Parliamentary Elections (Amendment) 

| Act, 1902; Women’s Franchise Act, 

|1902. (No. 54.] 


| Laid before the House (pursuant to 
| Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


LIGHT LOAD LINE. 
The Lord Shand added to the Select 
Committee. 


House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes before Five o’clock, 
till To-morrow, half-past Ten 
o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Zthe year 1901, being a collection of | 


: British, Colonial, and Foreign Statutes 


treatment of habitual inebriates. 


TREATY SERIES, No. 3 (1903). 


Accession of the Empire of Kona to 
the convention signed at Geneva, 22nd 


condition of the wounded in armies in 


the field. 
SOUTH AFRICA. 


affairs in South Africa (in continuation | 
of [Cd. 1163.], July 1902). 


to lie on the Table. 
LAND TRANSFER (STATUTORY RULES 
AND ORDERS), 
Rules, dated 10th February 1903. 


BANK OF ENGLAND. 


Annual accounts of Exchequer Bills 
Sand other Government Securities pur- 
: chased for the year ended 5th January 
. 1903. 
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DUCHY OF CORNWALL, 
Account of the receipts and disburse- 
ments of the Duchy of Cornwall in the 

year ended 31st December 1902, 


POLLING DISTRICTS. 


Orders made by the County Council 
of—The county of Middlesex ; the county 
of Lancaster (two orders); the county of 
Southampton ; altering certain polling 
districts in the said counties. 


VOL. CXVIII. [FourtH Serizs.] 


relating to the penal and Teformatory | 


August, 1864, for the amelioration of the | 


Further correspondence relating to, 


Presented [by Command], and ordered | 


Thursday, 26th February, 1903. 


| THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND MEANS. 


The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means. 


PETITIONS. 


| DETENTION OF POOR PERSONS (SCOT- 
| LAND) BILL. 

Petitions in favour: From Kirkin- 
| tilloch ; Kirkcolm ; Northmadine ; Botri- 
| phine ; Leswalt ; Rothes ; and, Greenock ; 
| to lie upon the Table. 


SALE AND USE OF TOBACCO AMONG 
JUVENILES. 
Petition from Chorley, for legislation ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


BRITISH MUSEUM. 

Petition of the Trustees of the 
British Museum [King’s Recommenda- 
tion signified], for grant in aid; to lie 
upon the Table. 


RETUENS, REPORTS, 


INEBRIATES ACTS 1879 TO 1899 (RULES 
FOR RETREATS) (IRELAND). 


Return [presented 17th February] to 
be printed. [No. 38.] 


ARTHUR ALFRED LYNCH. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 23rd February ; Sir Alexander 
Acland-Hood| ; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 39.]} 
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ETC. 
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BREWERS’ LICENCES. (change in the system of Private Bijlj 

Return presented, relative thereto | legislation which the hon. Member 
[ordered 24th February; Mr. Hayes | appears to desire. 

Fisher] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be | 

printed. [No. 40.] | Cancer in India—Statistics 


| 

, Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
SOUTH AFRICA. ‘ask the Secretary of State for ‘india 
Copy presented, of Further Corre-| whether he is now in a position to give 


spondence relating to Affairs in South | statistics in regard to the prevalence of 
Africa [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. | cancer in India. 


QUEST TONS AND ANSWERS CIRCU- ( Answered by Secretary Lord George 
LATED WITH THE VOTES. | Hamilton.) I have ascertained from the 
dilinetiis | Viceroy that in the existing condition of 
Chinese War Indemnity — Internationa] | ‘ieath registration in India he is unable 
Currency Conference. 'to furnish information which would 
Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): | justify any conclusions as to the preva- 
To ask the First Lord of the Treasury lence or distribution of cancer among the 
whether the Chinese War Indemnity | general population. The Government of 
debit to the American Government is to | India are considering the advisability of 
be paid in silver by agreement ; whether | T¢duiring cases of cancer to be recorded 
the gold standard European countries’ separately in future in the dispensary and 
claim will remain unpaid; and whether | '0spital returns. 
any cOmmunication has been received; _ , 
from President Roosevelt suggesting an IndianGovernment Railways— Automatic 
international conterence upon this cur- | Soames endl Passengers Satenscuningy 


ti cation. 
rency question. Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) In} State for India whether he is yet in a 
answer to the first part of the hon. | position to say whether arrangements have 
Member’s Question I have to say | been made for the more general adoption 
that His Majesty’s Government are not | of the automatic brake and system of 


intercommunication with the guard on 
w as been | ¢ f 5 
- nie hong A md leit yor capers d caile | passenger trains of the Indian Government 


of the Question, | have to say that the | anys 
claims are in process of payment. The, 
answer to the third part of the Question | 
is in the negative. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) As regards the adoption of 
‘automatic brakes, the report on the 

Bills Affecting Local Administration — PTOgress in the introduction of, and results 
Sanction by House of Commons, of working automatic vacuum brakes in 


Mr. FIELD: To ask the First Lord | India during the six months ended the 
of the Treasury whether he will consider | 30th June, 1902, has been received. Com- 


the advisability of making a rule that 
all Bills affecting the administrative con- 


| pared with the previous half-year there 


| was no increase of braked vehicles, but a 
| 





ditions of boroughs, cities, towns, and | considerable improvement in the results 
urban districts shall in future be first | - Ss o. Rg Can 
submitted to the House of Commons. | -2@!4_~ Were asked In January 14s 
furnish any information they may be 
(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) able to supply as to the adoption of a 
Under existing Standing Orders it i, | System of intercommunication between 
impossible to give effect to the suggestion | epee bpm ein ti 
of the hon. Member that all Private | PY J , 
Bills shall first be submitted to the | j 
House of Commons ; and I am not pre-| Khairpur Currency 
pared, without further consideration,| Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
to recommend an Amendment of the | State for India if he will say whether a 
Standing Order which would effect the | scheme for the conversion of the Kha r- 
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pur currency has yet been arranged ; 
and on what conditions the Native State 
rupee is accepted by the Khairpur State 


Treasury. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) So far as I am aware, the 
seheme has not yet been arranged. I 
have nothing to add to the answer 
which I gave the hon. Member on the 
11th December.t 


German Locomotives for East Indian 
Railways. 

CovonsL. DENNY (Kilmarnock 
Burghs) : To ask the Secretary of State 
for India, in view of his reply on 30th 
October, 1902,+ in answer to a Question 
to the effect that deliveries of loco- 
motives ordered from German contrac- 
tors by the East Indian Railway Com- 
pany were in arrear, will he now state 
what is the present condition of affairs ; 
and whether the policy of giving this 
order to German contractors was sub- 
mitted to, and sanctioned by, him before 
being put into effect. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) As regards the present con- 
dition of affairs, I am unable to give the 
information for which the hon. Member 
asks. The policy of the Board, so long 
as they keep within their agreement. is 
nota matter with which the Secretary 
of State can legitimately interfere. 


Government of India—Separation of Judi- 
cial and Executive Duties. 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne): To 
ask the Secretary of State for India what 
reply has been received from the Govern- 
ment of India to the memorial signed by 
the Right Honourable Lord Hpbhouse 
and others, praying for the separation 
of judicial and executive duties in India, 
presented through the India Office in 
August, 1899, and forwarded to the 
Government of India for consideration ; 
upon which, as stated by him on 13th 
March last,§ the Government of India 
had been consulting the local Govern- 
ments. 





+See (4) Debates, exvi., 902. 
+See (4) Debates, cxiii., 1192. 
§ See (4) Debates, civ., 1266. 
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“Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) No reply has yet been re- 
ceived. The matter is still under the 
consideration of the Government of 
India. 


India—Value of Agricultural Produc- 

tions. 

Mr. CAINE: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India if he has yet received a 
copy of the official Memorandum pre- 
pared by the Viceroy of India from 
figures collected for the Famine Com- 
mission of 1898, showing the latest 
estimate of the value of agricultural 
production in India, from which the 
Viceroy, in a speech to his Council on 
28th March, 1901, estimated the average 
agricultural income per head at 20 
rupees ; and, if so, would he lay it upon 
the Table of the‘House, and print it for 
circulation as a Parliamentary Paper. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) I have received the Memor- 
andum in question, but I do not propose 
to publish it. 


Agricultural Population of India— 
Report by Lord Dufferin. 

Mr. CAINE: To ask the Secretary 
of State for India when he intends to 
publish the Report on an Inquiry, 
instituted by Lord Dufferin in 1888, 
into the condition of the agricultural 
population of India, which he promised 
to the House on 30th January, 1902.7 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) I have received the Report ; 
it is very bulky, and it is fifteen years 
old. I doubt if it is worth the expense of 
publication, but if the hon. Gentleman 
presses for it I will not refuse to lay it 
upon the Table of the House. 


Post Office’'Telephones—Delay at 
Paddington. 


Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- 
shire, W.) : Toask the PostmasterGeneral 
whether he is aware that the Post 
Office authorities about eighteen months 
ago laid telephonic wires through certain 
parts of the Paddington district, and 
that the houses in the district have not 
yet been connected with the wires, and 





+ See (4) Debates, ci., 1323. 
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whether, in view of the inconvenience | 


caused to the residents, he will give 
instructions to have the work completed 


as soon as possible; and will he state | he | 
as to the possibility of improving the 


when it is proposed to complete the 


telephonic system in the district referred | : 
communicate the result to him as soon 
_as possible, but the inquiry will probably 


to. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The underground wires referred to by 
the hon. Member are to be connected 
with a new exchange which is being 
established in Bird Street, Oxford Street, 


and will be known as the Mayfair | 


Exchange. Unexpected difficulties oc- 
curred in the acquisition of the premises 
in which the exchange is to be situated, 
but the necessary structural alterations 
were begun in the autumn, and the 
Office of Works expect that they will be 
completed in about four months. The 
installation of the switchboard will then 
be at once taken in hand, and must, [ 
fear, occupy four or five months more. 
I will do everything in my power to 
hasten the opening of this exchange. 


Delay of Telegrams between Wolver- 
hampton and Belfast. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.) : To ask the 
Postmaster General whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the delay of 


certain telegrams between Woiver- 
hampton and Belfast last Saturday in 
connection with a football match; and 
whether he will make inquiries into the 
matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
I am making inquiries in this case and 
will communicate the result to the hon. 
Member. 


Ballyshannon Postal Service. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, | 


S.): To ask the Postmaster General 
whether he is aware that letters which 
should have been delivered at Bally- 
shannon at 8.30 a.m. on the 18th Febru- 
ary werenot delivered till 11.30onthat day; 
and whether, seeing that there is a line 
of railway through the district which the 
mail car traverses, he will take steps to 
improve the postal service at Bally- 


shaynon, and secure expedition in the | 
their | 
carriage to be by rail instead of by mail | 
_ Act in the direction suggested by my 


delivery of letters by causin 


car. 
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(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) [ 
will make inquiry as to the delay in 
letters at Ballyshannon 
referred to by the hon. Member, and also 


postal service to that place, and I wil] 


occupy some time. 


| South African War—Government Aid to 


Loyal Refugees in England. 

Mr. BUTCHER (York): To ask the 
Postmaster General, as representing the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
whether his attention has been called to 
the fact that the Rev. Arthur J. Bulmer, 
Congregational Minister of  Zeerust, 
Transvaal, and for some time Acting 
Chaplain to His Majesty’s Forces, was 
arrested by the Boers at the commence- 
ment of the late war for remaining loyal 
to the British Government, and was kept 
in prison for three months, that his home 
was destroyed, and that his wife and 
family were compelled, after suffering 
privations, to come over to England for 
refuge; and whether the Government 
will take steps to enable these and other 
loyal refugees, who are destitute of means, 
to return to their homes and relatives in 
South Africa. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
for the Secretary of State for the Colonies.) 
The case of Mr. Bulmer has not been 
brought before the Colonial Office. It 
is impossible to lay down any general 
rule for the treatment of such cases, but 
any applications made to the Department 
are referred to Lord Milner for his re 
commendations. 


Foreign Seamen discharged in land— 
y ‘acme of the Merchant Shipping 
ct. 


CoLoneL SADLER (Middlesbrough) : 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Trade if he will consider the advisability 
of amending the Merchant Shipping Act 
to enable a colonial seaman to recover in 
a summary manner the cost of his journey 
home if he is discharged in Great Britain, 
in the same way as is provided by Section 
186 of the Act for British seamen when 
they are discharged abroad. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) No 
Amendment of the Merchant Shipping 
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hon and gallant friend would appear to 


be necessary, as the position of a colonial 
seaman whose service terminates at a 
port in His Majesty’s Dominions is the 
game as that of a seaman belonging to 
the United Kingdom who is discharged 
in similar circumstances. Section 186 of 
the Act only applies to seamen discharged 
at ports outside His Majesty’s dominions. 
Trade and Merigntios. Returns—Delay in 
printing. 
A. THOMAS (Merthyr 


Mr. D. 


‘Tydvil): To ask the President of the 
“Board of Trade if he is aware that the 


issue of the monthly Trade and Naviga- 
tion Returns for January, and printed on 
7th February, was exhausted by the 9th, 
and that the public were not able to 


‘obtain further copies until about the 


20th instant; if he can say how many 
copies were printed at the first issue, and 
whether the number was limited owing 


‘to no order having been made by the 


House of Commons for their printing ; 
and, seeing the pressure to which Customs 
officials are put in getting these Returns 
out with regularity on the 7th of the 
month following that to which they 
relate, will he take steps to provide that 
in future they are fully available to the 
public on that date, whether or not Parlia- 
ment is in session. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) I 
am informed that, owing to an unusual 
demand for the January issue of the 
monthly Accounts of Trade and Naviga- 
tion of the United Kingdom, the stock 
was exhausted on the 9th instant ; that a 


‘further supply was available by mid-day 


on the 10th, and that this in turn was 
exhausted on or about the 17th. A 
further supply was available on the 19th 
instant, which is not yet exhausted. The 
number at first issued seems to have been 
in accordance with the usual practice 
when no order to print has been made 
by the House, but I will take steps to 
ensure that a sufficient number of these 
Accounts shall always be available in 
future, whether Parliament is sitting or 


“not. 


Treaty between United States and Cuba— 
Effect on British Trade in the West Indies. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
To ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether His Majesty’s 
Government have made any representa- 
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tions, either tothe Government of Cuba 
or to that of the United States, as to the 
effect of the Reciprocity Treaty made 
between those two States and already 
signed, upon British trade and upon 
the sugar industry in the West Indies ; 
and, if not, whether they will make such 
representations before that Treaty is 
ratified. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Lord Cranborne.) The 
reply to the first Question is in the 
affirmative. 


Bribery at_Shrewsbury—Report of 
Commissioner. 

HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs): To ask Mr. Attorney 
General whether he has received the 
Report of the Commissioner appointed 
to inquire into the charges of bribery 
and corruption arising out of the recent 
municipal election at Shrewsbury ; and 
whether he proposes to take action 
thereon ; and will the Report be laid upon 
the Table. 


Mr. 


(Answered by Sir Robert Finlay.) I 
have not yet received the Report of the 
Commissioner ;. but a copy was yesterday 
obtained by the Director of Public 
Prosecutions, and the whole matter is 
now under consideration. 


Funds of Trades Unions—Exemption from 
Income Tax. 

Mr. MARTIN (Worcestershire, Droit- 
wich): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether any portion of the 
funds of trades unions that are or may 
be made applicable to the general 
purposes of a union, and are not 
specifically earmarked or assigned to its 
charitable purposes, are exempt from 
income tax; and, if so, if he will state 
the regulations that exist governing such 
exemptions. 


(Answered by Mr. Ritchie.) Vt is the 
practice of the Board of Inland Revenue, 
under the provisions of the Trade Union 
(Provident Funds) Act of 1893, to allow 


a registered trade union exemption 
from income tax in respect of so much 
of its interest and dividends as is actually 
applied for the purpose of provident 
benefits (as defined in the Act), whether 
specifically earmarked to such benefits or 
not. Section “2 of the Act prescribes 
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that the exemption is to be claimed and 
allowed in the same manner as in the 
case of income applied to charitable pur- 
poses, i.¢., in accordance with the pro- 
visions of Section 98 of the Income Tax 
Act of 1842. 


Technical Instruction in Tyrone— Use of 
Disused Gaol at Omagh. 

Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid.) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will consider 
the desirability of transferring to the 
County Council of Tyrone the disused 
gaol at Omagh for purposes of technical 
instruction or other useful object, sub- 
ject, however, to such reservations as the 
Prisons Board required in a similar case 
in another county. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
Prisons Board, with the consent of the 
Treasury, would be prepared to hand 
over this prison to the County Council, 
subject to the conditions referred to. 
No application in this respect, however, 


has yet been made to Government by 
. the Council. 


Ireland—Rural Libraries Act. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can now 
state what steps the Department of Agri- 
culture and Technical Instruction and 
the Congested Districts Board intend to 
take in order to encourage the adoption 
of the Rural Libraries Act by Rural 
District Councils, in view of the fact that 
the rates will shortly be struck for the 
next financial year. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Tam un- 
able at present to supplement my reply 
to the hon. Member’s previous Question 


of Monday last.t The matter is receiv- 
ing careful consideration. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
The War Commission. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether the Government have had 
under consideration the question whether 
the proceedings of the Commission of 
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Inquiry into the conduct of the late war 
should be held in secret or should be 
open to the public ; and whether, in view 
of the dissatisfaction at the withholding 
from public knowledge the proceedings 
of that Commission, he will take any, 
and, if so, what steps to secure the 
immediate publicity of the evidence pro- 
duced before this Commission. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J, 
BA.rour, Manchester, E.): The hon, 
Member knows that the Royal Commis. 
sion is not under the control of the 
Government; but I have referred the 
Question of the hon. Member to the 
Secretary of the Commission, and from 
him I have received the following re- 
port— 


“‘ The note as to evidence is not officially pre- 
pared by the Commission or reviewed by the 
witnesses. It is furnished to the Press by the 
Secretary to the Commission, who isresponsible 
for its contents. The Commiasivn accept full 
responsibility for the procedure adopted by 
them, and would be prepared to show cause for 
it in their Report. ‘They have, however, con- 
sidered it inadvisable to present the evidence 
until the whole case is complete, but they 
recognise the natural anxiety for fuller infor- 
mation and the desirability of completing the 
inquiry as soon as practicable. They cannot 
as yet state definite dates, but they are using 
every endeavour to prevent undue delay,” 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Are these 
proceedings held in secret by the advice 
of the Government or not ? 


Mr. A. J.BALFOUR: I cannot go 
behind the backs of the Commissioners, 
and I am surethe House would not wish 
me todoso. The Commission is abso 
lutely responsible for its own proceed- 
ings; and if the hon. Member asks me 
whether the procedure is wise or unwise, 
I may say that I think it is extremely 
wise. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: It was at 
the right hon. Gentleman’s suggestion ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is a 
suggestion which the hon. Member has 
no right to make. ' 


Surrenders by British Troops. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether the special Army Order, issued 
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on the 11th April, 1901, announcing that! Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir; I think 
any officer or soldier who, when in the | as the units are not yet withdrawn from 
presence of the enemy, displays a white | South Africa the Return would be of no 
flag or other token of surrender will be | value to the House. 

tried by general court martial, was in | 

operation at the close of the war; and,| *CoLone. WELBY: But the Return 


if not, under what circumstances, and at | might show what troops are really in the 
what date, was that Order revoked or country. 


modified. 
Mr. BRODRICK: With considerable 
THe SECRETARY or STATE For labour a Return could be prepared to 
WARK (Mr. Broprick,, Surrey, Guild- | show in detail all the departmental units 
ford): The Army Order in question was | scattered over the country. 
in operation at the close of the war and 


has not been revoked or modified. Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 


' ham): Would it not be worth while for 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Was every- | the Department in the public interest to 
one brought under it, not merely sub- | undertake this labour ? 
ordinates, but the general officers ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Was 


General Lord Methuen tried by Court-| 


Martial ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Mr. BRODRICK : I think that, per- 
haps, hon. Gentlemen exaggerate the 
‘importance of the question. Obviously, 
the units of the departmental corps in 
South Africa cannot be in this country 


_at the same time, and as they are in 
| process of withdrawal it would give a 
| false impression of the strength of the 


|country if it were assumed that only 
' those units at present in England are te 


Army Corps. | be compared with those to be withdrawn. 
*CoLONEL WELBY (Taunton): I beg in a few weeks 


to ask the Secretary of State for War . . , ; 
whether he is aware that an Army Corps | *COLONEL WELBY : Will the right 
hon. Gentleman cease to use the name of 


includes engineers, transport, commis- | , 
sariat, and ammunition trains, medical | Army Corps until they are really formed ? 


and veterinary services, and is immobile 5 Ata ¥ 
and unfit for war without them; and| Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL also 


whether he will complete the Parlia- Tose to put a further Question. 


mentary Paper, State of the Six Army | . ; 

Corps Commands, by furnishing particu-| *MRr. SPEAKER: This is becoming a 
lars of these services in each of the first | debate. The hon. Member should defer 
three Army Corps. | further discussion until the Army Esti- 


| Mates come on. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The reply to the | ered : ; 
first paragraph is in the affirmative. The| Militia Uniform and Equipment. 
demands of the South African War have) Mr. LLEWELLYN (Somersetshire, 
not enabled us to withdraw all the|N.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
departmental corps simultaneously with | for War whether it is his intention to issue 
the fighting units, but after the close of | any further orders with respect to altera- 
the financial year I shall be in a position | tions in the dress or equipment of Militia 
to show the cadres which it is intended | officers; and, if so, whether, oe 
to maintain in time of peace for the first | the near approach of the preliminary dril 
three Army Corps. | season, he will issue such orders with the 

| least possible delay. 

*CoLONEL WELBY: Will the right | 
hon. Gentleman give a Return showing} Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. There is 
what actually exists at present in the three | no present intention of making any such 
Army Corps, not merely the cadres. | alterations. 
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South Africa—Taxation on Natives. 

* Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Postmaster General, as representing the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
whether the taxation on natives instituted 
by the Native Tax Ordinance, published 
in the Transvaal Government Gazette of 
12th September last, is actually being 
levied ; and whether, seeing that the 
taxation by the South African Republic 
which it replaced was not collected in the 
northern and north-eastern districts of 
the Transvaal outside the settled country, 
and that the new taxation exceeds the 
equivalent taxation levied on natives in 
the Cape and in Natal, he will consider 
the advisability of making some relaxa- 
tion to districts in which native taxation 
was not previously levied. 


THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
E., for Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN): I have no 
information as to the extent to which 
this taxation is being actually levied. 
The fact that the Government of the 


South African Republic was unable to | “Canopus” 
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undertaken solelyforthe purposeof health 
or pleasure. It is quite possible that 
Ministers have been so conveyed on the 
invitation of the captain, and there is 
nothing in the King’s Regulations to 
prevent such a proceeding. Ships of 
the Royal Navy have been used prior to 
1900 for the conveyance of Ministers 
of the Crown unconnected with the 
Admiralty, and I may mention the case 
of the Duke of Buckingham, who visited 
Heligoland in 1867, and of Colonel 
Stanley when visiting Cyprus and 
Egypt in 1878. There are doubtless 
other precedents, but as I have said on 
@ previous occasion, the practice, as far 
as the Admiralty is concerned, is 
regulated not by precedent, but by the 
circumstances of each case. The 
Ministers above referred to were not 
going on missions to foreign countries 
or acting in any of the capacities re- 
ferred to in the hon. Member’s Question. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Was it on 
the invitation of the captain of the 
that the Secretary for War 


collect its taxes in certain districts does | travelled by that vessel? I shall call 
not appear to be a reason for relaxing in | attention to this perversion of the ships 
those districts the taxation which the | of the Navy on the Estimates. 

present Local Government considers 


equitable. | Naval Officers and Ship Services. 


bt . ' Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
Conveyance of Ministers in War Ships. | dee): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg} admiralty whether any record is kept of 
to ask the Secretary to the Ad- | payments made by Naval officers out of 
miralty what precedent, if any, is | their own money for ship services, and 
there, before the year 1900, for the! whether such payments are reported to 
utilisation of a ship of the Royal Navy | the Admiralty ; whether the practice is 
by a Minister of the Crown unconnected | limited to officers of particular ranks or 
with the Admiralty, for a voyage for | }ranches, or is permitted generally ; and 
health or pleasure; whether there is) whether, in any case of such expenditure, 
any instance, and, if so, what instance, |the consent of a superior officer is 
before 1900, of the employment of 2 | necessary. 
ship of the Royal Navy to convey a) 
Minister of the Crown unconnected | 4 
with the Admiralty on a voyage, except| MR. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No record 
in the cases of Ministers of the Crown | such as that which is suggested is .° 
who were going on Missions to Foreign |r are the payments reported to the 
Powers in the capacity of Ambassadors, | 
Envoys, or Plenipotentiaries. . 


Admiralty. There is no limitation with 
respect to the ranks of particular officers, 


‘nor is the consent of a superior officer 


THE SECRETARY TO THE AD- necessary. The general policy of the 


| Admiralty with regard to such expendi- 
noe W). * I ee een be | ture was stated by me in reply to the hon. 
what extent Ministers have been conveyed | Member on Monday, the 23rd inst. 7 


on ships of the Royal Navy on voyages | 





+ See page 491. 
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. Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Will | legislation at this stage. The Bill has 
the Admiralty reconsider this extra-| been referred to a Select Committee 
ordinary practice with a view to its | which includes a native of India ; and if 
abolition ? | it passes the Council it will come before 
me for consideration in ordinary course. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: At present 
it is impossible and undesirable to make | 
any actual prohibition. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I beg | 
to give notice that I will call attention | 
to the subject on the Estimates. 


Forced Labour in India. 
Mr. C. E. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.) : | 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
the Madras Planters’ Labour Bill, now | 
before the Madras Legislative Council, 
providing that in the case of breach of 
contract a labourer may be imprisoned, 
and that afterwards the magistrate shall 
hand him over to the planter with an 
order to complete his contract ; whether | 
he is aware that two Indian members of 
the Council protested against this pro- 
vision as being legalised slavery, but that 
these two members were not appointed 
upon the Select Committee to which this 
Bill was referred ; whether he will explain | 
by what process the planter will give 
effect to the magistrate’s order for the 


completion of the contract ; and whether | 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 


he will take immediate steps to stop such 
legislation. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For) 


INDIA (Lord Grorce Hamitton, Middle- 


sex, Ealing): I am aware of the Bill | 


referred to in the Question, and have 
canes the remarks upon it of the two 
ndian members cited by the hon. Member. 
I think that there is much exaggeration 
in the language used by them, and I do 
not admit that the provision referred to, 
which is found in labour legislation not 
only elsewhere in India, but in Great 
Britain itself, and in many other British 


colonies and dependencies, bears any re- | 
I understand that | 
if the planter applies for the labourer to. 
be made over to him instead of serving | 


semblance to slavery. 


out his sentence, and the magistrate 


agrees to this being done, the labourer | 


will become again subject to the obliga- | A , 
| obtain work on the land without inter- 


tion to perform his contract as he was 


before, and the contract may be enforced | 


by the means provided in the Bill. I see 
no reason for taking steps to stop the 


Mr. SCHWANN: May I ask the 


‘noble Lord whether his attention has 
|been drawn to the case reported in the 


last Indian mail, of the case of Lalsa, 
who absconded from a tea-garden in 


| Cachar, and was brought back by guards 
‘employed on the estate, was mercilessly 


beaten by the assistant-manager with a 
stirrup leather until his head fell on one 
side, and in a few minutes he was dead. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 


‘gather the hon. Member is reading an 


extract from a newspaper. 


Mr. SCHWANN: No, Sir; I am giving 
facts which have reached me and which, 
I think, show what the end will be if 
this Bill is passed. 


Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: If 
the hon. Member will give me the facts I 


' shall be happy to look into them. 


Consular Jurisdiction in Shanghai. 
Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley): I beg to ask the Under 


whether he will state to the House the 
modus vivendi agreed upon between the 
Powers in regard to the question of 
consular jurisdiction in Shanghai. 


Tue UNDERSECRETARY or STATE 
FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cran- 
BORNE, Rochester): If the right hon. 


| Gentleman will move for a Return I shall 


be happy to give it. He will, however, 
no doubt bear in mind that the modus 
vivendi is only a provisional arrangement. 


Provision for the Unemployed in Holland. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
if the attention of the Government has 
been called to the working of establish- 
ments in Holland, where the unemployed 


fering with the ordinary demand for 
labour ; if any reports on the subject 
have been furnished them ; and, if not, 
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if representations will be made to the 
Foreign Office so that a report on the 
subject will be supplied to Members of 
Parliament. 


Questions. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: His Majesty’s 
Gevernment have obtained reports from 
time to time as to the working of the 
labour colonies in Holland. The latest 
report will be found on pages 308-319 
of the Report on Agencies and Methods 
for dealing with the Unemployed, laid 
before Parliament by the Board of Trade 
Labour Department in 1893 (C. 7182). 


Aliens in British Prisons. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department if he 
can inform the House how many alien 
convicts and prisoners were on Ist Janu- 
ary, 1903 undergoing sentences of 
criminal punishment in the Criminal 
Lunatic Asylum at Broadmoor, and in the 
convict prisons and local prisons of 
England and Wales. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKeERs 
DovuG.as, Kent, St. Augustine’s): Iam 
unable to give the figures in the form for 
which my hon. and gallant friend asks ; 
but I am about to obtain a Return of 
aliens in prison ona given date in the 
near future, in order to lay it before 
the Royal Commission. The result of 
the inquiry shall be communicated to 
my hon. friend if he wishes. 


Stray Dogs in the Metropolis. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department if he will state the 
number of dogs removed from the streets 
of the Metropolis last year by the police, 
and the number restored to their owners 
through police agency; and will he state 
the amount realised through the sale of 
lost, stolen, or strayed dogs which have 
been sold during the year under an 
order of the Commissioner of Metro- 
politan Police. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: The total 
number of dogs removed from the streets 
of the Metropolis by the police in the 

ear 1902, under the various provisions 
in force in the matter, was 26,503. Of 
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these 4,150 were restored to their owners, 
and the rest, with the exception of 499, 
which escaped or died, were sent to the 
Dogs’ Home. Nothing was realised for 
the Police Fund by the sale of lost or 
strayed dogs. The only cases in which 
dogs were actually sold by the police— 
namely, those of seven dogs supposed to 
be stolen—resulted in aloss, the proceeds 
not being sufficient to cover the cost of 
keeping the dogs while required in con. 
nection with the charge of theft. 


Aliens in Home Counties Workhouseg 
and Asylums. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern. 
ment Board if he can inform the House 
how many aliens were on Ist January, 
1903, being maintained in the lunatic 
asylums and workhouses of the counties 
of London, Middlesex, Surrey, Berks, 
Hants, Bucks, and Herts. 


THe PRESIDENT or THE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Lone, Bristol, S.): I have no informa- 
tion showing how many aliens were 
inmates of workhouses on the Ist of 
January last. As _ regards lunatic 
asylums, the matter is one for the 
Lunacy Commissioners, but I have made 
inquiry and understand that they have 
no statistics on the subject. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: May I 
ask if the “ places of origin” of inmates 
of workhouses are not ascertained by 
the workhouse authorities in order that 
the proper ratepayers may be charged 
with their cost of maintenance ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Not in the 
case of aliens. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Then 
these destitute persons from all coun- 
tries can come in and be chargeable to 
the rates. 


Mr. WALTER LONG : Yes, and they 


do. 


Lancashire Magistracy. 
Mr. CAWLEY | Lancashire, Prestwich) : 
I beg to ask the Chancellor of the Duchy 
of Lancaster whether he is aware that 
in the Ashton-under-Lyne petty sessional 
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division no permanent resident magis- | 
trate has been appointed for nine years, 
and that the Urban District Council of 
Droylsden, with a population of between 
11,000 and 12,000 inhabitants, has no. 
permanent resident magistrate, and that 
it is five years since the last one died ; 
whether he is aware that several urban 
councils have made representation, by | 
resolution and otherwise, to the Lord | 
Lieutenant of the county, pointing out 
the inconvenience occasioned by the) 
scarcity of magistrates, without avail ; | 
and whether he will take stcps to remedy 
this state of affairs. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHe DUCHY 
or LANCASTER(Sir WILLIAM WALROND, 
Devonshire, Tiverton): I am not aware | 
whether during the last nine years any 
county magistrate has been appointed 
who permanently resides in the Ashton- | 
under-Lyne petty sessional division, nor | 
am I aware whether there is any magis- 
trate permanently residing within the 
Urban District Council of Droylsden, 
but on both these points I have caused 
inquiry to be made. I am aware that 
representations have been made to the 
Lord Lieutenant pointing out theinconve- 
nience caused by the scarcity of magis- | 
trates in certain districts of Lancashire. 
I have already communicated with the 
Lord Lieutenant on the subject, and 
within the last few months several | 
additions to the County Bench have been | 
made, and I understand that the names 
of more gentlemen are about to be sub- | 
mitted to me for appointment. I will, | 
however, make further representation | 
to the Lord Lieutenant, and with special | 
reference to the petty sessional division 
mentioned by the hon. Member. 


Terrington Elementary Schools. 

Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, 
N.W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to | 
the Board of Education whether his | 
attention has been called to the case of 
Terrington, North West Norfolk, where | 
the managers of the elementary school 
have definitely given notice to close the 
school on the 25th March next; and | 
will he state what action (if any) he! 
proposes to take to prevent the children 
being without instruction between that | 
date and the 30th September, which is. 
the day suggested by the Norfolk County | 
Council for taking over the schools. 
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* Tue SECRETARY to THE BOARD 


oF EDUCATION (Sir Wittiam ANSON, 


Oxford University): The Board of 
Education have received information 
that the managers of the three schools 
at Terrington, St. Clements, are unable 
for financial reasons to carry on the 
schools after 3lst March next. The 
Board, however, are in communication 
with the managers with a view to 
inducing them, if possible, to continue 
the schools until the local authority is 
in a position to take them over. 


Island of Lewis—Cromore-Gravir Road. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board have now received a revised 
estimate of the cost of construction of 
the Cromore-Gravir Road, Island of 
Lewis; and will he state whether the 
Board are now prepared to provide a 
grant such as will enable the local 


/authorities to proceed with the con- 
| struction of the road. 


*THe SOLICITOR-GENERAL For 
SCOTLAND (Mr. Scortt-Dickson, 
Glasgow, Bridgton): No estimate of the 
cost of construction of this road has 
been received which would justify the 
Board in promising a grant. 


Port Ness Harbour. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether Mr. William Shield, 
who was deputed to report on the con- 
dition of the harbour at Port Ness, 
Island of Ness, has yet made a report ; 
and, if so, will he state what steps are 
proposed to clear the harbour of sand, 
and render it of service to persons 


| engaged in the fishing industry. 


*Mr. SCOTT-DICKSON: Yes, Sir; a 
report from Mr. Shield has been received 
and has been under consideration. The 
Secretary for Scotland thought it neces- 
sary to ask for further information on 
some of the points dealt with in the report, 
and when this has been received the 
report will be made public. 


Highland School Boards—Form of 
Medical Certificates. 


*Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether the Secretary for 


Scotland is aware that some school 
boards in the Highland crofting counties 
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insist on prescribing the precise form in 
which a medical officer shall make out 


his certificate, notwithstanding the fact | 


that no such powers are conferred on 
school boards by Act of Parliament ; and 
seeing that two crofters in the Western 


Highlands were recently prosecuted and | 


fined for not sending their children to 
school, the medical certificates with which 


they had provided themselves not being | 
accepted by the Chairman of the School | 


Board on the ground that the medical 
officer did not subscribe the words “on 
soul and conscience’ after his signature, 
will he consider the expediency of issuing 
a circular to school managers on the 
subject. 


*Mr. SCOTT-DICKSON: The hon. 
Member has already been in communi- 
cation with the Department on this 
subject. The rejection of the certi- 
ficate was by the sheriff, and the hon. 
Member has been informed that it 
does not fall within the province of the 
Department to review the decision of a 
court of law. The suggestion contained 
in the latter part of the hon. Member’s 
question as to the reason for the said 


rejection is not, according to information | 


given to the Department, accurate. It 
is not proposed to issue any circular on 
the subject. 


Mr. WEIR: Is it usual for medical 
officers to subscribe the words “on soul 
and conscience” after their signature ? 


*Mr. SCOTT-DICKSON: Yes, it is 
usual to do so when the certificate is 
required for production in a court of 
law. 


Roxboro Road School, Limerick. 
Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): ] beg to ask 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant | 


of Ireland whether he can state what 
amount of money has now accumulated 
in the hands of the Commissioners of 
Education of rents received out of the 
Roxboro Road School, Limerick; and 
will he explain why that money is 
allowed to remain in a bank, instead of 
being applied to some educational pur- 
pose ; and whether, seeing that in all 
the schemes proposed for dealing with 
this endowment by the Educational 
Endowments Commission it was pro- 
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vided that the value of it should go for 
educational purposes to the city of 
Limerick, he will now take steps to have 
these school premises on Roxboro Road, 
which were built out of the rates of the 
city and county of Limerick, transferred 
to the representatives of the ratepayers 
for technical education. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WyNpHAM, Dover): The 
schools have been let to Dean Gregg at a 
rent of £20 a year which, with the 


, dividends on the funded portion of the 


endowment, is being accumulated in the 
hands of the Commissioners. These 
accumulations amount at the present 


‘date to £212 cash and £63 stock. The 


Commissioners are prepared to consider 
any proposal that may be made to them 
for the allocation of these funds to the 
In 
respect to the second part of the question, 
the position of these schools has on 
several occasions been discussed in this 
House. I can only repeat that there is 
no power to deal with the premises in 
the manner suggested. 


Irish Lunatic Asylum Expenditure. 

~ Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in 
view of the increase in lunatic asylum 
charges in Ireland in recent years, he 
will consider the expediency of appoint- 
ing a Select Committee to inquire into 
the. cause or causes of the growth of 
local expenditure on lunatic asylums in 
that country, and to consider whether 
any means can be found of limiting or 
reducing the burden on Irish ratepayers 
which is involved. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The statistics of 
insanity do, most unfortunately, show 
an increase in the numbers of the 
registered insane. This increase is not 
confined to Ireland. There has neces- 
sarily been a corresponding expansion in 


the contributions from local rates and 


from Parliamentary Grants, for the provi- 
sion of accommodation for the insane, and 
The proposal in 
the Question has already been dealt with 


in the reports of the Royal Commission 


on Local Taxation, and I see no reason 


for further investigation. 
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Belfast and Limerick Training Colleges. 
Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state the amount paid to the Board of 
Works annually by each of the training 
colleges of Belfast and Limerick on 
account of their building loans; what 
proportion does this annual payment 
bear to the total income of each college; 
and whether, in the interest of educa- 
tion in these most important institutions, 
it is proposed to relieve them of this 
burden and give them free homes on 
the same terms as they have been given 
to the denominational colleges in Dublin. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Theincome of the 
Belfast Training College for the year 
ended 31st August last was £3,583, and 
of the College at Limerick, £2,188. The 
annual payments on foot of their build- 
ing loans are £853 and £803 respect- 
ively. It has already been more than 
once explained that there is no power 
under existing Treasury rules to make 
free grants in respect of these colleges, 
The cases of the colleges in Dublin were 
exceptional, and the object of the 
decision arrived at in 1890 was to place 
the denominational and undenomi- 
national colleges in that city on an 
equality. 


Mr. BOLAND: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman not aware that the sum of 
£3,000 annually would settle the whole 
question, and put: these denominational 
and undenominational training colleges 
on an equal basis? Will the right hon. 
Gentleman make such a grant ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I can give no 
pledge on the matter. 


Irish Police at Thurles. 

Mr. KENDAL O’BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether his attention has been called 
to the action of Constable Heaphy at 
Thurles on the 14th of January last, 
who, without orders from the officer in 
charge, left his place in the police cordon 
and endeavoured to smash a drum which 
was stationary a few yards in front of 
him ; and will he state what steps he 
proposes to take in the matter. 
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*Mr. WYNDHAM: I have caused 
inquiry to be made into this matter, and 
am assured that the constable named 
did not act in the manner alleged. 


Roscrea Disturbances. 

Mr. KENDAL O’BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that two out of three men, 
named respectively John Mitchel, 
Thomas Larkin, and Patrick Fitz- 
patrick, who were sentenced to two 
months imprisonment each, with hard 
labour, for riot at Roscrea, have been 
released from Clonmel Prison after 
twenty-two days imprisonment, and 
that the third man, Patrick Fitzpatrick, 
is still detained in prison; and will he 
explain the reason for this man’s deten- 
tion, the sentence of the court being 
exactly similar in each of the three 
cases. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Mem 
ber has, I think, been misinformed. 
The case of each prisoner was con 
sidered on its merits. I may add that 
I took the preliminary steps towards 
the discharge of the prisoner named and 
some others the day before yesterday. 


Irish Industrial Schools. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that an undertaking was given 
by his predecessor in November, 1898, 
that on application of their relatives 
or friends children committed to in- 
dustrial schools should be released; and 
will he say whether he has acted, or is 
prepared to act, in accordance with this 
undertaking, and will he explain why 
this has not been done in a case to 
which his attention has been called of a 
child committed under a false descrip- 
tion both as to age and religion. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: My hon, friend 
has not been correctly informed. No 
undertaking such as alleged was given 
by my predecessor. The case referred 
to at the end of the Question is pre- 
sumably that of Elizabeth Dunbar. She 
was not committed under a false descrip- 
tion as to age and religion. The 
entries in the committal order corre- 
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spond in both of these respects with the Irish Lights. 

facts as disclosed by the certificate of | Mr. MOONEY (Dublin Co., S.): I 
baptism. beg to ask the President of the Board of 
| Trade if he has yet received from the 
|Commissioners of Irish Lights any 
| explanation as to the position of certain 


rn. J. F. X. O'BRIEN (Cork): I beg | lights on the Irish coast referred to by 
Pajet the Chief nacre ah Lord | Lieutenant Webster, R.N.R., in his letter 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will f 25th August, 1902 ; and, if so, will he 
consider the advisability of introducing “°Y — steps he proposes to take in the 
a Bill dealing with the power of judges ™#“" 
to give prolonged imprisonment in cases | 
of contempt of court. | Toe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
|OF TRADE, Mr. Geratp Batrour, 
| Leeds, Central): The Commissioner of 
Irish Lights informed me last December 
that after a careful comparison they had 


Imprisonment for Contempt of Court 
in Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Government 
has already stated that there is no 


necessity for legislation in this matter, | found that the geographical positions of 
the Rules which govern questions of these lights were in practical agreement 
contempt being well understood. with their pusitions as marked in the 
_Admiralty Charts. In these circum- 
Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): Has) stances, no further action has been 
the attention of the right hon. Gentle- | taken. 
man been directed to abuses of this 
power ? London Education Bill. 
Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: And will 1 beg to ask the first Lord of the Treasury 


the right hon. Gentleman speak to the | whether he is yet in a position to say 
Irish judges about it ? when the Government propose to proceed 


| with the Education Bill for London. 


| No answer was returned. Mn. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not in 


a position to make a statement as to 
Irish Postal Service—Allowances to the day on which the Bill will be 
Inspecting Telegraphists. introduced. 

Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow, 
‘W.): I beg to ask the Postmaster General pp MACNAMARA: Will it be pro- 
if he is aware that assistant surveyors in | ceeded with before Easter ? 
the Irish postal service are paid 15s. a | 
day subsistence allowance, and first-| In. A. J. BALFOUR: I should 
class railway expenses, whilst inspecting | certainly hope to be able ‘to introduce it 
telegraphists are paid only 10s. a day |} oso16 faster 
subsistence allowance and second-class | ; 


railway fare; and whether, seeing that | London and Globe Finance Seenenaiiion. 


both classes of officers have similar | > 

expenses, he will consider the advisa- | th = ig el + ae I a 
"te os ‘the First Lord of the Treasury whether, 

bility of equalising the allowances granted | in view of Mr. Attorney General’s decision 


oo hem. not to direct a prosecution in respect of 


the alleged fraud connected with the 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: TU [ondon and Globe Finance Corporation, 


am aware of the difference referred to. he will agree to a Motion for a Select 
Inspecting telegraphists are of a lower | Committee to inquire into the cireum- 
official rank than assistant surveyors, | stances. 

and their subsistence allowances follow | 

their rank. The allowances in Ireland | Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
are the same as those in the rest of the| Member must be aware that that is a 
United Kingdom, and I see no reason to | request which cannot possibly be acceded 
alter them. | to. 
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Ministers as Company Directors. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he will lay upon the Table of the 
House the names of the Members of the 
Government who are directors of public 
companies, together with the names of 


the companies. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Member, I believe, has access to this 
information. [Mr. Swirr MacNEILL: 
No.] I should like to know, then, where 
he got the ample materials which he 
produced in his speech ? I cannot accede 
to the suggestion on the Paper. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: As a 
personal explanation I may say that I 
ask the right hon. Gentleman for this 
information because he impugned the 
facts which I gave in my speech. 


National Expenditure Committee. 
Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: I beg 
toask the right hon. Gentleman whether 
he will take steps to reappoint the Com- 


‘mittee on National Expenditure ap- 


pointed last session, in order that the 
Committee may present a report before 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer makes 
his Budget statement. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I shall 
certainly take steps to reappoint the 
Committee in which my hon. friend is 
so much interested, but whether it will 
be able to finish its labours before the 
Budget is a question which, of course, 
depends on the Committee. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): Can the 
First Lord of the Treasury say what will 
be the course of business after the 
debate on the Address is concluded ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I trust that 
the business connected with the Address 
will finish to-day. To-morrow is a private 
Members’ afternoon. Next week I pro- 
pose to take the Supplementary Ksti- 
mates. We shall begin them on Monday 
and continue them. 


{26 Fepruary 1903} 
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NEW BILLS. 


MERCHANDISE MARKS BILLS. 

“To amend the Sixteenth Section of 
the Merchandise Marks Act, 1887, and 
to restrain the False Marking of Foreign 
Goods as British made,” presented by 
Sir Howard Vincent; supported by 
Major Rasch, Colonel Brookfield, Sir 
Henry Seton-Karr, and Mr. Field; to be 
read a second time to-morrow, and to be 
printed. [Bill 63.] 


PUBLIC TRUSTEE BILL. 


“For the appointment of a Public 
Trustee and Executor,” presented by 
Sir Howard Vincent; supported by Mr. 
H. D. Greene, Mr. Howard, and Colonel 
Tufnell; to be read a second time to- 
morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 64. ] 





KING’S SPEECH (MOTION FOR 
ADDRESS} 


IMMIGRATION OF DESTITUTE ALIENS. 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Question [17th February], 
“That an humble Address be presented 
to His Majesty, as followeth :— 


_ “ Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
leave to offer our humble thanks to 
Your Majesty for the Gracious Speech 
which Your Majesty has addressed to 
both Houses of Parliament.” — (Mr, 


-Gretton.) 


Question again proposed, 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): During the seventeen years I 
have occupied a seat in this House, I 
have frequently called attention to the 
subject matter of this Amendment, the 
immigration of destitute aliens into our 
large cities, and especially into the East 
End of London. Perhaps I may tell the 
House why i have taken so much 
interest in this matter. For some years 
before I became a Member I occupied 
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the post of Director of Criminal Investi- 
gation to the Metropolitan Police, and I 
had a good deal to do with the criminal 
population of London. I saw the 
enormous and increasing harm which 
was being done by criminal aliens, and 
directed my attention very urgently to 
the question. I desire to present my 
case this afternoon in the calmest 
possible manner, and without unduly 
encroaching on the patience of the 
House. In the first place, I should like 
to say most emphatically that this 
motion has nothing whatever to do with 
any religious question. For Jews, as 
Jews, I have the greatest possible 
respect ; for ability, intelligence, activity 
and perseverance, I believe them to be 
absolutely unequalled. I therefore hope 
that my hon. friends who are members 
of the Hebrew faith will accept my most 
positive assurance that I move in this 
matter without the slightest feeling as 
regards the Jewish persuasion. There is 
another point, and that is that I have no 
feeling whatever against foreigners. I 
look upon this subject entirely as one of 
British interest. The sole question is: 
Is this immigration doing harm to the 
British working man ; is it ousting him 


in particular districts and trades from his 


employment? If hon. Members will be 
so kind as to look at the terms of the 
Amendment on the Paper they will see 
that I refer first of all to the great 
increase of late in the immigration of 
destitute aliens, coupled with the con- 
siderable numbers of such who become a 
charge on the criminal law of this 
country, I have provided myself with 
the latest Returns that are available, and 
that have been presented by the Board 
of Trade to this House. 

The Alien Return for December last gave 
figures for the whole of the twelve months 
ending 31st December, 1902, and under 
the heading of “ Aliens not stated to be en 
route to America or other places out of 
the United Kingdom,” there appears a 
total of 81,402, as compared with 70,610 
in the year before. I am quite aware 
that a considerable number of the aliens 
included ‘in this Return—which I may 
say by the way is by no means an 
accurate Return, because it is one taken 
very much at haphazard, and although 
it contains the very best information we 
can get, I am sure the President of the 
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Board of Trade will not pretend that it 
is a really accurate statement of alien 
immigration, neither will he deny that it 
is very much larger than is apparent— 
I say I am quite aware that a con- 
siderable number of these aliens 
are sailors. The total of these for the 
two years remained, however, substanti- 
ally the same, viz., 15,039 in 1901 and 
15,146 in 1902, and though we may 
deduct these, I contend that the im- 
portation of foreign sailors is a grievous 
injury to the British mercantile industry 
and to British sailors. The decline in 
the number of British sailors in the 
mercantile marine is a serious factor in 
our industrial life at present. But even 
deducting the whole of the foreign 
sailors, we have an increase during the 
twelve months of over 10,000 aliens 
in this country. I gather from the 
Board of Trade Returns that that 
increase is continuing in the present 
year, for I find that in January the 
aliens described as “not en route,” 
number 5,443 as against 4,132, an in- 
crease of 1,300. These figures fully 
justify me, then, in calling the attention 


of this House to undoubted facts of - 


great interest. The great majority of 
these aliens go to the East End of 
London, some go to Hull, Grimsby, 
Leeds, and places on the East coast ; 
but the great majority, 60 per cent. 
or 70 per cent., undoubtedly find their 
way into the East End of London. 
My second point is that a considerable 
number of these aliens become a charge 
on the criminal law of this country. I 
do not say that the great majority of 
the aliens who come in are dishonest 
or criminal, or otherwise than civil and 
industrious individuals, but my conten- 
tion is that they are ousting our own 
countrymen from trades in which they 
are entitled to a considerable proportion 
of the employment. 


Still, among the aliens coming in there 
is an increasing number who most un- 
doubtedly, from the point of view of the 
criminal law, are very undesirable persons. 
Hon. Members can hardly have failed to 
have noticed frequent statements by 
Judges of the High Courts sitting at the 
Central Criminal Court, by the Recorder 
of London, by the Judge at the London 
Sessions, and by Metropolitan Police 
Magistrates in reference to this matter. 
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I have here a statement made by Mr. 
MConnell, Chairman of the London 
Sessions, to the effect that of 103 persons 
charged no fewer than 25 per cent. were 
of foreign nationality. The evidence 
given by Mr. M‘Connell only this morn- 
ing before the Commission on Alien 
Immigration was of a very remarkable 
character indeed. A report of ,it will, 
no doubt, appear in the papers, and I 
would commend it to the consideration of 
hon. Members. I gather, roughly, that 
Mr. M‘Connell stated that in 1892 there 
were 1,627 prisoners at the North London 
Sessions, and of these 116 were aliens, 
giving a proportion of about 7 per cent. 
In 1900 there were 1,722 prisoners, of 
whom 195 were aliens, or about 11 per 
cent. Last year the total number was 
1,896, among whom there were 249 aliens, 
or a proportion of 13 per cent. It was 
further stated by Mr. M‘Connell that at 
the February Sessions this year the aliens 
formed one-fourth of the total number of 
prisoners in the calendar. I think, there- 
fore, the House will acquit me of all 
exaggeration as to the great increase in 
the number of these aliens amenable to 
the criminal law. The statement of Mr. 
M‘Connell this morning was, it will be 


admitted, of a very serious and important 


character. I understood him to say that 
many of the prisoners who come for the 
first time for trial at the North London 
Sessions give very strong foreign names, 
there being thus no doubt as to their 
place of origin. They also require the 
services of an interpreter. But when 
they reappear at some subsequent sessions 
they claim to be the possessors of strong 
English names—“ Smith,” for instance. 
They no longer require the services of an 
interpreter, and appear to thoroughly 
understand all evidence given in the 
English language. That is a very serious 
condition of things. At the Sessions 
which had just been held there was one 
prisoner especially who had been in this 
country considerably under a month. 
Some of the offences charged against 
these aliens are, I admit, of a very trivial 
kind, but others are of a very grave and 
serious character indeed. The House is 
aware that one of themost common offences, 
inflicting loss on the people of London, 
is the crime of burglary. Now, a consider- 
able number of these prisoners arrested 
by the Metropolitan Police are burglars 
provided with tools of a most elaborate 
character, and considerable association 
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has been traced between the severa 
gangs that have fallen into the hands 
of the police. 

My right hon. friend the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
gave me, in November last, a very 
remarkable statement indeed. It was 
to the effect that in the twelve months 
ending October, 1902, 4,930 aliens—or 
nearly 5,000—-had been arrested by the 
Metropolitan police. 1 need hardly point 
out to the House how very serious a 
charge this puts upon the ratepayers of 
London. The police are a very costly 
part of the taxation of London. But we 
have no hesitation in paying for them, 
because they render us very great ser- 
vices indeed. I do submit to the House, 
however, that it is unfair to the rate- 
payers that they should be called 
upon to maintain a large police force 
in order to restrain alien immigrants 
from committing offences against the 
law. It should also be borne in 
mind that while these alien offenders 
are serving their sentences in prison 
they involve a pretty considerable ex- 
penditure, for the lowest cost of a 
prisoner is 8s. per week. As I was told 
by the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board in answer toa Question I 
put this afternoon, destitute persons of 
all countries can actually come over here 
and quarter themselves, in the work- 
houses and asylums, upon the ratepayers 
of this country, whereas, if a destitute 
person comes from Sheffield, or any other 
place, and goes into the Union of St. 
George's, Hanover Square, the Guardians 
of that Union can immediately make a 
claim on the authorities of the place of 
origin of that pauper, so that the London 
ratepayers, at any rate, do not have to 
bear the burden. There is no such 
remedy, however, in the case of foreigners 
who go into our workhouses. 


I do not desire to elaborate this matter 
to any great extent, but I may point out 
that some important figures with regard 
to the increase of criminals amongst the 
aliens have been recently published by a 
journal which has, with great public 
spirit, devoted considerable attention to 
this subject. I refer to the Daily Express, 
which, on the 7th February last, pub- 
lished figures for the year 1902, showing 
the number of aliens charged at every 
North London Session, the total for the 
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year being 280. It has been pointed 
out, too, that a new kind of offence is 
coming much into vogue—viz., larcenies 
by German and other foreign waiters. 
They go into an hotel and obtain from the 
waiting room a sheet of note paper with 
the hotel heading, on which they get 
somebody to write in fluent English a 
character ; by this means they secure a 
situation, and take advantage of the 
opportunity to rob their employer. 


Another serious matter is the expul- 
sion by foreign countries of their worst 
characters, who drift to England. I am 
not speaking from imagination. During 
the years I served with the Metropolitan 
Police I had opportunities of making 
myself acquainted with the facts, while 
recently I have had the privilege of 
being a British representative at the 
Anti-Anarchist Conference at Rome, 
called by the Italian Government, at 
which the chief officers of police of every 
European nation were present. This 
deportation of criminals from one coun- 
try to another without the slightest 
notice was a matter of general complaint. 
All agreed that persons in France, 


Germany, Russia, Italy, or Spain, against 


whom there was strong suspicion, 
although they might not have been 
convicted of any offence, were, on the 
warrant of the Minister of the Interior, 
deported, and in the natural course of 
things, drifted to England, because 
England was the only country to which 
they could go without inquiry as to 
their physical health or antecedents. 
That being so, the public of this country 
have a very fair ground of complaint 
against unrestricted immigration of this 
kind. 


As to the effect of this immigration, 
in the year 1888, on the motion of the 
hon. Member for Great Yarmouth, a 
Select Committee. of which I was a 
member, was appointed to inquire into 
the question. That Committee sat 
through the session of 1888 and into 
the session of 1889, so that it went very 
elaborately into the whole matter. The 
conclusions at which the Committee 
arrived were—that the better class of 
immigrants only arrive in transit to 
other countries, but the poorest and 
worst class remain here, moving on 
when they have made a little money, 
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and giving place to other poor aliens; 
secondly, that in the trades they chiefly 
affect—tailoring, shoemaking, and cab- 
inetmaking, they work for less wagesthan 
British workmen and for longer hours; 
and are dirty and uncleanly in their 
habits. Under these circumstances 
the Committee recommended the en- 
forcement of the Alien Act of William 
IV., which had fallen into disuse, but 
which required the master of a ship to 
report to the Customs the names of the 
aliens on board his vessel, the British 
Consul being then instructed to exercise 
vigilance in the matter. That sugges- 
tion was adopted by the Government 
of the day, and since then we have had 
these “ alien returns,” but, as the master 
of the ship complies with the require- 
ment ina somewhat rough and ready 
way, too much reliance must not be 
placed upon them. The Committee 
declared-- 


‘‘There is general agreement that pauper 
immigration is an evil and should be checked, 
and that so doing would largely decrease, if not 
altogether destroy, the sweating system. The 
ouly way effectually to accomplish this is to 
stop them at the port ofarrival. While your 
Committee see great difficulties in the way of 
enforcing laws ‘similar to those in the United 
States and other countries against the im- 
portation of pauper and destitute aliens, and 
while they are not prepared to recommend 
legislation at present, they contemplate the 
possibility of such legislation becoming neces- 
sary in the future, in view of the crowded 
condition of our great towns, the extreme 
pressure which exists amongst the poorer 
parts of the population, and the tendency of 
destitute foreigners to reduce still lower the 
social and material condition of our poor.” 


In 1903 I think we are justified in 
asking the Government of the country 
whether the time contemplated by the 
Select Committee has not arrived. On 
what do I base my contention that the 
time has arrived for very active steps to 
be taken? First, the information fur- 
nished by the Alien Returns and the 
police reports as to the increasing extent 
of immigration; secondly, on _ the 
measures adopted in Eastern Europe to 
bring about the exodus of from 70,000 
to 100,000 of the poorer population every 
year; thirdly, the refusal of any number 
of European countries, the United States, 
and the self-governing colonies, to accept 
these people save under the strictest 
regulations, vigorously applied, and the 
consequent necessity for the poorest, 
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weakest, and most undesirable of the 
immigrants to seek shelter within the 
United Kingdom; fourthly, the enor- 
mous increase in our own urban 
population, the overcrowding and 
the high rents of workmen’s dwel- 
lings, with an augmented difficulty of 
finding employment and the danger 
of an epidemic disease being brought to 
our crowded centres by these immigrants ; 
and, lastly, the change which has come 
over public opinion upon this question, 
and the urgent demand of the people 
as a whole, and especially in East 
London, for some measures to be 
taken. 


immigration. It is seriously affecting 
the employment, welfare, and housing of 
the working classes. The employment 
question is of a most serious character. 
My hon. friend the Member for South 
Islington is to preside over a conference 
at the Guildhall to-morrow on the ques- 
tion of the unemployed. Why is such a 
conference thought necessary? They 
willdoubtless seek some pallative measures. 
Why do they not go to the root of the 
evil? Last night the President of the 


Board of Agriculture refused to allow 


Canadian store cattle to come to this 


country for fear they should introduce foreign immigrants % 
i 5 


disease. Why is not this question looked | 
at in the same light? Would it not be 

better to look the facts in the face and | 
see what it is that causes the lack of em- 
ployment, instead of seeking palliative 
measures? I hope my hon. friend in his 
presidential remarks to-morrow will address 
himself to this question. » I am sorry not 
to see present more Members who claim | 
especially to represent the labour interest, 
because this is essentially a labour ques- | 
tion. I understand the Home Secretary | 
received this morning a deputation which | 
pressed for a reduction of the naturalisa- 
tion fees. If anything, the fees should 
be larger, not smaller, We are far too 
ready to accord the privileges of British 
citizenship without inquiry, provided an 
individual gets a lawyer or some one else 
to write out an application and sends the 
moderate fee of £2 or £3. The author- 
ities ought to be extremely careful with 
regard to whom and on what grounds 
they accord these privileges. It is quite 
unnecessary for me to say more to show | 
the effects this alien immigration has upon | 
the employment of the people, because 
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we have evidence of the surest possible 
character that in certain localities the 
large number of aliens presses very hardly 
upon certain trades. 


As to the welfare of the people, and 


_ the question of the housing of the people, 


a very remarkable statement was made 
the other day by my hon. friend who will 
second this Motion, with regard to the 
ousting ef the population from certain 
localities in the East End of London by 
these foreign immigrants. I have no 
doubt my hon. friend will tell the House 
the facts upon this very important 
question. That will, of course, obviate 
the necessity of my going into detail. 


FOTN a Cee ee Ee ae The Birkbeck Institution trustees made 


a very elaborate inquiry into this ques- 
tion, and although I have the report in 
my hand I do not think it is necessary to 
read in detail the result of the inquiries 
made by the two Commissioners who were 
appointed. They report, however, that 
this foreign immigration had a very serious 
effect upon the housing question in the 
East End of London. What is the use of 
Motions of this kind, and Questions being 
addressed to the President of the Local 


|Government Board, and of Bills being 


introduced in this House for the welfare 


of the people, if our own people are to 


continue to be displaced by destitute 
My hon. friend 
mentioned that even model dwelling 
houses erected by the London County 


| Council were inhabited by these aliens. 


There is this remarkable factabout them for 
which I have a very strong sympathy, and 
it is that they stick very closely together. 
They rent houses and recoup themselves 


| by taking an inordinate number of lodgers 


and crowd a number of people into 


/one small room, in defiance of all the 


regulations of this House, of the County 
Council, of the local authorities, and of 
the Public Health Act; consequently 
they are a real source of danger to the 
community. I submit that I have largely 
made out the case that the immigration 
of destitute aliens has a very serious effect 
upon the housing and the welfare of the 
working classes. 


In regard to the large increase in the 
number of undesirable persons who have 
become amenable to the criminal law, I 
claim to have made out my case. Upon 
this criminal question I would refer hon. 
Members to what is announced in the 
evening papers in regard to an anarchist 
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plot to assassinate the rulers of practi- 
cally all European nations, this has just 
been unearthed in New York, and has 
rendered it necessary to take the utmost 
precautions with regard to the safety of 
the residents of the United States. It 
behoves, therefore, every nation as a 
duty not only to its own country, but to 
society at large, to take every possible 
precaution they can against any con- 
spiracy to assassinate persons, whether 
they be Sovereigns or ordinary members 
of the community. I hope the President 
of the Board of Trade will not misunder- 
stand my meaning. I have no desire to 
press the case against him personally, 
but he must allow me to say, as a loyal 
member of his Party, and as one who 
has taken great interest in this subject, 
that I do not think the Board of Trade 
and the Government as a whole, have 
redeemed their promises upon this ques- 
tion. Every month, almost every week 


and every day, hon. Members for years 
past have called the attention of the 
Government to this question. When the 
ae Chancellor of the Exchequer was 
resident of the Board of Trade, he 
stated in 1895 that this question of the 
immigration of destitute aliens was one 


of great importance and demanded 
attention. And in the year 1896 it was 
one of the principal measures in the 
Queen’s Speech. Lord Salisbury, in 1894, 
introduced afBill to deal with this question, 
and now my right hon. friend finds great 


difficulty in dealing with the subject. I. 


would remind him that Lord Salisbury 
found no difficulty in 1894. In 1898 a 
noble friend of mine, Lord Hardwicke, 


now the Under Secretary of State for | 


War, introduced a Bill in the House of 


Lords and it went through all its stages, | 


and yet the present 
nothing whatever. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, on the 10th of February, 1897, 
said that he was alive to the promises he 
had made, and the words he then used 
were of a most important character. A 
Motion was made by an hon. friend of 
mine who then sat in this House—I refer 
to the hon. Member for Haggerston, Mr. 
Lowels. It was stated that not only 
individual Members, but the whole 
Gove.nment, were pledged on this sub- 
ject, and did not desire to depart from 
the pledges given. One Minister stated 
that the Government adhered to every 
pledge they had given and declared that 
at no distant time they would bring 
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forward legislation on the subject. That 
was a Minister giving expression to the 
opinion and feeling of the Government ag 
a whole. After a statement so categori- 
cally clear and plain Mr. Lowels withdrew 
his Motion and left it in the hands of Hig 
Majesty’s Government. And yet the 
Sessions of 1898, 1899, 1900, 1901 and 
1902 go by, and we hear nothing more of 
this matter, which not only individual 
Members but the Government as a whole 
have pledged themselves to deal with. 
Last year a Motion was made by the hon, 
and gallant Member for Stepney. It was 
shown that the whole matter had been 
enquired into in 1888 and 1889 when 
two or three volumes of evidence of the 
most drastic character were produced. 
We all know that the Government has 
very easy ways of getting out of anything, 
and there are two ways to doit. You 
can appoint either a Select Committee or 
a Royal Commission. The Royal Com- 
mission is the better of the two, because 
then the Minister concerned can say: 
“T have no authority upon this question, 
for the Commission are absolutely free ; 
I should not dare to ask them when they 
are going to meet, or when they will 
report, for that would be interfering with 
their function.” That is exactly what 
took place. A Royal Commission was ap- 
pointed, with Lord James of Hereford as 
Chairman. I make no charge whatever 
against Lord James, but I am sorry to 
observe that after the Royal Commis- 
sion thad met several times in the 
course of last summer it never met 
at all from July to December, so that 
\for six months in the year nothing 
was done. An urgent question of this 
character is not to be trifled with in this 
way. It must be understood that I make 
no charge in the slightest degree against 
| Lord James himself. I only regret that 
| the imperfect state of his health did not 
enable him to proceed with the inquiry, 
| but of course it was the duty of the 
President of the Board of Trade to ask if 
_his health precluded him from holding 
| meetings on such an important subject. 
My right hon. friend gives the reply 
which I expected, namely, that he has no 
| authority over the Commission and that 
| he really does not know anything about 
them. Happily, repeated Questions pro- 
duced a meeting on the 8th of December, 
and the Commission is sitting at the 
present time. 
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The complaint I make against my righ with which they have listened to me. 
hon. friend the President of the Board of | I hope I have succeeded, as it was my 
Trade, and against the Government of | endeavour to do, in putting the question 
which I am a loyal supporter, is that the | moderately and fairly. I am most 
pledges they have given, and the numerous | anxious that it should not be thought 
Des ence ot as neta | am Dr tnd, fh 
—as | attack upon - 

for instance in the election addresses of | ejgners, bat ecu - deb te is te 
the Srnamger se = hese ome the sentative of British electors, and it is 
“camped Ay of iee ‘ties 1 . their ar we and the interest of 
c Sai \the people of this country that I 

not been fulfilled. I have all their names “have brought forward the Amendment. 


and the names of their constituencies | ; beg leave, therefore, to move it, and 
here. I expected something better than | 4, .ommend it én tek eaeinsh aati 


that a Royal Commission should be set | ,; " ree 
to hush up the whole thing again. y | tion of the House and of His Majesty’s 


cannot understand why my right hon. | Gevermanens. 

friend the Member for West’ Monmouth- | 

shire is not here to-day. We know by | *Mr. S. FORDE RIDLEY (Bethnal 
the daily papers, and by The Times, Green, S.W.): My hon. and_ gallant 
especially, that he takes a great interest | friend, the Member for Sheffield, 
in this question of immigration, but | who has just sat down, made a most 
unfortunately his interest in it is con-| lucid and exhaustive speech on this 
fined to immigration into South Africa, subject, and I rise, though very willingly 
and not into the East End of London | indeed. with considerable diffidence, to 
or into this country generally. It second the Amendment, with the terms 
was well known that this question, of which I am in hearty accord. I 
was coming on first to-day. I hope the should like to take up the parable of 
right hon. Gentleman is not ill, but if he | the right hon. Gentleman, the Member 
is well+I cannot understand a Statesman for West Monmouthshire, and to say 
who takes such an interest in the question | that I raise my voice in this House in 


not being here. On the 5th February he order that I may save my fellowmen in 
wrote a letter to The Times with regard | this country, if not in South Africa, 


to the immigration of Chinese into South from that moral degradation to which 


Africa, in which he says— the right hon. gentleman himself is so 


“No wonder Mr. Chamberlain has treated | rightly opposed. I rise as the represen- 
.as an insult this presentment of a project for | tative of British working men ina work- 


the latest pattern of a British colony. I shall | ; : : 
‘not waste time in discussing such an alternative. | ing class constituency in East London— 


‘Lam well assured that no British Government | 
will ever be a party to such a degradation of | 
the British name, it has been made clear | 
‘that it has been indignantly rejected by every | 
organ of public opinion in this country and by 


men who are suffering day by day from 
this unrestricted alien immigration, 
which is surely—I was going to say 
|slowly, but it is moving fast—turning 


the unanimous voice of our self-governing them out of house and home, and also 
-colonies also, who have had bitter experience | out of the work by which they can earn 
ot tila demacalising minchict. their livelihood. The state of things in 
{An Hon. MEMBER: Question.] It | East London at present is indeed a most 
is the question. The immigration of serious one. I hadthe honour to second 
aliens into this country is more aj}an Amendment at the commencement 
‘question for the people of this country | of last session upon the same subject 
than the immigration of a few Chinese | which we are discussing this afternoon. 
ite work in the mines of South Africa.| In seconding the Amendment to-day 
They would be brought in there and |I find my task less difficult. At 
returned to their own country under! the same time, I am sorry that I find 
proper regulations, as the coolies are at it easy to second the Amendment after 
the present time. Why all this indigna-| a lapse of one year, because a very great 
tion when he is not even here to give his deal has taken place on this momentous 
opinion on the question of alien immi-| subject during the last twelve months. 
gration into London?. I am greatly |The increase in the immigration from 
indebted to the House for the patience various countries of paupers and un- 
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desirable characters who are quite as | 
objectionable, and even more objection- 
able than the extreme pauper class, is so 
serious, that I do not see how any Govern- 
ment, whichever side of politics they 
might represent, could allow the present 
time to go by without having a full and 
exhaustive inquiry made into the circum 
stances. When we hear that during the 
past twelve months the increase of im- 
migrants was no less than 11,000, when 
I remind the House that those people 
find their homes in the congested districts 
of our great cities, and chiefly in the 
East End of London, and that the hous- 
ing accommodation in those parts of 
London and of other cities, instead of 
increasing, is rather on the decrease, 
and liable to decrease still further 
through the clearing away of over- 
crowded slum areas, then I think the 
House of Commons and the Government 
must seriously consider whether this is 
not a state of things which cannot con- 
tinue. It is a state of things which, if 
allowed to go unrestricted, must end in 
riot and disorder. I do not like to have 
to refer to, or even to suggest, anything 
so terrible as disorder and riot among 
our own labouring classes. It is sad 
enough when we hear of disorder and 
disagreement between employers and 
employed. But the truth in regard to 
the present dangerous state of things 
was brought home to me the other day 
in the district I represent in East London. 
It was brought to my knowledge that 
two foreign Jews had been hunted down 
the streets by hundreds of British work- 
ing men. When we have come to that, 
then 1 think it is indeed time for the 
Government to consider what action 
should be taken in the matter. The 
President of the Board of Trade has 
stated that he cannot hasten the labours 
of the Royal Commission, who have been 
sitting only half of the time they ought 
to have been sitting, inquiring into this 
matter. I would ask whether the right 
hon. Gentleman, the President of the 
Board of Trade, cannot in some way bring 
pressure to bear on the members of the 
Commission in order that we may obtain 
a speedy report, and see whether we 
cannot do something to remedy this 
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which the House is perfectly familiar, 

namely, the case of the unemployed in 
London, which has been so prominently 
brought before us during the last few 
weeks. We have had processions of 
unemployed parading the streets of the 
West End .and other parts, seeking to 
raise money in order that they may 
alleviate the distress which prevails. | 
am not of those who believe that these 
processions are composed entirely of the 
deserving unemployed, or of desirable 
characters. I am not one of those who 
think that it is wise that processions of 
this kind should be allowed to annoy 
and disturb peaceable citizens, but being 
closely connected with those whom I 
represent in this House, I do know 
that there is a very large amount of 
genuine distress felt in East London at 
the present time. I know that the 
working classes generally suffer in silence 
and in patience. They are content 
to give up their little luxuries, which 
are not many at the best of times, and 
they bear their burdens as best they can. 
They are used toit. It comes year after 
year, as the winter comes round. They 
bear the pinch, and they do not make 
much noise about it. But it is un- 
doubted that this winter there has been 
an abnormal amount of distress felt in 
some districts of London, and especially 
in the East End. This distress has been 
rendered far more acute by the enormous 
influx of these destitute aliens who 
become the prey of the sweater directly 
they arrive in this country. They are 
willing to work for any wage. I heard 
of a case the other day of a number of 
these people being cmployed in over 
crowded rooms at a most insanitary 
business; these poor foreigners were 
paid at the rate of a halfpenny per hour 
for their work. I mention that only to 
show to what depths these people may 
sink in order to keep body and soul 
together. They do not know the 
English language, and they are willing 
to work for almost anything, because 
they have themselves and their families 
to support. They therefore fall, an 
easy prey, into the hands of sweaters, 
who herd them in sweating dens and 
work them to the bone day and night. 





dangerous state of things. 
There is another reason why I second 
this Amendment to-day, and it is one with 


Mr. S. F. Ridley. 


This is not sentiment I am giving 
to’ the House—I know that sentiment 
is the last thing the House of Commons 
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wants—but it is the stern and solemn | than 259 alien families then comfortably 
truth, in regard to what is going ensconsed in these dwellings. Is it not 
on at the present day. There are perfectly grotesque that we should be 
builders who pull down slum areas and ‘content to sit here and allow these 
erect whole new streets; on the top of heroic measures to be passed, and put 
the buildings there are workshops with our hands in our pockets for the erec- 
intercommunication between one house tion of these buildings which, forsooth, 
and another. They will not accept a/ are not to serve the purpose we had in 
Christian landlord, though why I cannot view, but are used to turn out the very 
for the life of me understand, unless it is | class of men, the British workers, whom 
in order that they may carry on their we are seeking to help. I have no 
trade under some conditions which are | doubt that if I could get another census 
certainly not according to the law. taken now—and should ask fora return 
These houses are built by whole streets, by the London County Council—we 
at a time, and as soon as the roof is put should find that there are a greater 
upon them, they are entered by foreign number of aliens living in these blocks 
paupers who do not even understand the , now than a year ago. I want to sug- 
English language. When an inspector gest this consideration to the House: 
is admitted, the people are hustled out at if the rents charged for these dwellings 
the top round by the back. and you can areso high that the British workman 
never arrive at the true state of the over- cannot afford to pay them, how can the 
crowding in these districts. I referred the aliens pay them? I do not suggest the 
other day to what I considered to be the | answer ; I leave it to the common sense 
key of the housing problem, viz., this un- of hon. Members to draw their own con- 
restricted influx of aliens. My hon. and | clusions, There must be a reason. 
gallant friend has quoted a remark I 
then made in regard to certain buildings} Mr. STUART SAMUEL (‘Tower 
which had been erected by the London Hamlets, Whitechapel): What is it 4 
County Council. I said at that time, and 
I believe it is the case, thatit is absolutely *Mr. S. F. RIDLEY: The only reason 
useless for us, at enormous cost to the that suggests itself to my mind is that 
ratepayers and the Metropolis, to erect there must be some very serious over- 
expensive and elaborate blocks of flats crowding going on, and that if the 
and model dwellings which do not suit system of inspection were complete it 
the class of people whom we turn out, would prove that the rents could only be 
because they cannot afford to pay the | earned by some. such overcrowding. 
high rents demanded, and then to allow 
these buildings to be filled with aliens,| Mr. STUART SAMUEL: Does that 
from whatever country they may come. | remark apply to Boundary Street ? 
Our own workmen are consequently 
driven from the neighbourhood where’ *Mr. S. F. RIDLEY: The remarks I 
they are obliged to live by the exigencies, make apply to any buildings for which 
of their trade—thus taking the bread these excessively high rents are being 
out of their mouths. charged, and where British working men 
I had acensus taken a year agoof what | have been ousted to make room for 
is known as the Boundary Street area these aliens. I will not detain the House 
in Shoreditch and Bethnal Green. No by going into any details of the figures 
doubt that area is familiar to many hon. so fully presented by the hon. and 
Members. A most insanitary district was gallant Member who moved the Amend- 
cleared, and the site built upon at an en- | ment, but I will take a point which the 
ormous cost. Many hon. Members have, hon. and gallant Gentleman has not 
nodoubt, read Mr. Morrison’s book ‘‘ The , referred to; and that is, that if other 
Child of the Jago,” which contains a countries find it necessary to have re- 
very faithful account of the conditions strictive legislation on the subject, does 
under which the people in that part of | it not strike some of us here that there 
London lived. I knew it well, for I) may be something in it? I know per- 
worked in it myself for years. I found | fectly well what is the result of this 
from that censusthat there were nofewer restriction in America, it reacts upon 
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us. The most healthy immigrants, those | an economic and a moral point of view, 
who have really a good character and | otherwise we cannot do the good we are 
some visible means of subsistence, are | all seeking to accomplish. This is nota 
admitted into the United States, where | political question, but one on which all 
there is an elaborate system of examina-| hon. Members on either side of the 
tion. But the result is that those who | House should ally themselves, go to the 
may have no means of subsistence, who | root of it, deal with it honestly and fairly, 
are unhealthy and undesirable in many | and see whether something cannot be 
cases, come to this country where no | one to remedy a state of things which 
examination whatever is imposed. | causes such havoc and destruction to so 
Therefore, in self-defence, I maintain we | ™@"Y of our fellow-subjects. 

would be wise to place some restriction | 
on the influx of these undesirable aliens. | 


Immigration, 956 


Amendment proposed, at the end of 
the Question, to add the words— 


Now, this question has forced itself on | 


the attention of the country, during the 
last twelve months especially, through 
the medium of the law courts and by 
reports of the speeches of various judges 
and magistrates in London, as to the 
amount of crime committed by foreigners 
of a most undesirable class, who introduce 
crimes into this country with which, 
thank God, we, as a rule, are not con- 
versant. They carry on a _ nefarious 
traffic in human lives, not only of work- 
ing men, but of women and young girls. 
These facts surely are a disgrace to any 
country, and it will be a greater disgrace 
if the responsible Government of this 
country, does not take steps to apply a 
remedy to that dreadful state of things. 
When we know that there are large com- 
panies of employers and associations of 
men, banded together in order to carry 
on what is called a traffic in women and 
girls—it is difficult to know by what 
phrase to describe it—as has been shown 
by the evidence given before the Royal 
Commission, hon. Members will see what 
is the real state of things. When it is 
brought to our notice that there is such 
an organised traffic, surely the Govern- 
ment cannot allow this state of things 
to go on without moving a hand to try 
and stop it. 

I am afraid I have detained the House 
too long, but I have endeavoured not to 
cover the ground occupied by my hon. 
and gallant friend. I ally myself with 
him in everything he has said in his 
exhaustive and noteworthy speech. 
Hon. Members on the other side of 
the House who take an_ interest 
in this subject, and I know that 
many do, should face it boldly. I know 
it is a difficult question, but that 
is no reason why it should not be 
faced and dealt with both from 


Mr. S. F. Ridley. 





** And we humbly represent to Your Majesty 
that the great increase of late in the immigra- 
tion of destitute aliens into the East End of 
London, coupled with the considerable 
numbers of such aliens who become a charge 
on the Criminal Law of this country, constitute 
a grave national danger, seriously affecting 
the employment, the welfare, and the housing 
of the working classes, and calls, therefore, for 
the immediate fulfilment of the repeated 
promises of legislation upon the subject on 
behalf of His Majesty’s Government, and 
notably of that of 10th February, 1897, declar- 
ing that not only individual members, but the 
Government as a whole, were pledged to some 
legislation on the subject.’ —(Sir Howard 
Vincent.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there added.” 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR (Leeds, 
Central): A year ago an Amendment was 
moved by my hon. friend the Member 
for Stepney, and seconded by the hon. 
Member for Bethnal Green, raising the 
same question raised by the hon. and 
gallant Member for Sheffield. On that 
occasion the Amendment was withdrawn 
on the announcement by the Government 
that they proposed to appoint a Royal 
Commission to inquire into the whole 
subject. Now, my hon. and gallant 
friend the Member for Sheffield and the 
hon. Member who has just sat down 
have not expressed themselves as satis- 
fied with what the Government proposed 
todo. The hon. and gallant Member for 


Sheffield has taken a different view, and’ 


has insinuated, if he has not declared, 
that the Royal Commission was appointed 
in order to hush up the whole matter. I 
must express my regret that my hon. 
and gallant friend should have made a 
statement of that sort. I can assure the 
House that the Royal Commission was 
not appointed to hush up this matter, 
which we recognise to be a very grave 
and also a very difficult matter. 
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My “ ann gallant i oe me they were to undertake legislation before 
that the Royal Commission has trifled with | that Commission had reported. 
this question, inasmuch as it had sat up| I do not propose to ion my hon. and 
an July we pgs not ° lg ” 'gallant friend into the details of his 
ater months of the year. My hon. and | speech, because I do not consider it would 
lant friend knows, of course, that the be practicable or desirable that the matter 
cen SS - ee -. a | should be fully discussed in this House, 
; oe Fe ommae Chairman. Lord James | °2Y more than it would be practicable 
sposi (gy ener adie . ar or desirable for the Government to 
My hon. and gallant Iriend sugges | introduce legislation. I would say, how- 


that it was my duty as President of the | ever, that the speech of my hon. and 


pend of Thade $0 Meemate to Lend Yemen | gallant friend shows what a difficult 


that it was desirable that he should retire | problem we have to face. One of the 


from the chairmanship. I believe no man |* . ; : 
ie either House her a heemet wees of| points my hon. and gallant friend laid 


ublic duty than Lord James ; and I am | stress upon was the crimes that had 
deike poss that it was perfectly safe to 9g committed by aliens. What were 
leave a question of that kind to him, | the crimes to which my hon. and gallant 
because if he considered it his duty to. friend specially referred? He referred 
retire he would undoubtedly have re- | % alien burglars, provided with tools of 
tired. If he had considered it his duty | the most elaborate kind. 1 always under- 
to retire, it would have been a great Stood that a burglar’s outfit cost, at the 
public misfortune, because theré is no | Very least, £100, and I should like to 
man more capable of discharging the | ask my hon. and gallant friend how he 
duties of Chairman than Lord James. thinks that any man with that amount 
As a matter of fact, I do not think it was | of capital would come to this country as 
quite fair for my hon. and gallant friend | 4 pauper alien. 

to suggest that the Commission has trifled | 

with this question. Since it wasappointed,, Si HOWARD VINCENT: I cannot 
the Commission has sat twenty-one times, | accept my right hon, friend’s statement 
and has examined eighty witnesses. I as correct. 

understand that the case of the persons re- , 


presented by the hon. Member forStepney' Mp. GERALD BALFOUR: Then my 
— poe ap eot nary ed “ eg hon. and gallant friend refers to larcenies 
n, ence has still to by G iseve Does h t 
given in favour of excluding aliens or of | i oni ee ae hos be pis = 
mpeg Some ens ona | ein edn, imigon 
om . | Lhe tact 1s, that although my hon. an 

anys young seo finished, seg are os gallant friend pointed to what everyone 
> alg ste rsh “2 a. pt ' not | Samiti is a great evil, he has not sug- 
sone tere 8 ‘agg Se | Seated what remedy should be applied. 
‘ble — ave been heard is it He referred to the discussion yesterday 
— i Co the Government or the| on the question of the exclusion of Cana- 
ce bx yee to come to a wise | dian cattle, and he asked, if the President 
as tiemnaanes taae ar BRigaey 'of the Board of Agriculture would not 
i : foe tke 5 | permit the importation of Canadian 
“oggeedion sy riers right rm move | cattle, why should not the Government 
sels the taal os : wens: ‘4 cen- | take up a similar attitude with reference 
overnment for not having to alien immigration? Does he say we 

; . H | . . . . . 
site wk rar pst he gue Pa nee ‘should absolutely prohibit immigration 4 

ssion had reported. Even if my | 5g; . : es 
hon. and gallant iriend’s diehandias | a ei er png 
correct, which I absolutely deny—and it mnnignntion:| , ~ — ag i i. . 
is wholly inconsistent with the attitude | Pa to ye Bil, yar oa oo Lead 
spn eam ts Sear me a tt 
Government would ete case Cth be cay ae Se: ee ae 
havi , | the matter, and asked what difficulty 
sure, u, having appointed a Royal Com- the present Government should have. 
mission to inquire into this question, | In spite of what my hon. and gallant 
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friend has said, we do understand | 
this quest on, and we have a deeper 
sense of the difficulties connected with 
it than was possible in 1894. I venture 
to express the confident opinion that if 
the Bill introduced by Lord Salisbury in | 
1894 were passed into law, it would | 
have done almost. less than nothing | 
towards diminishing the evil of which 
my hon. and gallant friend, and my hon. | 
friend the Member for Bethnal Green 
justly complain. It was in order that 
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| culty. 


| the 


we might have further information and | 


further light thrown on this subject 
that the Royal Commission was ap- 
pointed; and I venture to suggest to 
the House of Commons that it would 
be inconvenient and undesirable to | 
pursue this debate at any length until 
we have that further information and 
that further light, without which it 
would be impossible for us to come to a | 
wise decision. 


Mr. BRYCE: I confess myself at a. 
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ment to accelerate the proceedings of 
the Cummission, having referred to that 
Commission a question of extreme diffi- 
The more one looks into the 
question the more difficult it becomes, 
One story is good until another is told, 
It is perfectly easy to make a strong case 
against the immigration ,of destitute 
aliens, and I do not say that it might 
not be desirable to have legislation on 
subject ; but everyone who has 
dealt with the matter knows how 
difficult it is to introduce effective legis- 
lation. The President of the Board of 


Trade said, with perfect truth, that 


Lord Salisbury’s Bill, if passed, would 
have entirely failed to grapple with - the 
difficulty. That certainly was the im- 
pression left on me when I had to deal 
with the matter at the Board of Trade 
in 1894. I do not professtosay whether 
the evil is the same, or whether it has 


taken a different form, but up to then 


no practical scheme had been suggested ; 
/and I am not aware that up till to-day 


loss to understand why this question | 


has been brought before the House. It 
cannot have been brought forward for | 
the benefit of the House of Commons, 
because we have had similar speeches 
on similar occasions from the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman ; and it cannot have 
been brought forward for legislative 
purpdses, because we know perfectly 
well it is impossible for any Government 
to legislate on a subject on which a 
Royal Commission is taking evidence. | 
I éan only suppose that this subject has 
been brought forward, not to enlighten | 
us, and not with a view to legislation, 
but with a view to constituencies out-. 
side for which apparently hon. Members 
think the time of the House of Commons 
ought to be expended. I am very glad 
the President of the Board of Trade has 
taken the only course for a Minister to 
take, and has declared the entire in- 
ability of the Government to deal with 
this question until this Royal Commission, 
which is presided over by an eminently | 
competent Chairman, should have re- | 
ported upon it. It is not for me to add 
anything to the censure which the 
President of the Board of Trade has 
awarded to the hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man; but I think the hon. and gallant | 
Gentleman must himself admit that it 
would be quite impossible for the Govern- 


Mr. Gerald Balfour. 


| made goods. 


any practical scheme has been suggested 
for dealing with the difficulty. It is very 
easy for the hon. and gallant Gentleman 
to hold up a scheme in his hand, but 
I should like to know what the Royal 
Commission would say to it. I remember 
another scheme of the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman, for the exclusion of prisons 
A Bill was passed for that 
purpose, but it utterly failed to accomplish 
its purpose. 


Str HOWARD VINCENT: But it 
has kept out the goods. 


Mr. BRYCE: It has not had the 
slightest effect as far as | know, and the 
result verified the prediction we made, 
that legislation would be incompetent to 
deal with the matter. I should be com- 
mitting the error 1 deprecate if I were 
to express an opinion on this subject. 
It is impossible to deal with it until the 
Commission has reported. I shall, and 
I hope we all shall, keep an open mind 
upon it. We shall see the gravity of the 
evil from the evidence of the Commission. 
The experience of America shows that it 
is very difficult to deal with; but I 
think the only proper course for us is to 
reserve our opinion on the whole matter, 


/and approach the evidence and recom- 
| mendations which will be submitted by 
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the Commission with a perfectly unbiassed 
mind. That being the case, I shall not 
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‘alien criminal, that the number of English 


discuss the merits of the matter now. | 


What I rose for was to express my Satis- 
faction that the Government have 
refused to deal with the matter at 
present, because I believe that the ques- 


thieves abroad was a matter of common 
notoriety. 

The hon. and_ gallant Gentleman 
had alluded to the want of support 


this proposal had met with from the very 


tion is one of so much difficulty that we | 


should not approach it without fuller in- 
formation than we now possess. 


class which he claimed to represent. He 
(Mr. Samuel) representing as he did an 
East End constituency, and taking an 


‘opposite view to that of the hon. and 


*Mr. STUART SAMUEL (Tower 
Hamlets, Whitechapel) said he did not. 


propose to enter into this question’ at | 


any length, for the reason that he did | 


not think the hon. and gallant Gentle-| 
' when he said he received no support from 


man, who had moved the Amendment, 
and his friends, having asked for a Royal 


Commission, had practically presented | 


their case. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT said they 
did not ask for a Royal Commission. 
They asked for action and _ legislation ; 
for redemption of promises. 


*Mr. STUART SAMUEL appre- 
hended that the hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man and his friends did not desire that the 
Royal Commission should come to an end 
with only one side of the case presented. 
Nor did he believe that a Government 
which ‘had spent so many millions on 
behalf of the aliens of the Transvaal had 
any desire to promote legislation until 
they were acquainted with the findings 
of the Royal Commission. Hon. Gentle- 
men opposite first of all asked for legisla- 
tion against aliens, and that being found 
to be impossible they called them 
destitute aliens and tried to obtain legis- 
lation against them. The hon. and gallant 
Member said that the aliens of the 
East End of London paid rent which the 
British workman could not afford, and 
never parted with the key of a house 
which they had purchased unless they 
parted with it to one of their own 
nationality. That was not the sign of 
destitution, although the latter state- 
ment had no foundation. He was not 
concerned to defend the alien criminal to 
whom the hon. and gallant Gentleman al- 


luded, butspeakingas one whohad suffered 


from their depredations he did not think 
the home-made thief had much to learn 
from the alien. Hon. Members must 


also rethember when they spoke of the 


gallant Gentleman, reminded the House 
that his opposition had some relevancy 
from the fact that his constituency was 
the one in which this question had come 
to the fore in recent elections. The hon. 
and gallant Gentleman was perfectly right 


the Labour Party. The Trades Union 
Congresses had rejected time after time 
similar motions to this which was now 
before the House, for the reason that any 
evil in the labour market could be better 


‘redressed by trade union methods than 


by legislation. 

It had been said that the British 
worker had been driven away from 
London. The fact of the matter was 
that the British workman would not 
remain and pay high rents within the 
London area if he could avoid it ; and if 
he could get to Leyton and Walthamstow, 
and other places, where he got cheaper 
houses and better air, he went there. 
Only those obliged to live in the immedi- 
ate neighbourhood of the trades now 
being carried on in the East End lived 
within the London area. Seventeen 
years ago, in the constituency which he 
represented, there were practically no 
factories; now it swarmed with them. 
The result had been that these factories 
had not only taken away dwellings which 
were suitable for the working classes, but 
at the same time attracted an enormous 
number of workers to the locality ; and 
although rents at the present moment 
were extremely high, he had no doubt 
that in the immediate future the value of 
land in that particular area would rise 
still more in value, owing to the change 
of the character of the locality from a 
residential to an industrial centre. As 
rents rose so the working classes would 
go outside London ; and to his mind that 
was the proper solution for the over- 
crowding question in London. Now that 
communications weré so much greater, 
and the means of getting to and from 
their work so much easier, there was 
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nightly a steady stream of emigration 
from inner to outer London. It was not 
necessary to dwell upon the question of the 
laxity of the inspection by the local 
authorities of the buildings, because every 
authority had a resident inspector to 
overlook these dwellings. The reason 
for overcrowding was that particular in- 
dustries centred in that part, and the 
constant demand for labour to carry on 
those industries. In his experience he 
did not know of any case in which a 
British workman had been ousted by the 
alien, and he was confirmed in that by 
the Chairman of the Whitechapel Board 
of Guardians, who had stated that he 
had had similar experience. Such a 
state of things was not extraordinary 
when it was remembered that these 
aliens followed trades which they them- 
selves had introduced into this country 
to the benefit of the East End of London— 
trades which, if stopped now, would 
bring ruin to all the small tradesmen 
and shopkeepers in the neighbourhood. 
With regard to the necessity of the 
dockers living near their work, he might 
just say in Shadwell there was probably 
more accommodation available than in 
any other part of the East End. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER. (Kent, 
Thanet) said he was not surprised at 
the attitude adopted by the hon. Gentle- 
man opposite, though he was surprised 
that he should have stated that the 
labour classes and their leaders were 
against any legislation for the prevention 
of this alien invasion. Mr. Joseph Arch, 
a late Member of the House and the 
founder of the Agricultural Union, said 
in his autobiography that while the 
best British workers were being driven 
out of the country we allowed the riff- 
raff of other lands to come freely into 
England, and that he was strongly 
opposed to alien immigration. The hon. 
Gentleman, therefore, was quite wrong 
in saying the labour classes were against 
legislation of this kind. 


It was ten years ago since he himself 
had moved an Amendment to the Address 
on this subject. At that time there were 
strong grounds for immediate action 
on the part of Parliament. They had 
had various enquiries, the result of which 
certainly afforded strong grounds for 
legislation. The Government—practically 


Mr. Stuart Samuel. 
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the present Government—in the Queen’s 
Speech of the subsequent session under- 
took to legislate in this direction; 
they had not acted up to their pledge, 
and he thought it was high time that 
the Government should realise that the 
country was getting heartily sick of the 
delay. So far from Members on that 
side having asked for a Royal Com- 
mission, the Commission in their opinion 
was a “put-up” affair to delay the 
question. Thousands of British-born 
workmen were destitute of employment, 
and yet every day there were brought 
into the country large numbers of men 
who must in the long run compete in 
the national labour market. No small 
amount of the pauper charges of the 
country were due to persons driven out 
of employment by this unfair competi- 
tion. The minds of the great mass of 
the people of the country were made up 
on this question, and, notwithstanding 
official vacillation, public opinion would 
enforce its way. He hoped the Com- 
mission would hurry up, and _ that 
its Report would enable legislation to be 
promptly undertaken. This country 
had become a bye-word as being the 
rubbish-heap of the world, upon which 
those elements, which no civilised com- 
munity would retain in its midst, were 
pitch-forked. All other countries, includ- 
ing our self-governed colonies, had 
stringent legislation by which to guard 
their communities from these evils, and 
it was perfectly monstrous that year 
after year the Executive here should 
shirk the obvious duty of dealing with 
the matter. The country had had enough 
of the delay, and would not stand it 
much longer. 


Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 58.), 
as a member of the Royal Commission 
at present inquiring into this subject, 
expressed his surprise that, after spend- 
ing a considerable portion of the day 
on that Commission, he should come 
to the House and find Members pressing 
the Government immediately to introduce 
a Bill dealing with the question. The 
Commission had held over thirty sittings, 
and heard over eighty witnesses, many 
of them at great length, and collected 
a mass of evidence of a most important 
character. It was for the Government 
to defend themselves against the accusa- 
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tion that the Commission was a “ put- | Government for having neglected their 
up job,” but such a statement was grossly | promises and broken their pledges on 
unfair to the members of that body, who this subject. He for one most cordially 
at considerable cost of time and con- desired some legislation directed against 
venience had for a long time been the unlimited immigration of destitute 
devoting their efforts to the elucidation aliens, and he looked to the Govern- 
of the question. He had no right to| ment to redeem its pledges in this 
speak in the name of the Commission, | matter if it could not in others. In 1897 
or of the Chairman, but he might say | the present Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
that at a private meeting of the Com-' speaking on behalf of the Government 
mission that day the Chairman had | said— 

expressed an earnest desire, in which  ,, Not il tadividen! cea 

he was supported by every member of Government a a ing Roz ledge aah 
the Commission, that they should bring | legislation on the subject. We do not desire 
their labours to a termination at the | to depart one iota from the pledges we have 
earliest possible moment, and to that | given; pow adhere to every pledge, and I hope 
and. steps had been taken to compress |$f,0 distant, Une wo, propose ia, Pariament 
the remaining evidence as far as possible. | : 

Without speaking officially in any way, | That surely meant that the Government 
he thought it highly probable that the  20t only felt that this was an evil which 
Commission would report before the end ought to be remedied, but had thought 
of the present Parliamentary session. OUt the means by which their promises 
Under’ these circumstances it seemed | could be redeemed. But the speech the 
hardly reasonable for the hon. and gallant | President of the Board of Trade had just 
Member to ask the Government immedi- | made seemed to imply that the Govern- 
ately to introduce legislation on a subject | ment had given promises on a matter with 


which had greatly changed in its essential regard to which they had not made up 
conditions during the yo year or two, | their minds, and had undertaken to 
and therefore concerning which the new | introduce a Bill of which they had not 
evidence was of immense importance. thought out the principle. The right 
hon. Gentleman had said it was a very 
Mr. STOCK (Liverpool, Walton) said | difficult problem. Of course it was, but 
that ten years ago, in supporting a Motion the business of a Government was to 
of theright hon. Gentleman the Memberfor solve difficult problems, and, having given 
Thanet, he wasable to demonstrate how this Pledges, it was still more their duty to 
matter had affected the rates of Liverpool. solve this problem instead of endeavour- 
The statistics of the Liverpool work- ing to hush it up by the appointment of 
houses showed that during the year no | @ Royal Commission. 
fewer than 436 pauper aliens had passed With regard to the remarks of the 
through them, from which fact Members hon. Member for South Wolver- 
could gather how pauper immigration hampton, no reflection whatever had 
affected the rates. He was glad thatin been cast on the Commission’ itself. 
the debate no attack had been made on | If a Commission was necessary, the 
the Jews, but no fair-minded or practical one appointed was an admirable in- 
man would contend that immigration of strument for the purpose; it was an 
pauper aliens of any creed should be | able body presided over by an able Chair- 
allowed. He hoped, therefore, as soon as | man, and would doubtless do its duty in 
the labours of the Royal Commission all respects. But that was not the 
were over, the Government would see their matter under discussion. What they 
way to bring forward legislation, as the | were discussing were the pledges of the 
subject was no doubt becoming an| Government. It was in the year 1897 
urgent one. the Chancellor of the Exchequer made 
|his promise, In 1898 a Bill was in- 
*Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower | troduced in the House of Lords by the 
Hamlets, Poplar) said it was evident that, | present Under Secretary for War. Lord 
with a Royal Commission sitting, the | Salisbury spoke in favour of it, and the 
Government could not be expected to give Earl of Dudley, speaking on _ behalf 
any pledge or to introduce a Bill. Butj|of the Government, supported it. 
that was not the point before the House. | The Government now found that they 
The Motion was a vote of censure on the | were not able to draw a Bill, and they had 
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toappointanotherCommission. Therewas| were held by a good number of hon, 
another matter in regard to this question. | Members sitting on the Opposition side 
In July, 1900, the present Chancellor of | as well as cn the other side of the House, 
the Exchequer was then President of the | There was no racial or sectarian feeling of 
Board of Trade, and he was approached | any kind in this matter. He did not care 
with regard to this very question. Upon | whether thealienemigrant wereJew, Turk, 
that occasion he said the only reason | or infidel, or what nationality he belonged 
why the subject bad not been dealt with to; what he objected to was the refuse 
was that the House had been engaged | of Europe being dumped down on these 
in other business, and implied that they | shores. It was not so much a question 
had a Billready. Never, inall his Parlia-| of actual numbers, nor of pTessure 
mentary experience, had he seen a more | in localities, ‘and concentration upon 
flagrant violation of absolute promises | certain trades of these aliens. That was 
and pledges given, not only on the |where the evil came in, and it was 
hustings, but also to hon. Members of that especially great in some parts of London. 
House, and given deliberately by | His hon. friend had said that the trades 
Members of the Government. They | unions could look after the working 
had promised to draw a Bill and to| hours of these people, but destitute 
introduce it, and the only reason they | aliens were ready to accept very low 
gave for not doing so was want of time. wages and long hours, and this made 
And now the right hon. Gentleman told it impossible in some trades for trades 
them that afternoon that it was impossible | ynions to be formed at all. The result 
for the Government to do what was | of this system was that work was put 
required or draw a Bill without referring | into the hands of the worst class a 
the latter to a Royal Commission. He | empl . 
‘ : ployers. 
thought it was necessary for the right : 
hon. Gentleman to give the House some} One of the most important points 
further information. in regard to this matter was the 
question of housing. He believed that 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The hon. | everybody in that House was desirous 
(Gentleman’s speech should have veen | of seeing a better class of houses and a 
made last year ; it is a year too late. larger number of dwellings erected for 
2 A ay the working classes. It was impossible 
*Mr.S YDNEY BUXTON said thatreally | to expect that they could siagebve the 
he did not think the right hon. Gentleman housing of the poor so long as the 
was entitled to say that he ought to have | refuse of the rest of Europe was per- 
made this speech a year ago. The debate | jitted to come into this country. In 
on this question os? ro ere al wre the present condition of the working 
short one. Hon. Members h ~ d of classes of this country it was not right 
member that it came on at the end of | tn4+ they should allow these destitute 
a Sitting, and his hon. friend — emigrants to come in unchecked to 
him was anxious to say something. 
But he was obliged to ‘oui’ his even ee ee of ~~", > pe a 
remarks into a very few minutes, and affe ‘ na so ee atittias” ial 
had he himself wished to say anything hict labo P oa 0 “ug a d r 
upon that occasion it would have been The Presi ‘ent * te ; phy "oll 
impossible for him todoso. Promises and ey a a we © ed a 
pledges given by the Government were | #SKed what remedy they suggested. He 
thought that was a matter upon which 


not for one year or another, and if they . 
could show that such pledges had been | the Government ought to have made up 
their minds. ‘This question had been 


broken, it was equally effective in 1903, unas ; 
as in 1902. This Royal Commission | dealt with in America, where they sent 
ought never to have been appointed, back annually something like 300 d sti- 
for it was quite obvious that it would| tute aliens, and they all came back 
not be worth while to discuss the|tothis country. What could be simpler 
principles of this question at any length/than to put the obligation in this 
now, but he should like to say one or two | matter upon the steam8hip companies ! 
words to show that, although he was in} Quite 80 per cent. of these destitute 
a minority on this side of the House on | aliens came to London ; and, practically, 
this question, still he knew that his views | the whole of them came to three ports 


Mr. Sydney Buxton. 
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jn this country, and came from four|and still they found the Govern- 
continental ports only, and there would | ment doing nothing. Private Mem- 
be no difficulty about it. The ad-| bers had’ a very great deal of 
ministrative difficulties had been | difficulty in forcing upon the Govern- 
greatly emnepereie’. oe the Hees | es ng a of re ste 9 
of Trade made up its mind to deal with | subjects in which they were interested, 
this question and put the responsibility | and although he should not vote for this 
on the steamship companies they would Amendment this was the only way in 
prevent those destitutealiens coming here. which they were able to show the Govy- 
At present they gave the _ greatest | ernment that they did not intend that 
ssible encouragement to the immigra- important subjects like this question of 
tion of these destitute aliens, and if they the immigration of destitute aliens 
could not exclude them altogether they should be allowed to go unheeded and 
ought to take steps to discourage their uncared for. It was all very well for 
entrance into this country. Although | them to be a powerful Party, especially 
he could not vote for his hon. friend’s|on great Imperial questions, but the 
Motion under the circumstances, he for Government should understand that they 
one was glad to have the opportunity as had subjects at home which were also 
a Liberal Member, and as a Member re- | dear to them, and they strongly appealed 
presenting a constituency in the East to the Government to give these subjects 
End of London, to raise his voice in this attention and endeavour to deal with 
House in protesting against the influx them. 
of destitute aliens to the very great, Jt was a disgrace to them to see 
detriment of the working classes. /so many unemployed able-bodied men 
‘ walking through the streets of London. 
*Sir J. BLUNDELL MAPLE (Cam- | And why was it? Because destitute 
berwell, Dulwich), said he rose to aliens were allowed to come into our 
thank the hon. and gallant Member | midst in thousands to labour at a price 
for Sheffield for bringing forward | which English workmen could not 
this question. He had no wish OF accept. He was certain that there were 
desire to turn out the Government for | many Members on the Government side 
this — of their duty, but a great who would like to speak in similar terms 
many of those who took a great interest to those he had spoken in. They felt 
in the labour questions of the country | that it was the duty of the Government 
must feel that the time had come when | to bring forward such legislation as this, 
this question should be dealt with most and he was greatly surprised to hear the 
thoroughly. And now the President of President of the Board of Trade say that 


i the Board of Trade simply passed over they had not enough information, and 
the question as a subject which had gufficient intelligence, at the Board of 


been recently sprung upon the Govern- Trade to frame a Bill which would put a 
ment, but it was nosuch thing. In 1894 eyrb upon this immigration into our 
Lord Salisbury himself brought forward | midst of such a large number of useless 
a Bill on this question in the House of jndividuals, in many cases useless 
Lords, when his Lordship declared that paupers, oud thee: Gnmeet they had some 
the Board of Trade should prevent any- | one at the head of that Department who 
one who was either an idiot, an insane | would deal with this question, the better. 
pauper, or was likely to become a public | 
charge, or was affected with contagious | Sm GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington 
disease, fromlandinginthis country. Such N.) ssid te wher cele af ited whe — iin 
4 Bill as that was a very simple question, , “Committee that inquired into this 
and a strong and powerful Government | subject some years ago. It was quite 
ought to have no difficulty in framing | true, as the President of the Board of 
such @ measure. |Trade had said, that it was difficult for 
Why should we have thousands of | the Government to legislate while the 
destitute women and children swarm-| Royal Commission was sitting ; but it 
ing into our midst? A Bill dealing | should be remembered that this was a 
with this question had been carried | subject which had been before Parliament 
by eighty-nine votes to thirty-seven, | for nearly twenty years, and that the 
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feeling in London was very strong upon 
it. It wasa difficult subject, for although 
we objected to these people coming into 
the country, we sent a great many out. 
It was clear, however, that some legisla- 
tion was desirable, and there was no 
doubt that even the mention of legislation 
would have a great effect in preventing 


many of these people from coming over. | 


There was a general idea on the Continent 
that any rubbish, so to speak, could 
be shot on these shores. 
state of affairs that a very little legislation 
would stop. It should be understood 
that this country was not an asylum for 
those who were destitute and who were 
in such a state of dirt that they 
should not be imported. When the 
Committee of which he was a member 
was sitting, a number of aliens were 
brought before them, but on account of 
their condition they had to be excluded 
from the room. It was very painful to have 
to say so. To have hundreds and 
thousands of that class landed and kept 
here was a very serious state of affairs. 
He suggested to the President of the 
Board of Trade that he should hurry on 
the labours of the Royal Commission 
as rapidly as 
evil might be put a stop to. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton) said he could not adopt the view 
expressed by the right hon. Member for 
South Aberdeen, who joined the President 
of the Board of Trade in deprecating dis- 
cussion and doubting whether it had any 
value. He thought this debate had been 
of great value. 
tion from the right hon. Member for 
South Aberdeen of which, no doubt, 
the public, and especially the London 
public, would take due note. It had 
also been an occasion on which the 
hon. Member for Poplar had been able to 
announce his views as an _ influential 
London Member—views which he owned 
were not shared by the majority of his 
Party. The House had also had from the 
hon. Member for Whitechapel certain 
statements which he would venture to 
refer to. He could not help thinking 


that the hon. Member could scarcely have | 
centre of our national life? 
constituted a most serious burden on the 


meant what he said when he stated that 
not a single British workman had been 
ousted by these foreigners. If he would 
honour him with a visit to Hoxton he 
could show him premises which had been 
occupied by British subjects for close upon 


Sir George Bartley. 
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This was a. 


It had drawn a declara- | 
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‘a century, who had been ousted from 
their homes and trades by aliens. The 
hon. Member must be gravely ignorant 
of East London if he could state as he 
| had just done that the cabinet makin 
industry did not exist in the East Eni 
before the aliens had become numerous 
and where the question of alien 
immigration was now constituting a serious 
evil. The hon. Member had also alleged 
that we, after all, could not take excep. 
tion to the arrival on these shores of 
foreign criminals because there were 
British subjects incarcerated in the prisons 
of foreign lands. He was one of those 
who had had the advantage of visiting 
prisons in many parts of Europe, and he 
would venture to say that the proportion 
of British subjects whom he had found 
serving terms of imprisonment in these 
was infinitesimal as compared with the pro- 
portion of foreigners who were undergoing 
sentences in London prisons for serious 
offences. 

He joined the hon. Member for North 
Islington in saying that they should 
not be guided absolutely by what fell 
from the President of the Board of Trade, 


; when he said that it was impossible 
possible so that this | 


that the Government should embark on 
‘any legislation pending the Report of 
the Royal Commission on the subject. 
The etiquette in the matter of Royal 
Commissions shoul:) be departed from 
when judicial statistics and the opinions 
of the judges of the High Court, together 
with returns which could be obtained from 
prisons, afforded irrefragable evidence 
that alien immigration constituted an 
urgent and intense social danger. If 
hon. Members would look into the 
statistics of the criminal courts of London, 
they would find that a very large pro- 
portion of the offences—in some instances, 
as his hon. friend the Member for 
Sheffield had said, 25 per cent. of the 
whole—were committed by foreigners. 
That being the state of things as stated 
on the authority of magistrates at first 
hand, why should the Minister responsible 
await the presentation of the Report of 
the Commission before taking steps to 
remove a crying evil from the very 


This evil 


taxpayers of this country. Only about 
a fortnight ago at one of our courts a 
Frenchman, who was a well-known pro- 
| fessional criminal in France, was sentenced 
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to seven years penal servitude. At the 
expiry of his last term of penal 
servitude in France he was banished 
from the country. The convict was con- | 
ducted toashipand sentoff totheseshores, 
with the result that within a fortnight of | 
his arrival in London he committed a | 
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They all knew that the men of whom he 
spoke were not first offenders, but were 
men who had been stamped with crime 
from their earliest manhood. A dis- 
appointing feature to many inside and 


Immigration. 


| outside the House who had had this 


problem, and the evils which flowed from 


serious burglary, coupled with adastardly | it, pressed on their minds, was the 


and brutal attack on some person. As- | absolutely limp attitude taken up in 
suming that the cost of maintaining | regard to phe ere es er ge fo 

“a7 id <a 4 " ,y | Gentlemen sitting on the other side of the 
criminals in prison was £40 per head per ercly: ane wanthe sfleating the 


me | House. 

saddled ae rie rg Bs rr ‘aie | social condition of our people they should 
French 6 ‘ | discard Party polities and press the sub- 
‘reassess | ject on the Government, and aid them 

The position, he submitted, was one | all they knew in every endeavour to put, 
which was not, after all, so difficult by rigorous legislative measures, an end 
as appeared to be thought by the Presi- to that which was physically and morally 
dent of the Board of Trade. The right | @ gigantic evil in our immediate midst. 
hon. Gentleman the Member for South | The economic question involved was one 
Aberdeen said that he doubted whether | upon which he need not touch, except to 
any legislation would be really effective. | 54Y what was the use of all those great 
Any one who had given attention to the | publie Acts dealing with the health of the 


subject knew that though the American | People if they permitted this influx of 


law might not be absolutely effective | destitute and unclean aliens to continue, 


the Act was, nevertheless, a very great | and if those laws were to remain a dead 


deterrent in the sense that not only did | letter. He asked any man who had any 


it prevent people from going to America, | knowledge of the east, north, south and, 


ae -’ he might add some parts of the west 
but enabled the authorities there to shi 8 : 
back to England those who were vebinasa | of London, say one engaged. in the ad- 
pwoeter Tams th ¢ _ | ministration of their laws, how they 
e poner aA remy Pes lpg: Thes | could attempt to enforce them when their 
sider t tor the country. €S€ | enforcement would drive the dwellers 


i i rs P é 
rejected aliens were sent here because | into still more overcrowded neighbour- 


they would not be readmitted by the/ hoods? This question not merely im- 
origheally sou Wa ib Gs ual | pinged upon, but was inseparable from, 


ence of any British subject who went to 


some of the great social problems which 
ohh ; ley at the root of true Imperialism, and 
reside in any country in Europe? Im-| which, referring for a moment to the 
mediately hearrived atan hotel his name debates in the earlier part of the week, 
was written down and given to the police, | would render any scheme of Army reform 
and he had every sort of inquiry to | utterly useless—more especially if they 
answer. If we were now to take steps | allowed the population of the towns to 


for the exclusion of paupers and un-| grow up in the miserable conditions 
desirable aliens, we should simply be under which they were born and had to 
doing, in the twentieth century, that | pass the younger years of their lives. It 
which every foreign country in Europe| was because he, and those who were 
had done for sixty or seventy years past. | accredited with the desire of pursuing a 
; | policy of pin-pricks towards the Govern- 

There was one point in regard to the| ment—which accusation was not well- 
criminal aspect of this subject on which he | founded—believed that if the Government 
and others on that side of the House would | saw that they had the support on this 
press for an answer from the Govern- subject, not of their own side only, but of 
ment. Why should the 16 per cent. who | all quarters of the House, they would pass 
were aliens of the felons now incarcerated | the measures demanded of them that 
at Wormwood Scrubs at the expense| he welcomed the Debate. He thanked 
of our fellow citizens not be taken| his hon. and gallant friend with all the 
out of the country, so that we/|warmth at his command for initiating 
should not have the possibility of their |the debate which, though it might not 
being again convicted as recidivistes? | have .filled the Benches, excited a very 
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real and sincere interest among the great | 


mass of the people. 


Srr JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire, 
Accrington) said he could not help think- 
ing that his hon. and gallant friend had done 
good service in introducing this subject 
to the attention of the House ; and if he 
had done nothing more than spur the 


Government to take some action, his | 


object would have been attained. But 
the position of the House was rather 
curious, for they had the responsible 
Minister of the Crown telling them that 
he had not material enough on which to 
legislate, while members of the Royal 
Commission alleged that this question 


or three years. He hoped, therefore, his 
hon. and gallant friend would not divide 
on his Amendment. 


*Mr. BONAR LAW (Glasgow, 
Blackfriars) said he had been very much 


interested in the speech of his hon. friend | 


on the front Bench opposite ; but he could 
not help thinking that there was a great 
deal of force in what had been stated by the 
right hon. Gentleman the President of the 
Board of Trade that thatspeech would have 
been much more appropriate and more 
effective if it had been delivered before the 
Royal Commission was appointed. He 
could not admit that the argument the 
right hon. Gentleman had _ brought 
forward was relevant. The hon. Gentle- 


man told the House that he did not have | 


in his pocket the speeches containing the 
broken pledges of the Government to 
which he had referred ; but this question 
had not come for the first time before 
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*Mr. BONAR LAW said that this was 
really not a matter of much importance, 
/nor had the explanation of the hon. 
| Gentleman altered what he had been 
/saying. But he was certain that if the 
j}hon. Gentleman had desired, speaking 
'from that Bench, to take part in the 
debate last year, he might have found an 
| opportunity, and have come prepared to do 
so. The hon. Member for Poplar had told 
the House that the views he expressed 
were expressed as a Liberal and also as 
a Member for a London constituency. 


| He would like to ask the hon. Gentleman 


how much of these views were repre- 
sented by the Liberal and how much 


| by the London constituency. 
had changed very much in the last two | 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said he 
would endeavour to explain. So far as 
he was aware, there were very few aliens 
in his constituency —possibly fewer, 
indeed, than in the constituency of his 
hon. friend the Member for Bethnal 
Green ; but being interested in the East 
End of London, he felt the matter was 
| one of great magnitude. 


*Mr. BONAR LAW said that’ the real 


subject which he wished to bring before 
the House was this: What was it that his 
hon. and gallant friend the Member 
for Sheffield thought the Government 
could possibly do under present circum- 


stances? A Royal Commission had 
been appointed, and after the statement 
given by the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite, who was a member of that 
Commission, and what had been said to 
| him by other members of the Commission, 
he would ask his hon. and gallant friend 


the country, and if it was the duty of the | whether he would not readily admit the 
hon. Gentleman to bring it before the | legislation after the Report was _pre- 
House that day, it was equally his duty | sented to the House was likely to be 
to have done so a year ago, when it was more valuable than legislation now 
within his power to have produced those | before the Commission had reported ? 
references to the speeches of the Members | He had, however, really to assure the 
of the Government. , House that there was no absence of 
|sympathy on the part of the Govern- 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said he| ment with the evils brought before 
really must make an explanation. He | them to-day ; and the quotations made 
had had no opportunity of bringing the | by the hon. Gentleman opposite really 
matter forward last year, and even if he Showed that the Government fully 
had, he was not then aware that the realised those evils, but while realising 
Government were going to refer it toa) them they felt more than irresponsible 
Royal Commission. He could not be| Members of the House what their 
expected to carry about with him all the | duty was. ‘His hon. friend the Member 
speeches of Members of the Government | for Shoreditch had referred to the re- 
in regard to this or any other matter. strictions put on ordinary travellers on 


Mr, Claude Hay. 
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the Continent; but he asked the 
House whether they would readily pass 
legislation which would cast similar re- 
strictions on travellers in this country. 
Those were some of the difficulties that 
the Government would have to meet in 
introducing a Bill. He was authorised 
by the Government to state that they 
fully realised the evils referred to, that 
they were most anxious to be in a 
position to consider the matter, and 
that the moment the Royal Com- 
mission handed in its report, and 
not before it, they would consider it, 
with the view of seeing whether it was 
possible for them to do anything by 
way of legislation. 


the Indian Empire. 978 


given to that country. I will not attempt 
to criticise the efficiency of the Indian 
Army in any way, but certainly it 
ought to be the most efficient, because it 
is the costliest, army in the world. From 
its very nature it should be so, for India 
is the only country in the world which 
does not depend on its own sons for its 
national defence, but depends on the 
paid aliens of a foreign overlord. The 
Indian Army consists, roughly, of 75,000 
British troops, 150,000 Indian troops, 
20,000 Indian Reserves, 30,000 Volun- 
teers, and 16,000 Imperial Service Corps, 
or a total of 290,000 men at a cost to 
India of £15.000,000, or £52 per head. 
|The British Army came next, its total 
| cost for all branches being £29,000,000, 





Sim HOWARD VINCENT said that, | or £21 per head. The French Army costs 


under the circumstances, and after the 


the Secretary to the Board of Trade, he | 
did not think that it would be wise to | 
press his Amendment to a division— | 
realising, as he did, that the right hon. | 


Gentleman spoke not only for himself but | 
for the Board of Trade and the Govern- | 
ment, and he begged leave to withdraw | 


the Amendment. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Main Question again proposed. 


£20 per head; the Russian Army £10; 


ithe German Army £9; the Austrian 


observations of the right hon. Gentleman | 


| Army £7; the Turkish Army £7; the 
| Italian Army £4; and the Swiss Army, 
'the best for national defence in the 


world, £2 5s. Not only is the Indian 
Army the costliest in the world, but it 
| is imposed on the poorest nation in the 
It costs 75 per cent. more per 
soldier than the British Army; it is 
|four times dearer than the French 
| Army; five times dearer than the 
| Russian Army ; six times dearer than 
'the German Army; seven times dearer 


| world. 
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| than the Austrian or Turkish Army ; and 
| twenty-four times dearer than the Swiss 
/Army. Lord Curzon, whom no one 
|who knows him would charge with 


MILITARY EXPENDITURE OF THE 
INDIAN EMPIRE. 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne), | being a pessimist, places the average 


/wealth of India at £1 6s. 8d., or Jess 


d Amendment to the Address, 
at Maes tag energy ee dines cae 'than 1d. per day per head of the popu- 
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at the end, to add, “ And, having regard | 
to the great poverty of the Indian | 
people, and to the fact that 30,000! 
troops of the Indian Army have been 
used in other parts of the world 
in which India has no direct or sub- | 
stantial interest, we humbly express 
our regret that Your Majesty’s speech 
contains no recommendation for the 
reduction of the military expenditure of 
the Indian Empire.” Having been 
engaged during the last two days in 
discussing the alarming increase in 
British Army expenditure, it appears to 
me that this Resolution should be moved | 
to give an opportunity to consider the 
question of Indian Army expenditure, 
and whether or not, in justice to, and for 
the safety of, India, some relief may be 





lation. Upon so poor a community a 
rich overlord like Britain has no right 
to impose any expenditure except for 
the benefit of India, or any armament 
not absolutely required for peace at 
home and defence from foreign foes. 


No one will contend that India has 
any aggressive policy. Unhappily, 
however, the expenditure on its Army 
is steadily increasing. In 1884 it 
was Rx17,000,000; in 1888 it was 
Rx21,000,000 ; in 1893 Rx23,500,000 ; 
in 1898 Rx24,000,000; and in 1903 
Rx27,000,000. This latter figure 
includes the saving of Rx. 1,500,000 
by the loan of troops to the British 
Government. We are informed by the 
Secretary of State for India and by 
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Lord Curzon, that a further increase 
must be expected. Already from Rx. 


70,000 to 80,000 has been imposed on | 
the Indian taxpayer for additional pay | 


for the Army; and in all probability in 


a year or two the expenditure on the) 
Indian Army will reach Rx.30,000,000. | 
What is the Indian Army wanted for?) 


I hold it is wanted only for the main- 
tenance of peace and order in India, 
and, secondly, for defence from foreign 
invasion. I know of nothing else for 
which it is required. But during the 
last fifteen years the additional duty 


has been imposed upon the Indian Army | 


of providing a great reserve force for 
the general defence purposes of the 
British Empire, towards which the 
British Exchequer does not contribute a 
farthing. I will not ‘speak a word of 
my own in justification of this state- 
ment; but I will venture to read two 
paragraphs from a speech delivered by 
Lord Curzon to the Council during the 
discussion on the last Indian financial 
statement. He said :— 


**It is, I think, generally known that it was | 


by the loan and prompt dispatch of British 
troops from India that Natal was saved from 
being overrun by the Boers at the beginning of 
the South African campaign. I1t was the 


holding of Ladysmith that prevented them | 


from sweeping down to the sea. That service 
has been publicly acknowledged by the 
Commander-in Chief in England and by the 
Secretary of State for War.’ 


I hope these services will be acknowledged 
by the more decent treatment of Indians 


who have settled in South Africa. The | 


Viceroy proceeds :— 


“Tt is also known that it was an Indian 
General commanding Native troops from 
India that relieved the legations at Pekin, 
and further, that, in the absence of our 
European troops elsewhere,” 


—this was spoken ten months ago— 


“it has been Native regiments by which | 
our garrisons in China have since been | 


supplied. But the extent or value of our 
contribution in either case is perhaps imper- 
fectly understood. Since the beginning of 
the war in South Africa we have sent from 
India 13,200 British officers and men to that 
country, of whom 10,000 are still absent. 
Over 9,000 Natives, principally followers, have 
gone with them, of whom 5,600 are still away. 
To China we sent 1,300 British officers and 
men, nearly 20,000 Native troops, and 17,500 
Native followers, of whom 
soldiers and 3,500 followers are still away. 
I venture to say that these are very large and 
handsome contributions.” 


Mr. Caine. 
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\I wish our wealthy self - governing 
colonies made such large and hand. 
some contributions to national defence, 
The Viceroy further says :— 


‘*T would like to mention another respect in 
which we have been of service. This had been, 
in the provision of ammunition, stores and sup- 


plies.” 


The Viceroy then read a list of articles. 
which had been sent to South Africa 
and China; but throughout his speech 
he did not say a word about the danger 
to India of taking away such a large 
number of men to engage in the fiercest 
military campaign since Waterloo. The 
peace of India was still maintained. 
Russia did not invade the frontier, and 
India was able to send all these troops 
without any risk of danger to. herself, 


In 1885, Lord Dufferin, who was then 
Viceroy, with the consent of Lord 
Randolph Churchill, then Secretary of 
State, increased the Indian Army by 
30,000 men. For fifteen years this 
_wholly unnecessary increase has never 
been used either for maintaining the 
peace or defending the frontier of 
India. Now these men are taken 
away from India to be employed in the 
|defence of self-governing Colonies in 
an Imperial war, to make war in China, 
or against remote African tribes, or for 
| garrisoning Crown Colonies to relieve 
| British troops for the South African 
campaign. ‘To provide this reserve force 
for possible contingencies in the Empire 
outside India, the Indian people have, 
‘since it was imposed upon them, paid 
| out of their penny a day something like 
| £36,000,000. My contention is that 
| India has no use for these 30,000 extra 
troops imposed on her at a time of 
panic, and that they are neither more 
|nor less than a reserve force for the 
| British Army, as is amply proved by 
Lord Curzon’s speech. ‘This increase 
Leahey the Penjdeh scare; but the 
Penjdeh scare was followed by a wise 
delimitation of the frontier, to which 
Russia agreed. The fifteen years that 








| have passed since then have been years 
}of almost unbroken quiet in Central 
| Asia. During the same period Russia 
17,500 | has become absorbed in the develop- 
10,000 Native | ment of her superb Siberian territories, 


and the Russian scare has become the 


| deadest of all bogies, except to the Prime 
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Minister, and even he declared in his 
speech on Tuesday night— 

“JT think that a war between Russia and 
Great Britain is to the last degree improbable.” 
I ask him if i:e thinks it is worth while 
to maintain the salt tax in India, and to 
starve irrigation works in order to pay 
for the maintenance of Lord Dufferin’s 
30,000 additional troops. Since 1885, 
we have been far nearer war with other 
countries than with Russia. At one 
‘time we went near war with the United 


States. We have a frontier with the | 


United States of 3,000 miles, which 
could be crossed by an Army at any 
jpoint for 2,000 miles; but what would 
Rade say if we imposed an Army 
Corps on her finances because we might 
have a war with the United States? If 
we didthat, we should lose Canada, and 
serve usright. In India, with an impreg- 
mable frontier of 300 miles of the most 
difficult mountain passes, we maintain 


an Army, the costliest in the world, | n 
‘troops to distant, service at a moment 


to defend the poorest country in the 
world against a Power that would not 
‘take India and its responsibilities as a 
sgift, to say nothing of taking it as the 
result of a life-and-death contest with 
a great naval and military Power like 
Britain. Russia’s feeling towards India 


was perfectly expressed by Prince Gort- 
shakoff in 1887, when he declared ‘the 
conquest of India by Russia to be a 
perfect impossibility, and, if practicable, 


an act of supreme folly.” Lord Salisbury 
once spoke of the dread of a Russian in- 


vasion of India as “an antiquated super- | 


stition.”” I want no three better author- 
ities on this question than the present 
Prime Minister, the late Prime Minister, 
‘and Prince Gortshakoff. The first says 


ithat a war between Russia and Great | 


Britain is in the last degree improbable ; 
the second speaks of the fear of the inva- 
sion of India as an antiquated superstition, 
and the third as a perfect impossibility 
and an act of supreme folly. These 
30,000 men were added to the Indian 


Army as a result of the Penjdeh scare. | 


Their continued inclusion is in flat 


contradiction of all accepted authority | 


with regard to the purposes for which 
they were added. 

The time has long since passed for 
the relief of India from this intolerable 
burden; but when the day arrived 
for the whole 30,000 troops to be 


| intention. 
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‘taken away from India for service in 
|countries where India has neither a 
| direct nor an indirect interest, the con- 
| tinuance of this burdenon Indian finance 
becomes aninfamy. Ifthe 30,000 troops 
are wanted for the defence of India from 
Russian invasion, and the Governments 
of Britain and India really believe this, 
what are we to say of the statesmanship 
that takes the whole of them from 2,000 
to 5,000 miles away from the Indian 


‘frontier at the very crisis in our history 


that furnished the only possibility of 
success for Russia if she had any such 
Iask the Prime Minister and 
the Secretary of State for India if they 


believe that Russia has sinister designs 


on India. Ifthey do not, for what pur- 
pose do they still maintain these 30,000 
men who were added because that belief 
had some shreds of justification fifteen 
years ago? If they think that Russia 
has sinister designs on India, how could 
that justify the withdrawal of these 


that would certainly be chosen by an 
enemy, when this country was involved 
in the greatest military struggle she 
has ever had to face since Waterloo? 
It could be done with absolute safety. 
No one doubts the word of the Indian 
people. I am quite sure my noble 
friend the Secretary of State will agree 
with me that never in the history of 
India were people so loyal as they are 
to-day. If the Durbar means anything 
it means that. But we can only hold 
India while her peoples are loyal to 
British overrule. It is such acts of 
barefaced injustice as the continuance 
of the 1885 addition to the Army, 
after using the whole of them for our 
own purposes, that tend to loosen the 
attachment of the Indian people. 


_ Educated public opinion in India is not 
'slow to speak out. The Indian National 
Congress, the most representative body 
of men in all India, passed this resolu- 
tion on the subject :— 
“That this Congress enters its most em- 
sans protest against the fresh permanent 
murden of £786,000 per annum which the 
increase made during the course of the year 
| in the pay of the British soldier would impose 
/on the revenues of India, and views with 
alarm the recent announcement of the Secre- 
| tary of State for India hinting at a possible 
increase in the near future of the strength of 
‘the British troops in the country. In view of 
the fact that during the last three years large 
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bodies of British troops have, with perfect 
safety, been withdrawn for service in South 
Africa and China, the proposal to increase 
the strength of the British garrison manifestly 
involves a grievous injustice to the Indian 
taxpayer, and the Congress earnestly trusts 
that the proposal will either be abandoned or 
else be carried out at the cost of the British 
Exchequer, who in fairness should bear, not 
only the cost of any additional British troops 
that may be employed, but also a reasonable 
proportion of the existing garrison.” 


It is not for one so ignorant of military 
affairs as myself to suggest how, or in 
what direction, Indian Army expenditure 
should be reduced. It might, however, 
take the form of a grant-in-aid from the 
British to the Indian Exchequer on the 
understanding that 10,000 British and 
20,000 native troops of the Indian Army 
were to be teentel as a Reserve Army 
Corps for the defence of the Empire, 
or for any warlike operations east of 
and including Cape Colony and Egypt. 
Lord Curzon claims that this 30,000 
loose and available troops saved South 
Africa, and I think the claim is a good 
one. It is monstrous to lay the burden 


of saving our great self-governing colonies 
upon India without asking those colonies 
to contribute either to the protection of 
India or to the cost of Imperial defence, 
and it is idle to say that the Imperial 


Exchequer bore the cost of the Indian 
troops during service abroad. India bore 
the cost of their recruiting and transport 
and of their maintenance for fifteen years 
during which they were there for Imperial 
use when wanted, and now India is called 
upon to shoulder the burden rendered 
heavier than before until another foreign 
emergency arises. Sir, I have en- 
deavoured to put the case for my Reso- 
lution in as short a time as possible, and 
I now beg to move the Amendment 
standing in my name. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): In rising to second this 
Motion, I feel that I ought not to occupy 
too much of the time of the House in 
doing so, neither do I think it necessary 
to make any apology for bringing forward 
a Motion of this character at this stage 
of our parliamentary proceedings. It is 


— admitted on this side of the, 
ouse that India does not receive from | 
Parliament that consideration which she | 


ought to do, and it is absolutely necessary 

for us to grasp any opportunity which 

we may have at our disposal for bringing 
Mr. Caine, 
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before this House and the country ques- 
tions of vital interest to India. I think 
it is not unnatural that we should select 
as our special subject for consideration 
to-night the question relating to the 
Army in India. As my hon. friend who 
moved this Motion has already pointed 
out, military matters have absorbed and 
are likely to absorb a great deal of our 
Parliamentary attention in the present 
session, and if it is right for us to pay 
special attention to the question of the 
possible reduction of military expendi- 
ture at home, I think every one will 
admit an equal, if not a greater, duty lies 
upon us to consider whether this is not 
possible in the case of India. India, as 
is well known, pays the whole cost 
of the British Army in that country. 
I do not know whether it is clearly 
realised that India pays more than one- 
third of the total cost of the British 
Army, and when we in this country are 
called upon by the Government to-day 
to consider a change in the organisation 
of the Army—British and Indian—it is 
right, I think, that we should bring the 
question of our responsibilities to the 
Indian taxpayer prominently before this 
House. 


the Indian Empire. 


There are two primary points which 
I should like to mention upon this, 
indications which, I think, are of 
good omen with regard to the treatment 
of the Indian question in this House in 
the future. The first is that there is an 
evident disposition to regard India in 
this House from a non-political point 
of view, and the second is a growing 
sense of the fact of the importance of 
India to our Empire. Now there are 
three main points which lie within this 
Motion. The first is the necessary and 
inevitable fact that there continues in 
India to-day a widespread poverty ; the 
second that some retrenchment in some 
direction in regard to taxation is ab 
solutely necessary ; and the third is in 
accordance with the terms of this Motion, 
and it is that we believe that the direc- 
tion in which this reduction should take 
place is the direction of the Army. Iam 
not going to dwell on this question from 
the standpoint of poverty of the Indian 
people. I only regret it is not possible in 
considering a great matter such as this 
to sweep away on the one hand official 
optimism, and on the other the pessimism 





985 Military Expenditure of {26 Fesruary 1903} 


which is perhaps inevitable on the part | 
of those brought face to face with the | 

verty of India, in order to get at the 
facts. What we want to take is not an | 
exaggerated view on one side or the | 
other, but the facts of the case, and | 
it ought, and I believe it is, the desire of | 
everyone within these walls to act in| 
accordance with those facts, and to shape | 
the policy of that country in harmony 
with theirown. But there are one or 
two outstanding features in regard to 
the great poverty of the people of India 
which I will, in one sentence, and only 
one sentence, refer to. Noone who has 
studied Indian matters during the last 
few years will doubt that the fact that 
the effect of the unprecedented famines 
that have occurred recently in that 
country are still present in the lives 
of the people; and that that gives 
emphasis to the special means now 
being considered. I read the other day 
in the Pioneer, an able newspaper in 
India, which has been all along in loyal 
support of British Administration in 
that country, a statement to the effect 
that nearly 100,000,000 of the people of 
British India lived in extreme poverty, 
and if we look in other directions we 
find the same facts prominently pressed 
on our attention. To conclude this par- 
ticular part of my statement, I think 
everyone must admit that the wide- 
spread poverty of the people of India 
does continue, and that it must neces- 
sarily be greater and more acute by 
reason of the great number of famines 
and other evils which have afflicted that 
land for fifty years past. This makes it 


all the more necessary, when we in this | 


House consider to-day whether it is 
not possible to reduce taxation, to 
consider in what direction this re- 
duction should take place. I think 
I shall carry the House with me when 
I say that 
the industrial resources of India we 


must lighten in some way the burden of | 


taxation which now rests upon the 
people of that country. 


it is of the utmost importance to 
emphasise the necessity of developing 
the industrial resources of the country. 
‘What we want is what the Viceroy said 
in his speech the other day at Calcutta. 


lan excessive force established 


before we can develop | 


| danger.’ 
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What we want in Indiais capital. What 
we want is to bring about a condition 
of things which would result in the flow 
of capital into that country. And what 
I hold is, that we must give this question 
of industrial development in India more 
and more thought and attention, and in 
doing this we cannot lose sight of the 
necessity of reducing, as far as possible, 
taxation which arises from unproductive 
expenditure. In other words, before we 
ean hope to make India permanently 
prosperous, we must lessen the burden 
of taxation on the people. 


I now come to the third part of my re- 
marks as to the special direction in which 
this lightening of the burden of taxation 
should take place, being that of military 
expenditure. One or two questions 
arise under this head. First of all do we 
or do we not get full value for our money 
in connection with the British Army in 
India? I do not intend to go into that, 


because that has been dealt with by my 


hon. friend who moved this Amendment. 
The second question is, is the force we 
have in India at present excessive 
for Indian purposes? I know very well 
in the long run we must depend on the 
judgment of our military advisers in 
regard to this part of the question ; but, 


after all, military advice is not always 
‘infallible, and I agree with my hon. 


friend in thinking that so far as the 
purpose of preserving international 
peace and security in India itself is con- 
cerned, there has been ever since 1885 
in the 
country. I do not think I would 
venture to express this opinion, were it 
not based on a somewhat close study of 
the views of those mainly responsible 
for the government of India. But I 
will mention just one statement made 
by Sir Auckland Colvin, an Indian 
administrator of great reputation, whose 
judgment on this question will be 
accepted by everyone in this House. 
In 1897, Sir Auckland Colvin made this 


statement— 
No one who} 


knows anything of India will deny that | 


“Up to 1885 the military authorities in 
India were looked upon as responsible only 
|for securing the country cgainst internal 


|Since then a change has taken place. 
There have come plans and projects for 





987 Military Expenditure of | {COMMONS} the Indian Empire. 988 


securing India against attack from Central | House, to make any suggestion as to the 
Asia, with the consequence that— solution of this question. I read the 


“ Almost. every consideration for the good other day an interesting article by 
gevernment of India has been made to yield | another able administrator, Sir Edwin 
to the alleged requirements of defence against | Collen, in which, about ten months ago, 


eetangl gstacks. he made this suggestion— 


In considering this question I am not ‘There is, I think, only one way out of the 
placing the opinions of those who think | difficulty, and that is by England foregoing 
they represent the people of India| the annual charges for the training of men 


against those of the Government of | sent to India, while India, on the other side, 
| accepts the cost of reforms which are 


India, but rather the opinions of those | necessary for the general welfare of the whole 
who are responsible for the government | Imperial Army.” 


of India against the opinions of the 
War Office at home yo twenty i am ‘Kot compitens Ww pronouns sh 
years ago, a Commission was appointed | opinion _ Whether rH &  sdhition 
to inquire into military expenditure in | . = a y iy hei +24 ahaa 
India, and the then legal member of |* OMY Mention it as a, Pp 
the Viceroy’s Council, in his Minute | such men as Sir Edwin Collen and others, 
of Dissent from the Report, made this | who have had life-long experience and 
responsibility in regard to the adminis- 


statement— ‘ 3 . ° 
‘tration of Indian affairs, admit that 


“A standing army which is larger than is | something ought to be done, and that 
necessary for home requirements will be a | , Eostion India 4 
tempting and almost irresistible weapon of | there is an obligation due to India from 


offence beyond the borders.” |this country on that account. ‘The 
I think the events of the last twenty | Tevenues of India have been charged 


years, the adoption and abandonment | With the cost of many changes of or- 


of the so-called forward movement, and | @nisation, not directly necessary for 
the millions of money it has involved, | the efficiency of the Indian Army. The 
most recent case in point is the extra 


are a vivid commentary on that statement. | 


The third question which arises on expenditure of £786,000 per annum, 
this Amendment is this: Supposing it Which will be imposed upon India by 


be granted, for the sake of argument, the changes now being carried out in 
that the present force in India is not | the Army system. To take this step, 
excessive for internal and _ external| and to burden India with this large 
purposes, is it right to charge India| annual charge, destroys once and for 
with the whole cost of that military | ever the validity and the finality of the 
force? In his reply the Secretary of Report of the Royal Commission on 
State will probably instance the Report of Indian Expenditure, because what you 
the Indian Expenditure Commission, which give by that Report you more than take 
recommended that a certain sum should be away by this additional charge. The 
paid in settlement of the claims made by Indian Expenditure Commission has 
the Government of India in reference to not solved the problem; we are faced 
home charges. But that Report was with it to-day in an aggravated form. 
made on the assumption that the Let me, in conclusion, mention some 
United Kingdom and India must be of the dominating features in the situa- 
kept strictly separate in the calculations tion. I am one of those who believe 
made. At the same time it is said in that India is the pivot upon which our 
that Report that— supremacy in the East turns ; I believe 
“The Home Government has derived and in the growing importance of India from 
does derive great bevefit from the existence of an Imperial standpoint. The trade of 
a large effective furce in India.” the Empire may be accounted for, 
In other words, the Commission in the roughly, in these proportions: 61 per 
same breath say that you must treat cent. to the Home country ; 23 per cent. 
India and England separately in this tothe Colonies, and 16 per cent. to India. 
matter, and that you must realise that From that standpoint it is necessary 
India is conferring a great benefit upon that we should seriously consider our 
this country in military matters. Ido obligations to India. Then, from a 
not think it is incumbent upon me, military standpoint, I believe that we 
or upon any Member on this side of the should maintain in India a force adequate 


Mr. Herbert Roberts. 
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for internal purposes ; but if it is neces-| danger, then letthem, for Heaven’s sake, 
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sary to maintain there a force adequate | send out more troops now before war 


for external purposes—and | am not one 


| broke out. 


What would be our actual 


of those who say it is not necessary— | position if war broke out? They would 


we ought to make such a contribu-' 


tion to Indian finances as will substan- 
tially pay the additional cost. In regard- 
ing India as a necessary part of the 


Buitish Empire I think we should do. 


something to strengthen the bonds 
between that country and this. It is 
necessary for us not only to relieve the 
strain of taxation in India, but also to 
promote the growing consciousness that 
they are one with us, and that they are, 


in reality as well as in sentiment, a_| 


bulwark of the Empire. I beg to second 


* the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed, at the end of 
the Question, to add the words— 


“ And, having regard to the great poverty of 
the Indian people, and to the fact that 30,000 
troops of the Indian Army have been used in 
other parts of the world in which India has no 
direct or substantial interest, we humbly 
express our regret that your Majesty's Speech 
contains no recommendation for the reduction 


of the mil.tary expenditure of the Indian | 


Empire.” —(Mr. Caine.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there added.” 


Major EVANS GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney) said that inquiries had 
been made in various parts of the House 
as to the necessity for the maintenance of 
three Army Corps of Regular troops in 
this country, and the Prime Minister had 
declared it to be an Indian necessity. 
That was a startling reason, and one 
requiring more explanation than had as 
yet been given. If this pressing necessity 
existed, surely the country should have 
heard of it before now. 
really in that dangerous position it was a 
terrible thing that the country should 
have been kept entirely in the dark. Not 
4 word was mentioned on the point at 
that critical moment when large bodies 
of troops were withdrawn from India 
for service in other parts of the world. 
If India was in need of reinforcements the 
wg course was to increase the Army in 
ndia itself, as the military position of 


that country would not be improved by | 


maintaining large bodies of troops consist- 
ing of five-feet-two-inch inefficient men 
on Salisbury Plain or at Aldershot. 
If the Government came to the conclu- 


sion that the Indian frontier was in 


If India was | 


not ve able to send a single man unless 
they had previously destroyed or locked 
up the Russian Fleet. If more troops 
were necessary for India, let the Govern- 
ment enlist the necessary number of 
Gurkhas, Sikhs, Pathans, and others, 
who were the finest military material in 
the world, and keep them on the spot. 
Some ridicule had been cast upon an 
hon. friend of his for expressing certain 
opinions with rega d to Indian matters. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. and 
gallant Member seems to be continuing 
the debate which was raised upon the 
Army question. The question before the 
House is simply how far the cost of the 
troops in India should be charged upon 
the Indian revenue. 


Mayor EVANS GORDON said he 
spoke withsomesmall knowledgeof Indian 
matters, having spent twenty years of 
his life in India. He trusted that this 
Amendment would not be accepted, and 


that if India was in the serious position 


which the Prime Minister and the 
Government seemed to think, far from 


‘reducing the military expenditure, the 


proper step to take would be to increase 
it without further delay, not by keeping 
troops in this country, but by maintain- 
ing a larger number of troops on the 
spot where they might be most urgently 
required. 


* THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord Grorce  Hami.tTon, 
Middlesex, Ealing): The hon. Member 


who brought this question before the 


House pointed out that his Motion was 


iin a sense similar to that which was 


moved a few days ago in connection 
with Army expenditure in this country ; 
but the facts on which the two respec- 
tive Motions are based soon parted com- 
pany. The present period is one in which 
the military expenditure of every country 
is rapidly increasing, with one exception, 
and that is to be found in India. I did 
not wish to interrupt the hon. Member 
who moved the Amendment in regard 
to his figures, but he seemed to have a - 
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figures differed from official] returns. 


number should be 220,000. 


Mr. CAINE: I got them from the. 


official returns. 
my own. 


I have not figures of 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: But nobody 


would include among the regular 


military establishment the Volunteers | 


and Reserves. 


Mr. CAINE: I was making a com- 
parative statement of the cost of the 
various armies of different countries, 


and I took all the effective forces of this 
country upon a war footing. I supposed 
that the Volunteers and Reserve forces 
might be used in India in a war. 


*Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: It is 
an absolutely indisputable fact that 
during a period of great military expan- 
sion throughout the world the Indian 
Government alone has kept down 
military expenditure. 
years | have been in office the military 
establishment has grown from 219,000 
to 220,000, and the military expenditure 
has advanced from £16,400,000 to 
£17,100,000 ; and it seems to me that 


when the Indian Government accom- | 


‘plished this remarkable feat of keeping 


down expenditure and increasing eff- | 
ciency it is not a result that deserves | 
the censure implied by the Amendment. | 
I think that if the growth of the military | 
great national stress some risks may 


expenditure in this country had been so 
slight the Government would have met 
with universal thanks from the House of 
Commons and the taxpayers. Per head, 
the Indian Army is necessarily costly, 
because it is largely composed of white 
men taken from our own country, and, 


being supplied on the voluntary system, | 


it is necessary to offer the men sufficient 
pecuniary inducement. 


Lord George Hamilton. 
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statistical department of his own; his | 


| India 


During the seven | 


While located | 
in India great precautions for preserva- | 
tion of health are necessary, and this 
involves large expenditure, and still the. 
death-rate is far higher than it is in this | 
country. It is quite true the cost per | 
head is great, and it is equally true that a | 
large proportion of the taxation is supplied 
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by poor people; but the hon. Member 


'does not mention two governing facts 
He gave the military establishments as | 
290,000; I do not know where the hon. | 
Member got his figures from, but the | 
establishment of India is much smaller 


of the situation—the area of the country 
in which the military establishment jg 
retained, and the fact that the military 


in proportion to population than in any 
other Government in the world. Of 
course the establishment, being small, 
it must be made efficient. 

The hon. Member went on to say that 
had an almost impregnable 
frontier, and seems to imply that the 
small force maintained is in excess of 
requirements. But the hon. Member is 
aware that the history of India long 


before the establishment of: British rule 


is a continuous record of invasions 
over that frontier which he describes as 
impregnable. Nobody can say that, if 
our rule were withdrawn or insufficiently 
supported, India would not again be 
subjected to similar invasions from war- 


like tribes inhabiting the regions to the 


north and west, and who from time 
immemorial have beentaught to look 
on the plains of India as their natural 
prey. Therefore the establishment is 
moderate and, in proportion to popula- 
tion, less than that of any other Govern- 
ment in Central Asia. The Russian 
establishment in Asia is ten or twelve 
times as great in proportion to popula- 
tion. But the hon. Gentleman’s main 


| argument in support of the Motion for 


reduction is that during the crisis of the 
late Boer War a considerable number of 
men were sent to assist the Imperial 
forces in different parts of the world. I 
quite admit it. But surely the hon 
Member must know that in times of 


legitimately be incurred which in normal 
times would not be justified. Lord 
Curzon, with characteristic courage, did 
deplete his military establishment by 
sending 6,000 white men to Natal and 
17,000 native troops to China. No one 
can dispute that the despatch of those 
forces was a most effective aid to the 
British arms, and well they upheld 
British prestige. During that period 
there were scarcely any Regular troops 
in this country; but the hon. Member 
would surely not argue that therefore 
the home establishment was too large, 
and that it should be reduced to the 
figure at which it stood during the 
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Boer War. Such a proposition would be 
absurd and nonsensical. Lord Curzon, 
in the speech to which the hon. Member 
referred, never gave a hint that in his 
judgment the normal Indian establish- 
ment was too large. I do not think 
the hon. Member would be able to get 
any responsible military authority to 
admit that our present military establish- 


ment in India is in excess of the needs | 


of India, or more than is required to 


guard against certain dangers which are , 


always present. 
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Imperial revenue and kept in India. 
I cannot say that that is a proposition 
which in any way commends itself to my 
mind. 


Mr. BECKETT: It would be cheaper 
than the three Army Corps. 


*Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON : I am 
not going to argue about the three 
Army Corps. I am arguing as regards 
the dimensions at which the Indian 
establishment should be kept up. All 


Then my hon. friend referred to the | these establishments, as my hon. friend 


speech made by the Prime Minister the 
other night. I do not think that. he 
quite grasped the significance of what my 
right hon. friend said. My right hon. 
friend did not describe India as being in 
serious danger, nor did he speak of the 
probability of a war between England and 
Russia, but he pointed out that it was a 
possibility, though he thought it was avery 
remote possibility. He said there was in 
the same way a remote possibility of a 
war between Germany and Russia. But 
if that contingency did occur it would 
necessitate very large reinforcements 
being sent from this country to augment 
and bring up the Indian establishments to 
the standard necessary to combat such a 
danger. 


AN HON. MEMBER: May I point out 
to the noble Lord that that is a con- 
tingency and a danger that has existed 
for years past ¢ 


*Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: My 
right hon. friend said there was the 
possibility. He said nothing more than 
that. 


Mr. BECKETT (York, N.R., Whitby) : 
Why three Army Corps ? 


*Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: Possibly 
in the past sufficient attention has not 
been given to the organisation and train- 
ing of soldiers, and if these matters have 
been brought to light now it is incumbent 
on the Government of the day to try to 
remedy them in what they believe to be 
the most effective manner. 
to what I think was the method of relief 


the hon. Gentleman suggested, and that | 
which they have a common interest, the 


was that a certain number of men on 
the Indian establishment should be 


| Corps principle. 


I now come > 


is aware, are organised on the Army 
I say that what the 
hon. Member suggests is not a pro- 
position that I can assent to. I believe 
nothing would be more dangerous than 
to put nominally under the control of 
the Indian Government certain forces 
paid for by the Imperial Government, 
because it would follow that the Im- 


| perial Government would have control 


over those forces. Each party, the 


Imperial Government and the Indian 


Government, would rely on being able 
to use the same troops, and it is not 
unlikely that at the critical moment 
some large combination might utterly 
fail if each Government were to rely on 
such an arrangement. Whatever men 
are on the Indian establishment must 
be absolutely under the control of the 
Indian Government, just as those on the 
Imperial establishment must be under 
the control and direction of the Im- 
perial Government. What the Prime: 
Minister in his speech the other night 
really made clear was possibly new to 
Members of the House, namely, that the 
possession of India does put such a strain 
on the military system as is in no way 
compensated for by the payments made, 
and therefore it did follow that the 
taxpayer and the military system of 
this country were subjected to constant 
pressure in consequence of the posses- 
sion of India, which puts upon them 
a very considerable strain. I have 
always felt that while it is necessary to 


' fight, and to fight hard, to secure justice 


between the Indian and the British ex- 
chequers, so far as the apportionment of 
charge is concerned, for services in 


fact that India is a charge upon the 


maintained and paid for out of the| Imperial revenue ought never to be 
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forgotten. I believe that the connection 
between India and Great Britain is 
beneficial to both ; we gain largely, com- 
mercially and otherwise, but the greater 
gain, I think, is to the inhabitants of 
India. We have so swept away the 
oppression and misgovernment which 
prevailed that we have really eradicated 
the recollection, and I quite agree with 
the hon. Gentleman that India is the 
foundation—I think he said the pivot—of 
our Imperial interests in Asia. If that 
be so, both Great Britain and india must 
combine together to preserve those 
interests, and each must bear a part of 
the charge that falls on their exchequers. 
During the past seven years we have 
been able to improve the efficiency of the 
military establishments. 

The hon. Gentleman who seconded the 
Amendment alluded to taxation and to 
charges, and he put those against the 
revenue which the Indian Government 
receives. I am glad to say that, notwith- 
standing the period of exceptional drought 
through which we have passed, we have 
been able to bear all the extra expendi- 
ture connected with that drought, and 
yet year after year we are realising 
a considerable surplus. [Iam glad to say 
that the agricultural prospect is improv- 
ing and that we have been able to close 
Indian relief establishments which we 
were obliged to maintain for a consider- 
able number of years. I do believe that 
the prospects of commerce and agricul- 
ture in India are improving, and if we 
ean only have normal years there is not 
the slightest doubt that there will be an 
increase under every main head of 
revenue, and as we have already a cer- 
tain surplus, we hope to be able to remit 
taxation. We shall keep our military 
establishments up to that level in India 
to which it is the universal opinion of 
our military advisers it is necessary to 
keep it, at the same time carefully 
supervising all expenditure connected 
with these establishments. That is our 
first duty, and the next is to endeavour, 
in the years ahead of us, so to adjust 
our income and expenditure that we 
may be able in some way to reduce the 
burdens that the [ndian people now are 
suffering from. Here perhaps I may 
remind the House that for the last 
seven years no additional taxation what- 
ever of any kind has been imposed in 


Lord George Hamilton, 
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India. It seems to me that this is not 
an Amendment which should be pressed 
to a division. 


Question put, and negatived. 
Main Question again proposed. 


RAILWAY RATES IN IRELAND. 

Mr. O’MARA (Kilkenny, 8.) moved an 
Amendment representing that the railway 
charges for agricultural and other produce 
in Ireland are excessive, and that the 
general management of Irish railways is 
such as to require immediate inquiry and 
reform. He regretted that when attention 
was called to this matter the Chief Secre- 
tary, some time ago, did not see his way to 
grant an immediate inquiry, because there 
was no doubt in the mind of the great 
majority of the people of Ireland that 
rates and charges were excessive, and 
that they were strangling the trade and 
industry of the country. The Govern- 
ment had granted the railway companies 
a monopoly, and it was their duty to see 
that the monopoly was conducted in a 
way fair to everybody. He did not 
complain of the shareholders expecting 
dividends, but his complaint was that 
the whole system of railway management 
in Ireland was bad. The hon. Member 
quoted certain rates charged on English 
and American railways, and contrasted 
these with the rates in Ireland, in order to 
show that the latter were greatly in excess, 
The rate for bacon from Chicago to 
Liverpool was 22s. 6d. per ton—a dis- 
tance of 3,000 miles by water and 
1,000 miles by rail—while from Ireland 
to Liverpool the rate for the same 
merchandise was 18s. 4d. per ton, only 
a little less for a few hundred miles 
than the American rate for carriage for 
4,000 miles. It had been said. by the 
Chairman of one of the Irish railways 
that the railway rates in Denmark for 
agricultural produce were higher than 
those in Ireland. This he denied. The 
distance from Copenhagen to Hamburg 
was 220 miles, and the rate was 10s. 
8d. per ton ; the distance from Cork to 
Dublin was about 120 miles and the 
railway rate was 16s. 8d. perton. Those 
figures proved very.clearly that there was 
something far wrong in regard to Irish 
railways, so very as their charges were 
concerned, and showed why an inquiry 
should be made into those charges 
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The Chief Secretary had said that the 
Irish Board of Agriculture was accum - 
lating facts ; but he wished to draw the 
right hon. Gentleman’s attention to what 
had happened in England. The 
Minister of Agriculture in England 
had directed attention to the charges 
for freights on English railways for 
agricultural produce, and the Chairman 
of the Great Eastern Railway, Lord 
Claud Hamilton, told the Minister of 
Agriculture that if he minded his own 
business equally as well as the railway 
directors minded theirs, the Board of 
Agriculture would be properly managed. 
That was his opinion in regard to the 
Irish Board of Agriculture inquiring 
into railway rates in Ireland. He urged 
the right hon. the Chief Secretary to go 
on accumulating facts in regard to the 
management of railways in Ireland, and 
he was sure that the result would be 
that some improvement would take 
place. There were no fewer than 300 
directors in Ireland for 3,000 miles of 
railway, or one director for every ten 
miles. That of itself was enough to 
show why there should be _ mis- 


management of the Irish railways. 


The directors said that the reason why 
they were unable to charge lower rates 
for Irish traffic was because of the small- 
ness of the consignments ; but he con- 
tended that they offered no inducement 
to Irish traders to send more than 10 
ewts. in each consignment, for the large 
traders received little more benefit from 
the rates than the small consignors. Gene- 
rally speaking everybody in Ireland was 
agreed that there was need for some 
inquiry into railway charges there, and 
he thought that the Chief Secretary 
ought to hurry up the Irish Board of 
Agriculture in getting their facts ready 
for a Commission of some sort to deal 
with the matter. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.) begged 
to second the Amendment. He confessed 
he had been very much disappointed by 
the reply of the Chief Secretary the other 
day to a question of his in regard to the 
appointment of a Departmental Com- 
mittee to inquire into this matter. The 
right hon. Gentleman had said that the 
subject was not yet ripe for such an 
inquiry. He wished to know when it 
would be ripe, because they in Ireland 
had been agitating for over half a cen- 
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tury for a Royal Commission, and the 
same stereotyped answer had been given 
over and over again to their demand. 
He had asked for something much more 
modest than a Royal Commission—a 
Departmental Committee. He was sure 
that if such a Committee were appointed 
most valuable material would be obtained 
by the Government. This question was 
of enormous importance to the entire 
population of Ireland, for everyone knew 
that the railway rates there were more 
extravagant than in any other country 
in Europe. 

From the returns prepared by the 
Board of Trade the average rate per 
ton of merchandise carried on Irish 
railways was 38 per cent. in excess of the 
English rate, and 34 per cent. in excess 
of the Scotch rate, and this notwith- 
standing the fact that the cost of con- 
struction of railways in Ireland was 
remarkably low in comparison with the 
cost in England and Scotland. England 
offered to Ireland a market large enough 
for the consumption of all her agrieul- 
tural produce, but they knew that Irish 
industries had been in a languishing 
condition for a long time, due in 
the first place to the land system 
in Ireland, and in the second place 
to the Irish railway system. He hoped 
that now that the Chief Secretary 
was turning his attention to relieve Jre- 
land from the incubus of landlordism, he 
would follow that up by ridding that 
country of; the incubus of its railway 
Several steps might be taken towards 
the solution of this vexed question. It 
would be useless to urge anything in 
favour of the nationalisation of the Irish 
railways, but he thought the Govern- 
ment might consider a practical sugges- 
tion for meeting the difficulty which had 
been made by Archbishop Walsh of 
Dublin. That suggestion was that, 
following the Canadian precedent, the 
Government should induce the railways 
to reduce their rates by 30, 40 or 50 
per cent., subject to a guarantee from 
the State to provide a dividend in case 
the experiment should not prove a 
financial success. But at least a Depart- 
mental Committee should be appointed 
without delay to place all the facts of 
the case before the public. 

He had been reading in the Duily 
Telegraph an article on the previous 
day's debate, in which they were 
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informed that all legislation for 
Ireland seemed to be based on some 
sort of travesty of the Scriptural injunc- 
tion ‘‘ Ask (with a blackthorn) and it 
shall be given unto you ; knock (with a 
bhinderbus) and it shall be opened unto 
you.” Now that all of them who were 
connected with Irish affairs were in a 
very good humour with one another, 
he would appeal to the Chief Secretary 
to give his personal attention to this 
question of transit and transport in 
Ireland, both by railways and water- 
ways, because it was most vital to the 
prosperity of the country. 


Amendment proposed, at the end of 
the Question to add the words— 


“And we humbly represent to Your 
Majesty that the railway charges for agricul- 
‘tural and other produce in Ireland are exces- 
sive, and that the general management of 
Irish railways is such as to require immediate 
inquiry and reform.” —(Mr. O'Mara.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there added.” 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dever): The 
hon. Member for South Kilkenny, and 
the hon. Member who seconded his 
Amendment, have brought forward a 
subject of great interest and vital im- 
portance to Ireland; but they at the 
same time knew perfectly well that 
during the present session there was no 
probability of the House dealing with it. 
‘I would be only wasting the time of the 
House, therefore, if 1 were to pretend 
‘that we could, during the present session, 
deal with the question of Irish railways. 
But that does not by any means pre- 


clude the desirability of reconnoitring | 


the situation with a view of considering 
in greater detail what action may be 
taken in the future. I may say that that 
is what I have beendoing. Through the 
Agricultural Department and the officers 
of other Departments, I am at the present 
time collecting provisionally as many 
facts as 1 can bearing upon the question 
of transit and transport in Ireland. 
But when I am asked to appoint a 
Commission or Committee of some sort, 
I must tell hon. Members that almost 
everybody in [reland at the present 
moment is thinking of, and labouring 


Mr. Mac Veagh. 
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in Ireland. 


for another object, and I would get a 
great deal less information on this sub- 
ject if I were to call away the attention 
of any official from it. I think we must 
concentrate ourselves more or less on 
the land question. Reference has been 
made to a statement in a letter by the 
Archbishop of Dublin in regard to what 
has been done in Canada; but in April, 
1901, I myself referred to the Canadian 
precedent as one that possibly we might 
some day follow. Certainly it would be 
absurd for me to say that it would be at 
all likely that the Government of this 
country would consent to deal with the 
question of Irish railways in the near 
future. I should have thought that the 
history of the land question would have 
warned us that we -had better not take 
up this question by trying to penalise 
directors. We had better seek to elicit the 
interest of all classes in transit problems 
and encourage private enterprise. The 
hon. Member for St. Stephen’s Division 
of Dublin (Mr. M‘Cann) has recently 
brought about a working experiment in 
respect of waterways, which is, I think, of 
supreme interest. The River Boyne may 
have associations ultimately connected 
with it other than those which are 
historical. It had been opened to free 
navigation by barges from Navan to 
Drogheda. The boats have been built in 
County Meath, and they were allowed 
to pass down this canal for no charges, 
provided they gave facilities for carrying 
agricultural produce of convenient bulk 
at very low rates, and that has already 
brought a certain amount of prosperity 
to Meath, and increased the value of 
the land all along the sides of the canal. 
That is a useful work, and if those 
who are concerned in Ireland, when we 
have done something to settle the land 
question, will concern themselves with 
the transport question, then I think it 
will be found that such benefit as may 
accrue from the settlement of the land 
question will be multiplied, it may be 
threcfold by the settlement of the 
transit problem. I do not think I 
ought to detain the House at greater 
length. I need only quote what I 
said two years ago. I said then— 

“T am very glad we have had this debate. 
The subject is one that deserves the considera- 
tion of all parties in the House. But I eannot 
disguise the fact that it is interlocked with 
other economic questions in Ireland— inter- 





oro - & CF ww 


a SS) SO” OS. SS ee” Se eee 


1001 Railway Rates 


locked with the land question, and so long as | 
that is in an unsettled state, so long as we do | 


not get either from the landlords or from the 
tenants, and much less from both combined, 
the pressure which we would get in England or 
Scotland upon other economic questions—it is 
difficult to make progress on other economic 


questions. «i 


If that was true then it was true now, 
but if the landlords and tenants did 
combine to settle the land question 
they would combine aiso to settle the 
transport and other problems. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) said 
tha the hon. Member who moved the 
Amendment had rendered a _ good 


service by eliciting a very sympathetic | 


answer from the Chief Secretary. There 


was no doubt that the cost of transit | 
heavily handicapped agricultural in- | 


terests in Ireland ; and that some remedy 
must, sooner or later, be found for the 
existing state of things. He, however, 


agreed with the Chief Secretary that all | 


the attention of the House, and all the 
energies of the Irish Members, should, 
for the present, be concentrated on the 
great problem of a good land measure, 
that would finally settle a question 
which almost for centuries had been 
at the root of every Irish trouble. 
The question of railway rates was one 
of peculiar difficulty, because it should 
be remembered that railway companies 
were not philanthropic institutions, but 
commercial undertakings; and that it 
was impossible without doing very great 
injustice, especially in Ireland, to impose 
the obligation of carrying goods and 


passengers at rates below what the’ 


principles of ordinary management would | proat ; 
English market because of the railway 


require. There were only four really 
large railway companiesin Ireland. What 


were the facts regarding them? One| 
paid no dividend on its ordinary stock ; | 


two paid, for the last half-year, a 
dividend on the ordinary stock of, he 
thought, 34 per cent.; and only one— 
the Great Northern—paid anything like 
a large dividend. 


the importance of the question. The 


moment the land question was settled, | 


it would certainly be incumbent on the 
Minister of the day to have a depart- 
mental inquiry or a Royal Commission 
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In making that | 
observation he did not at all minimise | 


in Ireland. 1002 


for the purpose of ascertaining whether 
some remedy could not be applied to the 
matter. The nationalisation of the rail- 
ways would be one remedy ; he was not 


| arguing in favour of that, but it was 


worthy of consideration. There was also 
the question of guaranteeing a certain 
dividend, as had been already done in the 
case of small branch railways. But the 
subject could not be considered by this 
House during the present session. It 
would require all their attention to pass 
a Land Bill that would do justice to all 
classes in Ireland, and would ultimately 
be of substantial benefit to the Empire. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green) said he agreed with the right 
hon. Gentleman that they should con- 
centrate all their efforts on the settle- 
ment of the land question; but while 
they were waiting for that, they found 
| that the development of trade in Ireland 
was materially harassed by the existing 
system of railway rates. He agreed 
with the Chief Secretary that a great deal 
had been done by the hon. Member for the 
St. Stephen’s Green Division; but still 
they had to bear in mind what the rail- 
way companies were doing all over the 
country. In a journal published in this 


country it was stated that it was cheaper 


to send a ton of mineral ore from Wexford 
or Clare to England vid America than to 
send it direct. He held that the argu- 
ments of his hon. friend who moved 
the Amendment should receive the atten- 
tion of the Chief Secretary and the 
|Government. At present it did not pay 
farmers in inland districts in Ireland to 
produce agricultural produce for the 


charges ; and something should be done 
in the matter while they were waiting for 
the Land Bill. He thought it was the duty 
of the Government to see that all the 
| railway rates were of a similar class, and 
| that no preferential rates were granted 
on one routeover another. They believed, 
rightly or wrongly, that the question of 
railway rates was at the bottom of some 
of the ills they complained of with 
| reference to the non-development of the 
resources of Ireland, and he hoped an 
‘inquiry would’ be instituted into the 
‘matter. He cordialiy supported the 
| Amendment. 
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Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) SUPPLY. 

said he agreed that there was verymuch _ Resolved, That this House will, upon 
in what the Chief Secretary had said. | Monday next, resolve itself into a Com- 
It was a large question involving very | mittee to consider of the Supply to be 
great interests powerfully represented granted to His Majesty. 

in Parliament, and a question which’ ie 

could not be settled without a great deal | Ordered, ore the Civil Services 
of discussion in this House. He thought | Supplementary Estimates, 1902-3, pre- 


hen. Geatioman had exercised sented to this House on the 24th day of 


ight 
the rig | this instant February, be referred to the 


x iscretion. He was face to face | 
a wise discretion e was face ce | Committee of Supply.—(Mr. Hayes 


with a question of supreme importance |. 

ei é | Fisher.) 
affecting the country he governed in the 
settlement of the land, and he had done, | WAYS AND MEANS. 
he thought, the right thing not to| Resolved, That this House will, upon 
approach another great question in- Monday next, resolve itself into a Com- 
which all the influence in this House ittee to consider of the Ways and Means 
would combine against him. If the) fo, raising the Supply to be granted to 
land question were settled in the new | Hig Majesty.—(Mr. Hayes Fisher.) 
spirit that prevailed they might tempt | 
the railway directors into a conference And, there being no further business 
at the Mansion House. set down for the Afternoon Sitting, Mr. 
| Speaker left the Chair until the Evening 

, | Sitting. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. | 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


| EVENING SITTING. 

rN 

| BANK HOLIDAYS (IRELAND) BILL. 
| 


Order read, for resuming adjourned 
followeth :— . 

| debate on Question [25th February], 

“ Most. Gracious Sovereign, |*That the Bill be now read a second 


Resolved, “That an humble Address 
be presented to His Majesty, as 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and | time.” 


loyal subjects, the Commons of the United | Question proposed, “That the Bill be 


Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, | now read a second time.” 
in Parliament assembled, beg leave to | 


offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty | Question put, and agreed to: Bill read 
}a second time, and committed for To- 


for the Gracious Speech which Your | 
| morrow. 


Majesty has addressed to both Houses of | 
Parliament.” | LIGHT LOCOMOTIVES (IRELAND) BILL. 
| Read a second time and committed for 


To be presented by Privy Councillors | Tomorrow, 
and Members of His Majesty’s House- | 


hold. | Nine o'clock. 


Adjourned at two minutes after 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bills 
have been complied with :— 


Scottish American Mortgage Company. 
Life Association of Scotland. 
Fife Electric Power. 


Also the Certificate that the Standing - 


Orders applicable to the following Bill 
have not been complied with :— 
Lanarkshire and Dumbartonshire Rail- 
way. 
The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


LIFE ASSURANCE OF SCOTLAND BILL 
[H.L. J, 


NORTH CHESHIRE TRAMWAYS BILL 
[H.L. ], 
TYNEMOUTH AND DISTRICT TRAM- 
WAYS BILL [H.L.]. 
Presented; read 1*; and referred to 
the Examiners. 


FIFESHIRE ELECTRIC POWER BILL 
[H.L. ], 


LIVERPOOL UNIVERSITY BILL ([x.1.]; 
MARYPORT HARBOUR BILL [u.1.}. 


Presented, and read 1*. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
EXPLOSIVES. 

(Explosion at the Factory of Messrs. 
Curtis and Harvey, Limited, at Lower | 
Hope Point, near Cliffe, Kent.) 

Report to the right hon. the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department, by 
Major A. Cooper-Key, His Majesty’s | 
Inspector of Explosives, on the circum- , 
stances attending an explosion of partly 
mixed cordite paste, which occurred at 
the factory of Messrs. Curtis and Harvey, | 
Limited, at Lower Hope Point, near | 
Cliffe, Kent, on 15th December, 1902. | 

Presented [by Command], and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 
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BANK OF ENGLAND. 

Applications made by the First Lord 
of the Treasury and the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer to the Governor of the 
Bank of England for advances to Govern- 
ment, authorised by Parliament, from 
5th January, 1902, to 5th January, 1903. 
Delivered (pursuant to Act), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


House adjourned at half-past Four 
o'clock, to Monday next, a 
quarter before Eleven o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 27th February, 1903. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSI- 


SUBSTITUTED BILLS PETITIONS [Lorps] 
(STANDING ORDERS COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SpeAKER ‘laid upon the Table 
Report from the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, That in respect of the 
following Bills introduced pursuant to 
the provisions of the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, and 
which the Chairman of Ways and Means 
had directed to originate in the House of 
Lords, they have certified that the 
Standing Orders have been complied with, 
viz., Fife Electric Power Company ; 
Life Association of Scotland; Scottish 
American Mortgage Company, Limited. 


SUBSTITUTEDBILLS PETITION (STAND- 
ING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKERIaid upon the Table Report 
from one of the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
Petition for the following Bill, introduced 
pursuant to the provisions of the Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, the Standing Orders have not been 
complied with, viz., Lanarkshire and 
Dumbartonshire Railway Bill. 

Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


——— 


PETITIONS. 


DETENTION OF POOR PERSONS 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petitions in favour: From Urr; 
Thurso; Latheron ; Cadder ; Reay; and 
Kilrenny ; to lie upon the Table. 


20 
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Questions. 


PIRTHIPAL. 
Petition of Pirthipal, for redress of 
grievances ; to lie upon the Table. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 
Petition from Gorton, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EXPLOSIONS. 

(Explosion at the factory of Messrs. 
Qurtis’s and Harvey, Limited, at Lower 
Hope Point, near Cliffe, Kent.) 

Copy presented, of Report by Major 
A. Cooper-Key, His Majesty’s Inspector 
of Explosives, to the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department, on the cir- 
cumstances attending an explosion which 
occurred at the factory of Messrs Curtis’s 
and Harvey, Limited, at Lower Hope 
Point, near Cliffe, Kent, on the 15th 
December, 1902 [by Command]: to lie 
upon the Table. 


PAUPERISM (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
(MONTHLY STATEMENTS). 
Return presented, relative thereto 
ordered 24th February; Mr. Grant 
wson]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 41.] 


ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE, 
1902-3). 

Copy presented, of Supplementary 
Estimate of the further amount required 
during the year ending 31st March, 
1903, to meet expenditure in excess of 
that provided for in the orginal Army 
Estimates for the year, for the pay, &c., 
of the Army [by Command]; referred 
to the Committee of Supply, and to be 
printed. [No. 42.] 

ARMY ESTIMATES, 1903-4. 

Copy presented, of Army Estimates 
of effective and non-effective services for 
the year ending 3lst March, 1904 [by 
Command]; referred to the Committee 
of Supply, and to be printed. [No. 43.] 


ARMY (ORDNANCE FACTORIES, 1903-4). 

Copy presented, of the sum required 
for the year ending 31st March, 1904, to 
defray the expense of the Ordnance 
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Factories |by Command]; referred to | 


the Committee of Supply, and to be | 
| application for larger allotments. 


printed. [No. 44.] 
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Questions. 


Papers laid upon the Table by the 
Clerk of the House :— 


Irish Land Commission (Account).— 
Copy of Report of the Comptroller and 
Auditor General upon the Account of 
the Irish Land Commission for the year 
ended 31st March, 1902 [by Act] ; to he 
printed. [No. 45. ] 


Bank of England.—-Copy of all applica 
tions made by the First Lord of the 
Treasury and the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to the Governor and Deputy 
Governor of the Bank of England for 
advances to Government authorised by 
Parliament, from 5th January, 1902, to 
5th January, 1903 [by Act] ; to be printed. 
[No. 46.] 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Labourers’ Cottages in the North Dublin 
Rural District. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that, in a portion of the North 
Dublin rural district, it had been de- 
cided, previous to the recent extension 
of the boundaries of the city of Dublin, 
to erect a number of labourers’ cottages, 
with plots of land attached, and that, 
owing to the inclusion within the city of 
the district referred to, it has been im- 
possible to add any plots of land to the 
cottages in question; whether he is 
aware that the tenants of those cottages 
entered into agreements to pay rents 
calculated on the assumption that half- 
acre plots would be attached to the 
cottages, and have since paid such rents, 
though they have got no land attached ; 
and whether he will take steps to enable 
the Corporation of Dublin to carry out 
the housing scheme in the district men- 
tioned as originally formulated. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
tenants agreed to take a cottage, with 
yard and plot of ground, “containing in 
the whole not more than half-an-acre.” 
The Corporation are advised that they 
have no legal power to comply with the 
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1009 Questions. 
All Grievances of Customs 
— Boatmen. 


Mr. CHARLES M’ARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange): To ask the Secretary of 
the Treasury if he can say when a reply 
may be expected to the representations 
made to the Board of Customs in February 
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land and Wales north of Birmingham, 
but it is chiefly in towns of Lancashire, 
Yorkshire, and the North Midlands that 
the disease is prevalent. Seventeen of the 
larger towns in those districts have hada 
considerable number of cases. I am glad 
tosay that the sanitary authorities of the 





last on behalf of the Customs boatmen. _| places concerned have been very active in 

| taking measures with a view to stamping 

(Answered by Mr. Hayes Fisher) Pro-| out the disease. Many of the places 

posals affecting the whole Waterguard | affected have been visited by a medical 

Department have been made by the inspector of my Department, and in most 

Board of Customs, and are now under | of the other cases I have communicated 

the consideration of the Treasury. withthe sanitaryauthority on the subject. 

I shall continue to watch the course of 

Customs Preventive Officers—Promotions | events and to urge on the local authori- 

from Boatmen. | ties the adoption of any measures which 

MR. CHARLES M’ARTHUR: To’ may appear tothe medical advisers of the 
ask the Secretary to the ‘Treasury Department to be desirable. 

whether he is aware that the Board, 


of Customs have recently — selected | , 
four Customs boatmen of from eight | one Sees Se St Set 


to nine years’ service for promotion, | Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): To ask 


on examination, to the rank of preventive | 
officer, thus passing over some 300 men 
of longer service; and whether, seeing 
that such promotions have previously 
been made with reference to seniority, 
he will explain upon what principle the 


the Secretary to the Board of Trade 
if his attention has been called to the 
|fact that, owing to the obstruction of 
the station master and officials of the 


' 


Great Northern Railway at Strabane 





‘in preventing free passage through 
| their premises of persons desirous to 


(Answered by Mr. Hayes Fisher.) The| get to the Donegal Railway, certain 
Board of Customs are calling up sixty passengers to both Great Northern 
boatmen for qualifying examination for | Railway and the Donegal Railway have. 
the grade of preventive officer. Of this , been obstructed and refused admission 
number fifty-five have been selected with to the platforms by closed doors and 
reference to seniority and character as in| porters collected to keep them out; 
previous years, and the remaining five by and whether he will cause inquiry to 
selection from the whole class of boatmen | be made into this matter, with a view 
on the ground of special merit. to preventing its recurrence. 


present selection has been made. 


Smallpox in England and Wales. = § (Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) Yes, 
Sir MICHAEL FOSTER (London Sir; representations were made to the 
University): To ask the President of the Board of Trade, and the Department 
Local Government Board whether he | entered into communication with the 
can state the number of districts in| Great Northern Railway Company of 
England and Wales in which smallpox is [reland with the object of ascertaining 
now prevalent, and the number of cases;' the facts of the case. I gather that 
and whether in any district the number the whole question resolves itself into 
of cases has been so great as to lead to a dispute about an alleged right of 
special measures on the part of the local way, and the determination of such a 
authority. / matter as that rests, of course, with the 
/Courts of Law and not the Board of 
(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Since | Trade. 
the beginning of the year 2,397 cases of 
smallpox have been reported to the Local Marine Works (Ireland) Act — Kinvara 
Government Board as having occurred in | Harbour. 
212 urban and 59 rural districts. The Mr. DUFFY (Galway, S.): To ask 
outbreak is practically confined to Eng- the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
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tenant of Ireland if he is aware of 
the state of Kinvara Harbour owing 
to the accumulation of silt and want 
of pier accommodation; and whether 
the claim of this harbour to receive 
assistance under the Marine Works 
(Ireland) Act has been favourably 
considered ; and, if so, when will steps 
be taken to carry out the improvement. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
allocation of the funds provided by 
this Act will be discussed at the 
conference to be held to-morrow. 


Explosion of Gun Cotton at Woolwich— 
Origin of Manufacture. 

CarTaIn NORTON (Newington, W.): 
To ask the Secretary of State for Warif he 
can state whether the gun cotton that 
exploded in Woolwich Arsenal on Mon- 
day, 16th February, 1903, causing the 
death of two workmen, and injuring 
severely three others, was manufactured 
by private contract or at Waltham 
Abbey. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
This gun cotton was supplied by a 
private firm, and was under trial at the 
Arsenal. 


Property and Income Tax in Scotland— 
Dates of Collection. 

Sm JOHN LENG (Dundee): To ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury if he will 
explain why the demand notices for the 
Property and Income Tax were issued 
in Scotland in the months of September, 
October, and November, generally two 
months earlier than in England; and 
whether, having regard to the promise 
made last session by his predecessor, the 
dates of collection of these taxes will 
be made the same henceforth in both 


countries. 


(Answered by Mr. Hayes Fisher.) As 
the facts referred to are somewhat com- 
plicated I have caused a Memorandum 
to be prepared, of which I am sending a 
copy to the hon. Member; he is at 
liberty to make any use of it which he 
desires. He will observe that there is 
now no ground for the impression that 
Scotland is more strictly treated than 
England. The first notice in Scotland 
is a notice of assessment as well as a 
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first demand note. Accordingly it is 
sent out at approximately the same 
time as the English notice of assess 
ment. 


OUTDOOR RELIEF (FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES) BILL. 


Motion made and question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” —(Sir Edward Strachey.) 


THe PRESIDENT oF THE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Wa rer 
Lone, Bristol, S.): I should not like 
this Bill to be read a second time 
without a few words from the Gov- 
ernment Department responsible for 
a measure of this kind. Although 
the Bill passed its Second Reading by a 
very large majority on a _ previous 
occasion, it unfortunately met with an 
untoward fate elsewhere. The Bill has 
been very much criticised both in the 
Press and in other places, and the allega- 
tion has been made that when it passed 
its Second Reading in this House last 
year that result was obtained without 
the matter having been sufficiently con- 
sidered by the Government. I state 
most emphatically that there is no 
foundation whatever for that suggestion. 
In the first place the Bill has been most 
carefully considered by my Department, 
which is pvesponsible for the Poor Law 
administration of the country ; ‘it has 
been carefully examined by experts and 
men of great experience in the adminis- 
tration of the Poor Law, and I have most 
carefully considered it myself. In addi- 
tion to that the Bill was most carefully 
considered by the Cabinet as a whole, 
and it was decided that it was worthy 
of the support of this House and one 
which we sincerely hope to see accepted 
and placed on the Statute Book. | 
know that the Bill has met with the 
opposition of the Charity Organisation 
Society and its secretary, Mr. Loch. 
Everybody who is familiar either with 
former Poor Law administration, or with 
charitable administration generally, must 
be convinced of the admirable work 
done by Mr. Loch and his society ; and 
if only people would consult what is the 
best way of dealing with unhappy cases 
of destitution brought to their notice, I 
say it would be far better to keep their 
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money in their pockets or give it to the 
Charity Organisation Society than to pay 
it out in casual relief. It is impossible to 
over estimate the good work done by the 
Charity Organisation Society and _ its 
able secretary, but notwithstanding 
that fact I cannot agree with them that 
a Bill of this kind would tend to weaken 
the administration of the Poor Law, or 
would bring us back, as some have 
alleged, to the condition of things revealed 
in the Report of the Royal Commission 
of 1834. 

Nobody desires to do anything, either 
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by legislation or anything else, to 
bring us back to the condition of things 
which prevailed before the Poor Law 
Act was passed. On the contrary it is 
because 1 am convinced that a Bill of 
this kind would not only not weaken, 
but would rather strengthen, the ad- 
ministration of the Poor Law, that I ask 
the House to read it a second time. It 
is said that this Bill would not do any 
good, for under the existing law Boards of 
Guardians have a discretion to consider 
the amount received from other sources 
by applicants for relief. I am, as a rule, 
strongly in favour of maiutaining the 
independence and the position of local 
authorities, and of reserving to them 
their discretion. But this is not a case 
in which the discretion of the Board of 
Guardians meets the difficulty ; and for 








two reasons. In -the first place, what 
the members of the friendly societies ask | 
for, and are entitled to, is that they | 
should be given this privilege as a right, 
and that it shall not be dependent on the 
discretion of any Board of Guardians ; 
and in the second place, a very unfortun- 
ate result follows from the different | 
action of different Boards of Guardians. 
It may be that there are two men living 
on the confines of different Unions. In 
the one Union special consideration is | 
shown to the case of one of the men in | 
his application for relief, while in the | 
adjoining Union the applicant is put on | 
a level with the other paupers. Can 
hon. Members wonder that in the latter 
case the man has a feeling of degradation 
and asks the question: “ What was the 
good of my joining a friendly society” ? 
In the wise administration of the 
Poor Law, which has been the prac- 
tiee now tor sixty years, we desire 
to do two things. In the first place, 
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to separate the wastrel from the 
unfortunate ; and, in the second place— 
and this is by far the most important of 
the two—to strive to teach the people 
lessons which will lead them to be self- 
supporting in the future and not to need 
the assistance of the Poor Law. We 
have done a great deal in recent years in 
regard to the first. In the large Unions 
very different accommodation has been 
provided for the honest, suffering poor ; 
and I am happy to say the treatment of 
the wastrel, while not inhuman or un- 
christian, is much more severe and better 
regulated than it used to be. I hope 
that that will always be the case. But 
it is in the promotion of thrift, of self- 
help amongst the people, that we are 
likely to find the best remedy for 
pauperism in the future. 

I am sure that this Bill will have the 
effect of teaching the people that it is 
worth their while to join Friendly 
Societies, and to make an effort in the 
days of their strength and prosperity 
to be independent of the Poor Law 
when the day of sickness comes. I 
have been anxious not to occupy unduly 
the time of the House, for I believe that 
this Blll meets with general acceptance. 
I think that idle and baseless allegations 
have been made against the Bill. I 
support the Bill with the utmost satis- 
faction because I believe it is a step in 
the right direction, and that legislation 
of this kind will be likely to teach the 
people to be self-respecting, thrifty, and 
provident, and so tofbuild upa self-reliant 
community. 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.) said he took a somewhat different 
view from that which had just been stated 
by the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board. He did not think that 
anyone would accuse him of want of 
sympathy with providence on the part 
of the people. For a good many years 
he had brought in a Bill which he called 
the “Thrift and Out-door Relief Bill.” 
There were two or three very serious 
matters which, it seemed to him, had 
been overlooked in the present Bill. 
For example, it gave prominence to one 
special form of thrift—that was to say, 
it compelled men, if they were to get a 
special benefit from their thrift, to enter a 
Friendly Society. But there were otl.er 
forms of thrift that ought to be en- 
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couraged, such as the Post Office annuities, 
and it was sometimes inconvenient to join 
a special form of Friendly Society. No 
doubt the Friendly Societies were doing 
an immensely good work, but, at the 
same time, it was well known that many 
of them were not in a sound condition, 
although many of them were alive to the 
necessity of putting themselves in a 
secure position. 
said that a man should belong to a 
Friendly Society. 
erie ead Society, or the time he must 

ave been a member of it. He believed 
that a general scheme would have been very 
much better. Fromthecriticisms which had 
been madeon the Bill last yearby Mr. Loch 
in connection with out-door relief, he was 
afraid that unless it were made something 
like his own “ Thrift and Out-door Relief 
Bill” not much good would be done. 
There was no rm that the great test 
for out-door relief was destitution, and 
under the present law it was proved that 
the more improvident a man had been the 
better chance he had of getting relief. 
That was an evil in the past and was 
working very much to the detriment 
of the promotion of thrift. Unless a 
lever were provided for promoting self- 
help and self-reliance no good would be 
ultimately done, but a great deal of harm. 
The great object they ought to have in 
view, however hard it might prove, was 
to induce people to make an effort to help 
themselves. He hesitated to oppose the 
Bill, but when it came to the Committee 
stage he would move Amendments which 
would strengthen the principle of thrift, 
as he did not think that the Bill went 
far enough in that direction. 


County Courts 


CotoneL BLUNDELL (Lancashire, 
Ince) said that some of the pensions 
given to soldiers were so very small that 
it was impossible for them to live upon 
them. He was anxious to see a provision 
for such cases included in the Bill, 
because it was a very serious thing 


for recruiting for the Army when it| 
was understood that a soldier might | 


be put into the workhouse when receiving 
a small pension. 


*Mr. SHACKLETON 
Clitheroe) said he was glad they had 
received the promise of support from 
the Government in reference to this Bill. 
He spoke as a member of a Friendly 


Sir George Bartley. 


{COMMONS} Jurisdiction Extension Bill. 


Now, this Bill simply | 
It did not specify the | 
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Society conversant with the working of 
such bodies, and he was sure the words 
which had fallen from the President of 
the Local Government Board that after. 
noon would be received with gratitude by 
all Friendly Societies. He represented 
a class of people in Lancashire, many of 
whom received wages under £1 per 
week, and who, out of that money, 
endeavoured to put by something for a 
time of sickness and old age. Under 
the rules of these associations, after a 
man had received a certain amount of 
full pay and of half pay, he was put on 
quarter pay, which became practically a 
pension. A small sum was paid to him 
although he was not ill in the sense of 
being confined to bed, but was ill enough 
| to be unable to work. That pension or 
|quarter pay amounted to 2s. 6d. or 3s. 
| per week, and he thought it was most 
'unfair that the Guardians should take 
|into consideration at all any amount 
like that. When a man had been 
provident enough in the past to secure 
| for himself this small amount of money, 
/some assistance in addition, he knew, 
| was a great help. He believed that in 
/many cases this relief was absolutely 
essential, but it should be made known 
to the public that there was a difference 
between a man trying in the best days 
of his life to prepare for old age and 
those who did not try. Those two 
classes of men should not be treated 
under the Poor Lawequally. He desired 
to thank the President of the Local 
Government Board for his sympathetio 
references to Friendly Societies, and to 
say that the supporters of all such 
Societies would equally thank him. 











Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
for Monday next. 


COUNTY COURTS JURISDICTION 
EXTENSION BILL. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


|“ That the Bill be now read a second 


| time.” 


(Lancashire, | 


Sm ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) : 
This is a Bill introduced by the right 
hon. Member for Wolverhampton and 
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myself for the purpose of increasing the | 
jurisdiction of local courts in the, 
administration of justice, and also with 
the object of decreasing the delay in the 
trial of questions and the cost of obtain- 
ing judgments. No notice of opposition 
to the Bill has been given, and the 
question has been so frequently dis-' 
cussed in this House that I think it 
needs but little advocacy on my part. 
The jurisdiction of the County Courts | 
rests on the Act of 1888; and, speaking 
generally, the limit of that juris- 
diction is £50. The object of the, 
Bill is to substitute in the County 
Courts Jurisdiction Act £100 for 
£50 where the latter sum appears. 
The House will, I think, agree with me. 
that, having regard to the existence of 
the County Courts, the development of 
their jurisdiction, and the confidence 
which the public have in them, the time 
may be considered to have arrived when 
this extension of their jurisdiction is 
perfectly justifiable. I would not take 
the House through thealterations proposed 
in the original Act—the alterations 
being mainly verbal. In Section 56, 
what I may call the personal jurisdiction | 
of the Court has been increased from | 
£50 to £100, and others of a cognate | 
order. There are cases, such as that of 
a minor who seeks to recover wages, | 
where the jurisdiction is increased from 
£50 to £100, and there are provisions of 
a similar character which refer to the 
recovery of small properties. Frequently | 
a trespasser has to apply to the High | 
Court for such relief, and the costs there 
are often as much as the fee-simple value 
of the property. These cases will now | 
be subject to local jurisdiction. Again, | 
on the question of costs the present rule 
is that where less than £20 has been 
recovered in the High Court in an action 
which might have been tried in the 
County Court, no costs, are recovered, and 
if the sum is between £20 and £50) 
scale costs only are recoverable. That 
indicates that in the opinion of Parliament | 
there should be a proportion between | 
the amount sued for in the Court and 
the costs to be awarded. When one 
thinks of the very large expense frequently | 
incurred in cases for advocacy, for, 
witnesses, solicitor’s fees, and the like, 
especially when the action is tried at | 
a distance from where it originated, I | 
think it ought to be a very serious 
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question of principle which would justify 
a recourse to the High Court for the re- 


‘covery of any sum less than I have indi- 


cated in the margin of the Bill. I speak 
from experience, having been registrar 
of a large County Court for many years. 
There is public confidence in these Courts ; 
their judgments have. Sr secured 


the approbation of public feeling ; the 


administration of justice in them is 
acceptable; and the change which I 


' venture to advocate is one which is 
| desired. 


I confess, if I were dealing with this 
subject from an ideal instead of a 
practical point of view, my own 
proposal would be to confer unlimited 
jurisdiction on County Courts, with the 
right of removal to the Superior Courts 


of any proper case approved by a judge. 


The present ruleis that parties may 
agree to give the County Court unlimited 
jurisdiction, and the consequence of that 
rule is that one party very seldom ap- 
proaches the other to ask for that con- 
sent, because it is thought to indicate 


| weakness, and would probably lead to a 


refusal. But if unlimited jurisdiction 
were given primi facie with the right of 
removal on any question of fact or law, 
I believe that a very large part of the 
litigation of this country would be 
transacted in the County Courts. I say 
this, firstly, because I believe the tri- 
bunals have the confidence of the public ; 
and, secondly, that a trial on the spot, 
with certainty as to when the case would 
be reached, instead of witnesses and 
others being delayed in some assize centre, 


‘or in London, with uncertainty as to the 


hearing of the case, would be endorsed 
by public feeling, and would conduce, 


as far as practicable, to the principle of 


the local administration of justice. The 
success of the district registrars of the 
High Courts is appreciated locally ; but 
the trial cannot take place locally. It 
may take place at an assize, which in- 
volves cost and delay. Owing to the 
Judicature Act and the County Courts 


| Acts, many local courts, like that of Hull, 


have fallen out of practice, and are not 
resorted to because the Judicature Act 


‘has not been applied to them by the 
‘authorities, who prefer the jurisdiction 


of the County Courts. But if an im- 
proved practice, making the local courts 
more available, is refused, I think a 
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great claim is established for some in- 
crease in the jurisdiction of the County 
Courts. 


I am informed, and believe, that 
the Bar, as a whole, would not be 
opposed to this change. It would not 
affect the leading members of the Bar ; 
and, as regards the Junior Bar, they 
are now more localised, and the various 
local courts would have the advantage 
of their advocacy. While the system 
continues as it is, and while so many 
actions have to be entered for trial in 
London, the expense in many cases, 
especially those covered by the Bill, must 
be out of all proportion to the amount 


involved ; and it is with the object of 
securing more certain and less expensive 
justice that I have introduced this Bill. 
It has the support of the Incorporated 
Law Society, and of Chambers of Com- 
merce; and I believe it has the support 


of the public generally. I quite admit 


that, owing to the somewhat sudden: 


ending of the debate on the Address, 
the Bill may come somewhat suddenly on 
the legal authorities; but I am going to 
make a proposition to the Attorney 
General which I hope he will accept. 
I quite agree that no private Member 
could hope to carry a Bill of this charac- 
ter through the House if it met with 
the opposition of the Government. 
Therefore, I would propose to the Attor- 
ney General that he should consent to 
the Second Reading, and I will at once 
say that the Government can then 
the Bill. If 
they feel it ought to be enlarged, or 
that some additional provisions as to 
practice should be introduced, or that 
the time has not yet arrived for it, I am 


exercise control over 


quite willing to sacrifice my own opinion, 
and to invoke the aid and co-operation 
of the Government in securing what I 
believe to be a large and _ beneficial 
measure in the interests of the local 
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1020: 
these circumstances, the Attorney General 
will see his way to accept what, in my 
opinion, is a reasonable proposition. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert FINLAY, Inverness Burghs): 
There is one observation of my hon. and 
learned friend which, I think, everyone 
who has had any experience of legal 
matters will confirm, and that is the 
extent to which County Courts have 
earned the confidence of the public. 
They have done most admirable work 
and are admirably conducted. The ques- 
tion of extending their jurisdiction has 
been brought forward from time to time. 


A great many proposals have been made, 
one by my hon. and learned friend him- 
self, that the County Courts should have 
unlimited jurisdiction, giving, at the 
same time, complete power to the High 
Court to remove cases which seem to 
be more properly tryable in the High 
Court. Any proposal of that kind, al- 
though it may be discussed in a general 
way, is one which cannot be possibly 
made the subject of responsible action 
exeept after a very exhaustive inquiry. 
My hon. and learned friend referred to 
the suddenness with which this Bill has 
come on, and, owing to that, I am not in 


a position to say anything with regard 
to the action which the Government will 


take on the matter. I have personally 
very different views on the subject ; but, 
under the circumstances, I think it is 
proper that I should not enter into any 
statement which would be merely a 
statement of my own personal views. 
The whole matter is well deserving of 
complete inquiry, but I am bound to say 
that I think it is a matter that should 
not be dealt with except as a whole. 
There are other matters with regard to: 
County Courts which require considera- 
tion ; and I have very great doubt as to 
the propriety of proceeding in the way 
this Bill proposes. I think the subject 


administration of justice. I hope, in| is one of grave importance, and that 


Sir Albert Rollit, 
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action should not be taken except upon 
some definite principle. There is no 
definite principle in fixing £100 instead 


of £50. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT: Or in fixing 
£50. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: I agree, but 
£50 being there I think before we alter 
it we ought to see on what principle we 
are to proceed. There is no more prin- 
ciple in one than in the other, but before 
we take action we ought to arrive at 
some definite principle. In these cir- 
cumstances, I am not going to ask the 
House to vote against the Bill. I can- 
not, however, give the support of the 
Government, and I must reserve complete 
liberty of action as to its further stages. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District) said he was glad to have heard 
the Attorney General’s sympathetic 
reply, but he could not quite agree with 
him that there was no basis of principle 
about fixing £100 as the maximum 
limit. If he rightly recollected, £100 
was the limit up to which the High 
Court could remit an action on a con- 
tract to the County Courts ; and in the 
discussions he had had with County 
Court judges and with barristers, who 
practised largely in the County Courts 
in South Wales, it had often been re- 
presented to him that the raising of 
the limit from £50 to £100 in the case of 
personal actions, to which the Bill 
referred, would be of advantage to all 
concerned. What was the present 
position? If a man owed him £50 he 
could sue him in the County Court. If 
a tman owed him £75 on some contract 
he had to take his action to the district 
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registrar. go through the form of issuing 
@ writ in the High Court, and then take 
out a summons before the district 
registrar to have the action remitted 
to the County Court. Of course, there 
were advantages in going to the 
High Court, because it was quite pos- 
sible that as a creditor for £75, he 
might obtain his judgment more 
quickly than by going to the County 
Court ; but he was told that the general 
feeling of the trading community, 
at any rate in South Wales, was in 
favour of raising the limit from £50 to 
£100, in order to facilitate the decision of 
disputes, not of a very large character, 
and the collection of debts of not very 
great amount. He therefore thought the 
Attorney General, when he came to con- 
sider the matter, would see that there 
was real ground for raising the limit from 
£50 to £100. He admitted that there 
must always be difficulty and hardship 
to some people by fixing a limit; but 
the real reason why many, who considered 
the question of extending the limit, fixed 
upon the £100 limit, was founded upon 
the practice in law in regard to the 
remission of actions from the High Court 
to the County Court. It was perfectly 
evident that if unlimited jurisdiction 
were conferred on the County Courts a 
very large alteration would have to be 
made in regard to the law of the County 
Courts, and in regard to the conditions 
of practice. He hoped the Attorney 
General would allow the Bill to go toa 
Second Reading, and he could then con- 
sider whether Amendments were required 
in order to make it a good and practicable 


measure. 


Sir ROBERT REID (Dumfries Burghs) 
said the Bill proposeda reformin a direction 
which he himself had advocated for many 
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years. He understood that the Attorney | tion. If there was any desire to make 
General had not been able to ascertain other changes in the Bill they might be 
the opinion of the Government on the| made with the consent of Parliament, 
measure ; and he did not think that the and thus make the measure more 
House would expect the hon. and learned | valuable. If that were so, and if that Bill 
Gentleman to express a definite opinion | was allowed a Second Reading, and was 
on it unless he had had a full opportunity | referred to the Grand Committee on Law, 
of considering it. The strong argument | there might be an instruction to the 
in favour of this or some other similar or | Committee to widen the scope of the 
more extended reform was that only in| measure to effect some desirable changes 
‘one respect was their jurisdiction limited | in the practice of the County Courts. 

to £50. In the administration of estates | 

they dealt with amounts up to £100,; +p HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) said 
and in Admiralty cases they dealt with | although this Bill did not apply to 
considerably larger sums of money, and | Trejang, everybody knew that if it was 
‘deeided the most difficult questions that ,. ried for England, in a very short 
could arise. There seemed to him to be’ time similar legislation would be init 
no conceivable reason why, in the 4teq for the sister country. He had 


ordinary case of the recovery of ® had considerable experience of the 


County Courts 


private debt, which was after all only a 


simple contract, the jurisdiction should 
be limited to £50. The administration 


of justice in Scotland had been alluded | 
to as an analogy, but the sheriffs of | 


Scotland, who stood in exactly the same 


position as the County Court judge in| 


this country, and who, by the way, 


received only about half the salary, had | 


unlimited jurisdiction. There was no 
doubt the administration of justice in 
Scotland was exercised extremely well, 
and no one had ever heard one word of 
complaint with regard to the way in 
which justice was administered in that 
country. This was a small reform. 


£100. 


working of the County Court system 


of Ireland, and after much anxious con- 


sideration he was of opinion that this 
Bill ought to be allowed a Second Read- 
ing. Its only fault was that it did not 
go far enough. He could never under- 
stand why there should be any limita 
tion to the jurisdiction. The County 
Court judges in either England or Ire 
land, and he believed in Scotland as well, 
were men of considerable experience in 
their profession, and he saw no reason, if 
they were competent to decide questions | 
involving sums of £50 and £100, why 


_they should not be entitled to adjudicate 
| when much largermatters were in dispute. 
All that was desired was that the juris- | 


diction should be extended from £50 to | have the option of going to the County 


He, in fact, was astonished at | 


His idea was that every suitor should 


Court in the first instance, there should 


the moderation of the mover of the. 


be no limit of jurisdiction as to 
Bill in asking for so little. He himself | 


amount, and it should be the right of 
the defendant to apply in a proper case 
to have the matter transferred to 4 
higher Court. That was absolutely the 
converse of what at present existed. 


would have asked for a great deal more. | 
| 


Then came the case of analogous | 
changes which would no doubt have to | 


be made if there was extended jurisdic-| 
Sir Robert Reid. , 





1025 Solicitors 
That would meet all cases and be of! 
great public benefit, because at the | 
present time many persons who had | 
rights to assert were deterred from 
coming forward to assert those rights 
on account of the expense. He hoped | 
the Bill would be read a second time. | 
He would extend the power of appeal so | 
as to prevent injustice being done, and if | 
that were achieved he had no doubt that | 
the course of justice would be greatly | 


advanced by giving every citizen a right 


to go to a cheap Court to assert his | 


rights. 


Mr. CAUSTON (Southwark, W.) said | 
he had heard with pleasure that the 
hon. and learned Attorney General had 
no intention to oppose this Bill. It was 
a matter of great urgency to the public 
who wanted cheap and rapid justice. | 
He rose to support the appeal made to the 
hon. and learned Attorney General that 
this Bill should be referred to the Grand 
Committee with the instruction sug- 
gested. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: The instruction 
cannot be moved without notice. 


Sirk ALBERT ROLLIT: Then, Sir, I 
simply move that the Bill be referred to’ 
the Grand Committee on Law. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill committed to the Standing Com 
mittee on Law. 


SOLICITORS BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Sirk ALBERT ROLLIT: I am con- 
scious I am going to introduce a Bill 
dealing with a difficult and delicate ques- 
tion, but I introduce it on the authority 
and responsibility of the Incorporated 
Law Society. I am glad I can say to 
the learned Attorney General that this 
Bill has already passed in another place, 
having been moved, I think, by Lord 


' Macnaghten, and supported by the Lord 


Chief Justice and the Master of the Rolls 
—eminent legal authorities. The ques- 
tion of defaulting solicitors has, unfortu- 
nately, been too often before the public 


'and before the House ; and, while every 


‘member of that honourable profession 


Str ALBERT ROLLIT said he ac-| 
cepted the suggestion of the hon. 
and learned Gentleman opposite, and 
with the hope that the Government 
would consent to the Bill going 
to the Grand Committee, he begged to | 
move that this Bill be referred to the 
Grand Committee on Law, and that it be | 
an instruction to that Committee, if it 
thinks fit, to extend the scope of the Bill 
so as to not only extend the jurisdiction, 
but amend the practice of the County 
Courts. 


must regret that such is the case, they must 
also concur in the demand made, both by 
the public and in this House, that they 
should do their best to prevent occur- 
rences which are injurious and wrong 
from every point of view. And, that 
being so, I shall ask the House not to 
refuse the means to enable them to carry 
out what I believe is a general and most 
proper feeling on the part of the public. 
I may say at once that statutory powers 


for these purposes have been given by 


Parliament to the Incorporated Law 
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Society as the registrar of solicitors, and 
that they have exercised those powers, 
not only with great responsibility both 
to the public and to the profession, but, 


Solicitors 


[ believe, with great judgment and 


discretion, and certainly with an honest 
honourable desire to do what 
right amid many conflicting interests. 
I have not the honour to be a member 
of that 
[ say, with the certainty of conviction, that 


and is 


Committee, and therefore 
in my opinion, these statutory duties are 
well and properly performed, and certainly 
with an honest desire to fulfil the require- 
It 


was the former practice of the Society— 


ments of Parliament and of the public. 


as the registrar of solicitors—not to renew 
the practising certificate of a solicitor who 
had, possibly owing to misfortune, become 
bankrupt. But under the authority of a 
case tried in the Divisional Courts some 
years ago, the Society exercised discretion 
in the matter—and exercised it honestly 
and properly. However, more recently the 
matter was taken to the Court of Appeal, 
which held that there was in law no such 
discretion, and, therefore, whatever the 
circumstances of the bankruptcy of a 
solicitor, there was compulsion on the part 
of the Society to renew the practising 
certificate. The former practice worked 
well, and I know of no case of hardship 
I think the House will 
agree that there are many cases in which 
it is most desirable that that discretion 


arising under it. 


should be exercised. A bankruptcy may 
often be a misfortune, and when it is so 
But this 


Bill applies only to undischarged bank- 


it is greatly to be regretted. 


rupts, and though there may be cases of 

undischarged bankrupts which have been 

equally caused by misfortunes, the dis- 

charge is not refused by the Bankruptcy 

Court. It is quite true that the discharge 

may be postponed for two years where 
Sir Albert Rollit. 
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‘the minimum dividend of 10s. in the £ 

has not been paid, and that is a provision 
'in the Bankruptcy Act of 1890 which I 
_ myself introduced into this House. 


Again, there is discretion in the Bank. 
ruptey Court to refuse the discharge if 
the bankrupt is held to be responsible 
for the occurrence of the bankruptcy. | 
think I may say that an undischarged 
bankrupt may be in that position owing 
to a possible miscarriage of justice, but 
the immense probability is that his position 
is due to circumstances over which he had 
control. However, I think the House 
will agree with me that when there has 
been anything criminal or objectionable 
from an honourable standpoint, and even 
when there has been, perhaps, though | 
urge this point less strongly, a mere want 
of means in carrying on a profession which 
demands some means, and without which 
means there may be temptations, I say | 
think the House will agree that a Com- 
mittee with statutory powers and responsi- 
bilities, inquiring into these circumstances 
may well, in addition to other statutory 
powers, be vested with the discretion of 
refusing to renew the certificates. If the 
Committee should exercise an unwise or 


improper discretion, there is provided 
an appeal to the Master of the Rolls. 
And here I may say that the Master 
of the Rolls approved this Bill when 
it passed in another place. Under these 
circumstances, I think the House will 


say that unless there is some strong 
ground for the belief—which I hope is 
not the case—that these powers have 
ever been administered harshly or im- 
properly, a discretion under such circum- 
stances in the case of undischarged 
bankrupts—a discretion protected by 4 


right of appeal to the Master of the Rolls 
_—may well be entrusted to the Society. 


The only other provision in the Bill is 
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thatthe Society shall have access to thefile | to him to be the main effect and inten- 
of the Bankruptcy Court, so that it may | tion of the promoters of the Bill. The 
be informed of the whole circumstances proposal was that any solicitor applying 


of the case. 
objection. This Bill, I find, applies to 
{reland, and I can only say to hon. Mem- 
bers from that country that if they 
prefer that Ireland shall be dealt with 
. separately in this matter I am quite 
willing to undertake not to proceed with 
that part of the Bill. Although I am in 
favour of uniform legislation, and believe 
that that is the proper line in dealing 
with these questions, still if hon. Members 
object to the inclusion of Ireland, I am 
content to leave the matter in their 
hands, and will not persist in pressing 
that provision. I beg to move the 
Second Reading of this Bill with a full 
sense of responsibility and with a strong 
belief that it is a proper one and that 
the powers proposed to be granted will 
be properly exerciseds 


Motion made, and Question proposed — 


‘* That this Bill be now read a second time.” 
~(Sir Albert Rollit.) 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.) 
said he regretted that if the Motion for 
the Second Reading of this Bill were 
pressed to a division it would be his 
duty to vote against it, because it seemed 
to be quite unnecessary for all reason- 
able purposes. It proposed to make the 
lot of certain solicitors unduly severe. 
The proposition of the hon. Baronet 
amounted to this—that they were to 


invest the Incorporated Law Society | 


and the judges with absolute discretion, 


To this there can be no. 


for a renewal of his certificate should, 
if he were an undischarged bankrupt, 
be liable to have it suspended by the 
Incorporated Law Society. Now it was 
suggested that an undischarged bank- 
rupt was different to a man who had 
obtained his discharge in bankruptcy, 
and that he ought, therefore, to be 


treated differently and more severely. 


But the fact that he was an undischarged 
bankrupt might be as much a misfor- 
tune as the fact that he was a bankrupt 
at all; and if it was the case that his 
failure to obtain his discharge was owing 
to no misfortune of his own, but was a 


pure misfortune, it seemed an extra- 
| 


ordinary proposal that that class of 
bankrupt should be selected from among 
other men for especially severe punish- 
ment, and that he should be deprived 
of the means of earning his livelihood 
for ever afterwards. That surely was a 
proposal which would not commend itself 
to men of common sense, and he failed 
to understand why it was made at all. 
If aman had been guilty of some dis- 
graceful act in the exercise’ of his pro- 
fession, the present law provided ample 
means for the punishment of such 
an offence. He imagined that the 
Incorporated Law Society after the 
conviction of such a man, after even the 
public exposure of such a man without 
conviction, would have nv difficulty 
whatever in applying to the Court, and 
in doing so successfully, in order to have 


him struck off the rolls. As a matter 


and with the power of making some- | f fact that was what happened every 


thing a crime which might not be a | day. 


crime at present. 


Bankruptcy was no | 


Fortunately in Ireland they were not 


crime, and to make it u crime seemed | troubled with those matters so much 
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as they were in England, and any 
person who had read the English news- 
papers, particularly the London news- 
papers, could not fail to be struck with 
the fact that there had been an 
abnormal number—even taking into 
account the large number of solicitors— 
of the members of the profession who had 
been proved guilty of misconduct. There- 
fore, he was not surprised that some such 
proposal as this should have been made. 
But in Ireland they were in a better 
position. Nothing like the same number 
of such cases had occurred there, so 
that so far as Ireland was concerned 
there was no reason for the application 
of so severe a remedy. But what was 
to be said of the further proposal that 
the Incorporated Law Society, composed 
of persons of the same profession, should 
be constituted a tribunal to investigate 
the conduct of their fellows, invested with 
the power of deciding, apparently with- 
out evidence and in the absence of 
the parties, questions which might 
deprive members of the profession of 
the means of earning their bread in the 
country of their birth? He would not 
invest any body of men with such a 
power, while, if there was any body 
which less than another should be 
entrusted with such a power, it was 
surely the Incorporated Law Society. 
That body should be the first to call 
to its aid, in the work of purifying the 
profession, some outside body which 
could not be accused of being influenced 


by motives of professional jealousy. The 
Bill gave an appeal to the Master of 
the Rolls in England and the Lord 
Chancellor in Ireland, who, also, he 


believed, might sit in camera. No judge 
ought, and he did not believe that men 
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the House. 


referred to would like, to be entrusted 
with such a power. There was no 
reason for the Bill; it would inflict 
unnecessary hardship and be contrary 
to the recognised principles of juris. 
prudence; and on these grounds he 
moved that the Bill be read a second 
time that day six months. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months.’”—(Mr. Clancy.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now ’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark, 
rose to continue the debate, when— 


Mid) 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) called at- 
tention to the fact that less than forty 
Members were present. 


The House having been counted— 











like the present occupants of the offices 


*Mr. SPEAKER: There being less 
than forty Members present, the sitting 
will be suspended until four o'clock, 
unless in the meantime a quorum is 
formed, in which case business will pro- 
ceed. Ifno quorum be formed, the House 
will be adjourned at four o'clock. 


(Sitting suspended.) 


At Four o'clock, sixteen Members only 
being present, the House was adjourned 
by Mr. Speaker without Question first 
put, till Monday next. 


Adjourned at Four o’clock till 
Monday next. 
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EARL POULETT. 

Petition of William Tournour Thomas 
Poulett for leave to lodge his printed 
case, notwithstanding that the time 
limited by Standing Order No. LXXXVI. 
has expired ; read, and ordered as prayed. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


BRADFORD CORPORATION BILL [#.1]. 

Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 

Lorp AVEBURY: I should be glad 
if my noble friend could postpone the 
Second Reading of this Bill. 1 have been 
asked to oppose it, but have only just 
received the Papers. 

Tue CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Moruey): If it would meet 
the convenience of the noble Lord I could 


put the Bill off till to-morrow; but I 


would point out to him the extreme 
desirability of getting on with these Bills 
as soon as possible. 
Second Reading postponed accordingly. 
RICKMANSWORTH GAS BILL [#.1.] 
Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 
Lorp AVEBURY: Will the noble 
Earl also postpone this Bill ? 


Tue Eart or MORLEY: Yes, till 


to-morrow. 

Second Reading postponed accordingly. 

Tue LORD CHANCELLOR acquaint- 
ed the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certi- 

tes from the Examiners that the 
Sfanding Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with :— 

DewSbury, Batley, and Birstall Tram- 
ways, 

Romford and District Tramways. 

Hamilton, Motherwell, and Wishaw 
Tramways. 

And the Certificatég that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bills 
have not been complied with :— 

London County Council (Tramways 
and Improvements). 

Wakefield and District Tramways. 

Gosport, Fareham, and Cosham Tram- 
ways. 

And that the further. Standing Orders 
applicable to the following Bills have 
been complied with :— 

VOL. CXVIII. [FourtH SEries.] 
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Bills, 


Wellington (Salop) Gas [H.L.] 

Exeter Railway [H.L.] 

South Wales Mineral Railway [H.L. ] 

South Western and Isle of Wight 

' Junction Railway [H.L. ] 

Nantwich Gas [H.L.] 

Cardiff Railway [1.L.] 

Faversham Gas he L. | 

Bournemouth Gas and Water [H.L. ] 

British Gas Light Company (Norwich) 
HL. 
Ghatiam and District Light Railways 
H.L. 

Cleveland and Durbam County Electric 
Power [H.L. 


Didcot, Newbury, and Southampton 
Dudley, Stourbridge and District Tram- 
ways [H.L. } 
Knott End Railway (Extension of Time) 
Western Trust 
Barry Railway [H.L. | 
Hexham Gas [H.L. ] 
Railway [H.L.] 
Wirral Railway [H.L.] 
South Lancashire Tramways  ( 
H.L. } 
Pelican and British Empire Life Office 
H.L. 
Plymouth and Stonehouse Gas qe] 
raction 
H.L.] 
Port Talbot Railway and Docks [H.L.} 
Mortgage [H.L. ] 
South-Eastern and London, Chatham 
and Dover Railways [H.L.] 
[H.L.] 
And that the further Standing Orders 
‘applicable to the following Bill have not 
Derby Gas [H.L.] 
The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 
Electric Power Bill [H.L.]; Aston Manor 
Improvement Bill [H.L.]; Belfast Water 
Bill [H.L.]; Bournemouth Corporation 
Bill [w.L.]; Bury and District Joint 
Water Board Bill {4.L.] ; Carmarthenshire 
Electric Power Bill [H.u.]; Chard Cor- 
inton-on-Sea Sea Defences Bill [H.1.] ; 
| Harrogate Water Bill [H.L.]; Hastings 
Harbour Bill [H.L.]; Mersey Docks and 


Railway [H.L.] 
H.L. 
oe 

London, Brighton and South Coast 

Hastings Tramways (Extensions) 

Poole and District Electric 

Queensland Investment and Land 

Staffordshire and Worcestershire Canal 
been complied with :— 

Antrim, Down, Armagh, and Belfast 
Tramways Bill [H.L.] ; Bristol Corporation 
pee Gas and Electricity Bill [H.L.}, 
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Harbour Board Bill [H.L.]; Nantwich 
Urban District Council Bill [H.L.] ; North- 
Western Electricity and Power Gas Bill 
H.L.]; Nottinghamshire and Derbyshire 
Tramways Bill [H.L.]; Oldham Corpora- 
tion Bill [u.u.}; Pontypridd Urban 
District Council Bill [H.L.]; Rochester 
Corporation Tramways and Improvements 
Bill [H.L.]; Salford Corporation Bill [H.1.]; 
Scunthorpe Urban District Water Bill 
fet]; Shropshire, Worcestershire, and 
tast Denbighshire Electric Power Bill 
[H.L.]; Southampton Harbour Bill [H.L.] ; 
Sutton Coldfield Corporation Bill | H.1.| ; 
Torquay Corporation Water Bill | #.L.| ; 
Willesden Urban District Council Bill 
[H.L.]; Worthing Corporation (Tram- 
ways) Bill [H.1.], read 2*. 

Scottish American Mortgage Company 
Bill [H.1.]. Presented ; read 1*; and re- 
ferred to the Examiners. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


NAVY (ESTIMATES) (1903-1904). 

Explanatory statement by First Lord 
of the Admiralty. 
TRADE REPORTS: ANNUAL SERIES. 

No. 2940. Argentine Republic (Fin- 
ances 1901 and 1902). 

EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 

General Report by the Chief Inspector 
of the Northern Division of Scotland, for 
the year 1902. 

COLONIES (ANNUAL), 

No. 382. Trinidad and Tobago : Report 

for 1901-1902. 
ARMY (IMPERIAL YEOMANRY). 

Training Return of Imperial Yeomanry 
for 1902. 

Presented [by Command], and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 

NATAL. 

The Northern Districts 

Act, 1902. 


Annexation 


POST OFFICE. 

Statutory Rules and Orders, 1903— 

No. 111. The Telegraph (Foreign- 
Written Anglo-Danish Press Telegram) 
Regulations, 1903, dated 9th February, 
1903. 

No. 112. The Telegraph (Foreign- 
Written Anglo-Norwegian Anglo-Swedish 
Press Telegram) Regulations, 1903, dated 
9th February, 1903. 


{LORDS} 
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PIERS AND HARBOURS (PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS) (SESSION 1903). 

Report by the Board of Trade, of their 
proceedings under the General Pier and 
Harbour Act, 1861, and the General Pier 
and Harbour Act, 1861, Amendment Act, 
1862. 

COMMITTALS (IRELAND). 

Returns, from the Clerks of the Crown 
and Peace, of the number of persons 
committed for trial in 1902. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 
AUGMENTATION OF BENEFICES ACT, 

1863. 

Return of proceedings, under the Lord 
Chancellor's Augmentation Act, from 
28th January, 1902 to 28th February 
1903. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and to be printed. (No 7.) 


GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS AND 
PUBLIC TENDER. 

*EarL GREY: My Lords, | beg to ask 
His Majesty's Government whether it is 
not the practice of the India Office to 
place all freights by public tender, and ii 
the same practice is followed by the other 
Departments of His Majesty's Govern- 
ment. 

THe UNDERSECRETARY or STATE 
ror WAR (The Earl of HARDWICKE) : 
My Lords, as far as the India Office is 
concerned, | may state generally that all 
freights of importance are advertised. 
The Admiralty is the only other Gov- 
ernment Department concerned. All 
engagements for freights of Arms or 
Navy stores are made through the 
Admiralty shipping agents, Messrs. Hogg 
and Robinson, who are given a free 
hand as to the method of engagement, 
and who advertise their requirements at 
their office, 101 Leadenhall-street, and 
at the Shipping Exchange. This plan 
was adopted more than thirty years ago 
because it was found that formai tenders 
at headquarters led to difficulty and 
delay, as most of the shipments of Army 
and Navy stores which are destined for 
many ports are necessarily made in 
comparatively small consignments at 
frequent intervals in regularly-running 
ships. The practi¢e has proved in every 
way satisfactory. The Crown Agents for 
the Colonies, whose shipments are very 
large, adopt a precisely similar plan. 
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*EarL GREY: My Lords, in moving 
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| merchant on imported tonnage by a sum 


for the Return which stands in my name | varying from 15s. to 45s. a ton, what are 
onthe Paper, I must ask the indulgence | we to think of administrative methods 


of the House while I make a few ob- 
servations. From the statement which 
has just been made by the noble Lord it 
appears that while it is the general 
practice of the India Office to place all 


freight contracts by public tender the | 


same practice does not obtain in respect 
of other Government freight contracts, 
which are only advertised in exceptional 
cases. Having looked very carefully 


into this question I have come to the | 
conclusion that the practice of privately | 


placing freight contracts for Govern- 
ment cargoes instead of placing them by 
public tender is most injurious to the 
public interest. I maintain, looking to 
South African experience, that the 
result of this practice has been, first of 
all, to impose an unnecessary burden 
upon the South African taxpayer ; 
secondly, to increase the cost of 
living to the South African con- 
sumer ; and, thirdly, which is the most 
important of all, to divert trade to Ger- 
many and America which would otherwise 
have remained in England. [should like 


to amend my Motion, so as to include 
Rhodesia, and if the Return is granted 
in that form, it will enable the House 
to compare the freight contracts of 
Rhodesia with those of other administra- 


tions in South Africa. In the case of 
Rhodesia the greatest trouble has been 
taken tosecure fair contracts ; and, owing to 
the strenuous efforts and business capacity 
of Mr. Jones, joint manager of the Char- 
tered Company, the taxpayers of Rhodesia 
have paid a lower rate by at least 15s. per 
ton on Government goods and rails im- 
ported, as compared with taxpayers of the 
other Britishcolonies in South Africa. But 
thereareother and more important benefits 
that have been secured by the action of the 
Chartered Company. Not only have the 
Rhodesian taxpayers been relieved of an 


unnecessary tax, but the people them- | 
selves have shared the advantage of the | 
low rates on all their imports. The | 


power of placing Government cargoes, 
even to small amounts, is a powerful 
lever which can be used with great 


effect for the purpose of obtaining | 


cheaper rates for ordinary merchants. 


which not only fail to secure fair freights 
for themselves, but support a system 
which imposes a charge of 10s. to £1 
| more than is necessary on all important 
| tonnage. 


| It is well known that the German 
| Government, in return for their steam- 
| ship subsidies, secure the right to control 
'freights, and they exercise that right 
'in such a way as to secure favourable 
terms for the ordinary shipper in their 
subsidised steamers, which acts to the 
great disadvantage of British shipping. 
The patronage of Government cargoes 
operates in much the same way as the 
|German subsidy—that is to say, ship- 
owners, in order to obtain these Govern- 
ment freights, are ready to make conces- 
sions in the matter of the freights charged 
to ordinary merchants. Your Lordships 
will therefore readily realise that the 
larger the volume of freights handled by 
the Government Departments, the greater 
is the leverage they can use to induce 
shipowners to reduce their rates to the 
public generally. When I state that the 
tonnage imported into South Africa 
amounts to something over 4,000,000 
a year it will at once be seen that we are 
‘dealing with a large matter, and one of 
vital importanee to our South African 
fellow subjects ; and I contend that if the 
Government Departments of this country 
and the various Governments in South 
| Africa, had adopted the methods so suc- 
cessfully employed by the Chartered 
Company, a saving would have been 
effected of 10s., or at the least 5s., per ton, 
which, on 4,000,000 of tonnage, amounts 
to a sum considerably larger than the 
Transvaal has to pay as interest on its 
war contribution of £30,000,000. There 
is another consideration of even greater 
national importance. It is an elemen- 
‘tary truism that the country which 
controls the trade routes of the world is 
at once the centre of monetary ex- 
change and the seat of empire. Any 
/action, therefore, which tends to divert 
/a trade route from England to Ger- 
|many and America is an act of the 
blackest disloyalty to the best interests 


If Rhodesia, with its comparatively small | of our country, and, having looked care- 

population of 15,000 whites, can, by the | fully into the whole subject, I not only 

exercise of vigorous business methods, | deplore but condemn what I cannot 

reduce the rates payable by the ordinary | describe by any less forcible term than 
2P2 
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the culpable inertia of our Government 
officials, which has been responsible for 
driving into Germany and America 
trade which ought to have remained in 
this conntry. Let me explain how the 
Conference lines have fought and often 
killed opposition by forfeiting the 10 per 
cent. rebates due to shippers who ship a 
single ton of cargo by non-Conference 
lines, and by charging them double rates 
on all future cargoes. By this device 
they have been able to keep for them- 
selves the trade, and at their own rates, 
because British shippers naturally hesitate 
before they take any step, the effects of 
which would be to penalise them severely 
should they desire to ship their goods in 
the future by one of the Conference 
steamers. The English shippers who send 
their goods by the German lines on the 
East Coast are not thus terrorised, and 
thus a direct inducement is afforded to 
British shippers to use German ships for 
the South African trade. On freights 
from New York a different system is 
employed. To all shippers other than 
those who are already tied hand and foot 
to the Conference lines by the rebate 
system, they offer the advantage of a rate 
less than half the rates charged for the 
same class of goods from England, with 
the result that American manufacturers 
are supported and encouraged at the 
expense of our own employers and 
artizans. The Return I am asking for 
will show what support the Government 
have given to the competing lines. The 
interest of the South African taxpayer, 
the consumer, and British commerce, all 
demand that their opposition should be 
successful, and now that they have suc- 
ceeded, through the support of the 
Chartered Company, and the people of 
Rhodesia, in compelling the Conference 
lines to reduce their rates to all South 
African ports, I trust His Majestys 
Government will recognise their claim, 
other th'ngs being equal, to a fair 
share of the cargoes they control. 
I have, to-day received a private com- 
munication from a firm of shipowners 
who for reasons which the House will 
appreciate do not wish their name to be 
made public, although I shall be glad to 
hand their communication to His Majesty’s 
Government, in which they express the 
hope that the scope of the Return which I 
hope the House will grant, shall include 
cargoes sent to India and to all Crown 
Colonies. It appears that this firm, which, 


Earl Grey. 


{LORDS} 
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owing to the practice of the India Office 
in advertising for tenders has been able 
to secure continuous freight contracts of 
Government cargoes sent to India, hag 
been unable to obtain a single freight 
contract of recent years to any of the 
Crown Colonies. This fact alone jg 
sufficient to convince your Lordships of 
the importance of the enquiry I submit 
ought to be made, and I now have the 
honour to move for the Return. 


Moved, “For a Return showing during 
the year 1902: (a) the total tonnage 
despatched by His Majesty’s Government 
and the Governments of the Transvaal 
and the Orange River Colony to South 
Africa ; ()) the ports to which this 
tonnage was despatched, and the 
tonnages carried to each port; (c) the 
average freight paid for the various 
classes of goods despatched to each port ; 
(d) the names of the shipping companies 
employed and the tonnage dealt with 
by each company; and for similar 
Returns, if possible, in regard to the 
tonnages shipped by the Governments 
of Cape Colony, Natal, and Rhodesia.”— 
(Earl Grey.) 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE For tHe COLONIES (The Earl 
of ONSLOW): My Lords, th's Return has 
often been asked for before, and it has been 
the subject of a Report from a Joint Com- 
mittee of the directors of Army and Navy 
contracts, who held that it would be 
most undesirable that any departure 
should be made from the present practice 
of treating tenders for the Government 
freights as confidential. In view of the in- 
variable refusal of this Return by different 
Governments, and the fact that its 
preparation would involve work scarcely 
commensurate with the object the noble 
Earl desires to attain, I cannot accede 
to the motion. These contracts are 
not entered into without very careful 
inquiry as to what competition there 
is in the market for freights. It is the 
practice of the broker of the Govern- 
ment to go into the freight market 
and announce what freight he has to 
send and to what port, and then to invite 
competition on the part of those who 
ship to the port. The noble Earl has 
claimed for the Rhodesian Company, of 
which he is a distinguished ornament, 
that it has succeeded not only in getting 


very low rates for the conveyance of 
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the company’s freight, but also low | their patronage only to those lines which 
rates for the public. I desire to con- | will carry their freight at reasonable rates 
gratulate the noble Earl on the success | and give reasonable rates to the public as 
which has attended the efforts of the | well. 

agents of the British South Africa) s+E4rt GREY: Do I understand the 
Company, and to assure him tfat, so fat noble Earl to say that the freight offers 
as Sag = a on ahinanee 'will in future be posted so as to be 
an } : : 
concerned—and I include the Secretary | Spe te Cy Seas eee | 

of State for the Colonies, who is respon-| *THE EArt or ONSLOW: I did not 
sible to Parliament for these Govern-| say anything about their being posted. 
ments—the intention is that the freight | What I said was that they were entrusted 
contracts shall not be arranged solely on | to the Government broker, and that he 


the basis of what is cheapest for the 
Colonial Governments themselves, but 
also in the interests of the public who 
are shippers to South Africa. The 
Government are in negotiation both | 
with the opposition and with the Con- | 
ference lines. Every opportunity has | 
been given to them respectively to offer | 
to the Government and the people of | 
South Africa the most favourable terms. 
The whole question is under the careful 
consideration of the Colonial Office, and | 
I hope will be settled in a very short 
time. Ido not think it would be possible 
to interfere with the discretion of the 
shipping companies as to rebates. The 
opposition line for which the noble 
Ear] claims consideration on behalf of 
the Government also runs from America 
to South Africa. A circular letter 
addressed by one of its agents to 
merchants in New York says— 


‘In entering on African trade this line begs | 
to assure you that it will at all times make 
rates that will enable the American manu- 





facturers to compete with those of Europe.” 


In the face of a circular of that kind any 
claim for that company on the ground 
of special patriotism may be allowed to 
standaside. But the Government will be 
guided by considerations of what is best 
and cheapest both for the Government and 
for the public—the merchants as well as 
the people of South Africa—in placing 
the large amount of freights that will 
shortly be at their disposal. During the 
present year they may not amount to 
more than 60,000 or 70,000 tons for the 
Transvaal and Orange River Colony ; 
but as soon as the Renmnl loan has 
been successfully floated, the proceeds 
will be applied to the purchase of large 
quantities of material for railway lines 
and rolling stock for South Africa, and 
the Government will take care to give 





| went round to the representatives of the 
| shipowners and invited tenders from them 
in competition. That is the practice which 
| has been observed in the past and which 
will be followed in the future. 


*EarL GREY: The practice of the 
Government broker going round to selected 
shipowners does not lead to free and open 
competition. The India Office freight 
offers are posted. 


*THE Eart or ONSLOW: Iam afraid 
I cannot undertake that the Colonial 
Office will follow the practice of any other 
office. 

*Eart GREY: I regard the answer of 
the noble Earl as so unsatisfactory that I 
must put the House to the trouble of 
dividing. 

Eart SPENCER: I doubt whether it 
is desirable that your Lordships should 
divide on the subject this evening. I do 
not want to take part one way or the 


other, but I think a prima facie case has 


been made out for the Return. Possibly 
time will be taken by the Government 
for reconsideration. 


THe FIRST LORD or THE ADMIR- 
ALTY (The Earl of SELBORNE): The 
objection to the granting of the Return 
is not on the score of the labour it would 
involve. In the opinion of the Govern 
ment it would be against the interest of 
the public if these Returns were made. 
The Transport Department of the Admir- 
alty, as to the efficiency of which all are 
agreed, have stated most distinctly that 
in their opinion it would be against the 
public interest to make these Returns, 
and that the consequence of making them 
would be that the public would get worse 
terms in the future than they have got in 


the past. 


On Question, Motion negatived. 


SpE ene: Senge unpyen ee De 


ee RE a 





Venezuela. 
VENEZUELA. 


*Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, 
I rise to call attention to the contents 
of the Blue-book lately published on 
Venezuela [Venezuela, No. 1, 1903] 
and to move for further Papers. I, 
make no apology for bringing this 
subject before your Lordships to-night, 
for I am but taking up the challenge 
thrown out by the noble Duke on the 
first day of the session, and doing so 
under the very conditions which he laid 
down. The House will remember that 
on the first day of the session the noble 
Duke deprecated very strongly any 
discussion taking place on the Address 
on the subject of Venezuela. He said, 
with the most perfect truth, that it was 
impossible that your Lordships could 
have mastered the contents of the 
Blue-book, which was only placed 
on the Table of the House on that 
day,.and he added that it was 
desirable that you should have done so 
before you attempted to discuss the 
question. He also said he thought it 
would be best that the discussion should 
be postponed till the noble Marquess 
the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs was in a position to make a 
complete statement with regard to the 
subject. Well, my Lords, I think that 
now, after nearly a fortnight has elapsed, 
those conditions have been fulfilled, and 
that both the House and the Foreign 
Office should be in a position to deal 
with this subject with full and ample 
knowledge. I must confess that I was 
filled somewhat with dismay at the 
chilly way in which the noble Duke 
received the congratulations of my noble 
friend beside me on the prospects of a 
settlement of the Venezuelan question. 
My noble friend Lord Spencer congratu- 
lated the House the other night that, 
if I may use words that have now be- 
come a classic phrase, “ we had muddled 
through,” or in some other way got 
through the Venezuelan mess, and had 
comeouton top. Thenoble Duke protested 
against any such idea. He said that no 
settlement had yet been arrived at, that 
we had only made one short step on the 
road to settlement, and that the whole 
subject was still full of difficulties, 
doubts, and possible dangers. “So,” 
said the noble Duke, “I cannot accept 
your congratulations.” 
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I am inclined to agree with the noble 
Duke that there is absolutely no cause 
for congratulation with regard to this 
matter. It seems to me to have been 
a sorry enterprise with very inadequate 
resu'ts. Here you have two of the 
greatest Powers in Europe setting out to 
collect debts by force from a miserable 
bankrupt South American Republic, 
torn with civil dissensions. You seize the 
fleet of that Republic, you sink two of 
its ships, you bombard its forts, for two 
months you blockade its coast line, and 
at the end of that you get a miserable 
fraction of the claims you have made, 
and Great Britain gets but a miserable 
fraction of that fraction—I think about 
one-fourteenth of what is given over— 
and the rest of your claims are referred 
to two different courts of arbitration, 
which at the present moment are by no 
'means clear or explicit. Then you have 
the Leader of the House coming down 

‘and telling us that the horizon is full 
of clouds of doubt and difficulty, and 
‘that a settlement is still far off. That 
certainly is not a subject for congratula- 
tion, and I think that throughout the 
whole of the affair the only subject for 
congratulation is that apparently we 
have the good fortune in America to 
have a representative who, for tact and 
judgment, seems likely to follow in the 
footsteps of that great public servant 
_and diplomatist, the late Lord Paunce- 
fote. At any rate, we can all join in 
congratulating Sir Michael Herbert on 
the recognition that his Sovereign has 
made of his ability. This question, I 
think, may be looked at from three 
different points of view. There is the 
point of view of Great Britain, of British 
claims and of British interests ; there is 
the point of view of joint action between 
Great Britain and Germany ; and there 
is the point of view of the United States 
of America and of our relations with 
that great Republic. I maintain that, 
from which ever point of view you look 
upon it, the policy of the Government 
has been unusual, ill-considered, rash, 
and likely to lead to misunderstanding 
and difficulty, if not danger. Let me 
take up those three different points 
of view seriatim. My first complaint 
is the utterly inadequate statement 
of British claims that has _ been 
given to the country. We have not 
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the slightest idea what the amount | lenders, and it seems to me that people 
of those claims are, and to whom | who embark in commercial enterprises 


they are to be paid. The only statement 
of the British claims that we have is 
best stated in the despatch of Lord 
Lansdowne to Mr. Buchanan on page 
149 of the Blue-book. The noble 
Marquess writes— 

“The British claims, as Count Metternich 
presumed, werecapable of classification. Those 
on account of the recent cases of unjustifiable 
interference with the liberty and property of 
British subjects, including the shipping claims, 
would rank first. Claims for injury to British 
property during the late revolution, and that 
which placed President Castro in power, would 
come next ; and in the third place the claims of 
the bondholders.” 


The despatch goes on— 


“His Majesty’s Government did not, how- 
ever, desire, in their demands upon Venezuela, 
to draw a distinction between the various cate- 
gories. Their object was to obtain a general 
settlement, and they were of opinion that to 
advance one class of claims, oy at this stage to 
specify any particular amount, would diminish 
the chance of securing, in all cases, the repara- 
tion which they considered to be justly due.” 
Surely in that vanishes the theory that 
the bondholders are not benefited by 
the action of the Government. We have 
heard it stated again and again that the 
bondholders were not included in the 
view of His Majesty’s Government. 

Now, what are these bondholders? In 
the next despatch the noble Marquess 
the Foreign Secretary goes into the 
question of the representations of the 
Disconto Gesellschaft, and categorically 
says that a settlement of these claims 
was part of the arrangement which His 
Majesty’s Government were prepared to 
support. Let us see the sort of business 
which this Disconto Gesellschaft tran- 
sacted with Venezuela. The last loan 
advanced by the Disconto Gesellschaft, 


which is essentially a German company, | 


was in 1896. It then underbid all the 
other French and English houses and 
offered to advance to Venezuela fifty 
million franes at five per cent. interest, 
and paid to the Venezuelan Government 
eighty francs for every hundred francs 
of nominal value. On that offer they 
obtained the loan. I am also informed 
that at that time the English and French 
houses would only do business at twenty 
or thirty per cent. interest, allowing 
sixty franes for every hundred of nominal 
value. The business of the bondholders 
is very much like that of ordinary money- 





with, or lend money to, a country like 
| Venezuela should do so on their own 


responsibility. It is a pure gamble, and 
| the people who go into it take that into 
| consideration when they make offers for 


such loans. I maintain that what are 
included in the second and third rank 
claims of the British Government are 
claims which certainly do not warrant 
any resort to force whatever, and really 
do not warrant anything very strong 
even in the way of representation. 
Then I come to the first-class claims, 
which I frankly admit are of a totally 
different nature. They may be grouped 
under three heads (1) maltreatment and 
arrest of British subjects ; (2) detention, 
and, I think, in one case, destruction of a 
British vessel ; and (3) violation of British 
territory.. These, of course, are serious 
offences, and the first hundred pages or 
so of the Blue-book set out clearly the 
details, but I think that anybody who 
carefully reads through those pages 
will admit that at any rate there is, 
in some cases, a presumption that 
\there is something to be said on the 
Venezuelan side, and that there may be 
'some ground in some of these cases for 
the charge that the injured persons were 
or had been carrying on smuggling opera- 
tions or had been engaged in the illicit 
introduction of arms into the territory of 
Venezuela. Indeed, in the summary of 
the statement of cases contained in this 
Blue book I find suggestions of this 
very fact, and the temptations to 
smuggling in Venezuela are no doubt 
very great. In that country there is a 
very high tariff, and, as we have been 
'told, there have been a succession of 
revolutions. 
| I would remind the House that one 
‘of the Articles of the Constitution 
‘of the Venezuelan Republic lays 
down that a Venezuelan subject is not 
‘liable to any penalty for bearing arms 


| against the Venezuelan State, supposing 
/it can be shown that that act is due to 
| political motive. That seems to me to 


| be a very strong encouragement to the 
/use of arms within the Republic, and to 
the introduction ‘of arms from without. 
1 myself was in Trinidad not very long 
ago, and remember being told that this 
| smuggling and illicit introduction of 


| arms was very frequent from Trinidad, 
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and, still more, from the Dutch Island 
of Curagoa. Another point with regard 
to these claims. I want to know 
whether you can apply to them the 
sort of test that the Germans apply to 
their first-class claims. In Despatch No. 
153 on page 155 of the Blue-book it is 
stated— 


“ The Imperial Government, however, attach 
importance to the following point, viz., that 
the German War claims, under paragraph (a), 
which has already been thoroughly investi- 
gated, and has been presented to the 
Venezuelan Government for the amounts 
declared, shall not be subjected to fresh 
examination at the hands of this Commission.” 


Now, my Lords, the Germans say 
that the reason they desire their first- 
class claims to be excluded from any 
question of arbitration 1s that they have 
already been thoroughly investigated. 
Can it fairly be said that anything 
like the same amount of investigation has 
been applied to the British first-class 
claims? I venture to think not, and 


indeed there is absolute proof of that 
fact within the pages of the Blue-book. 
These offences were of recent origin. 
They began in the year 1901 and lasted 


to the end of June, 1902, and a curious 
fact is that the noble Marquess himself 
on November 26th of that year put 
the sum of £10,000, as the pro- 
bable valued amount of these claims, and 
yet two months later is willing to take 
£5,500 in full discharge of them. That 
certainly seems to me to give a strong 
prima facie case for the opinion that these 
claims had not been fully investigated, 
and that no proper value had been fixed 
on them. Then there is the question of 
the violation of British territory. That 
arose in connection with the small island 
of Patos. We claim -hat island. It is 
an island without houses on it, and where, 
apparently, you can get neither water, 
food, nor shelter. The Venezuelans also 
claim it, and one case of violation of 
British territory which is set down 
against Venezuela is that a Venezuelan 
gunboat seized a Venezuelan boat for 
smuggling within the waters of this 
island. We ought to have been given 
more information as to our claim in this 
connection. 

Leaving the British claims, which have 
certainly not been sufficiently examined, 
though in their nature they were of suffi- 
cient importance to justify the use of 
force, although I do not admit that they 
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| were of a nature to justify co-operation 
| with another European Power in obtain- 
| ing redress by force, I come to the ques 
tion of our co-operation with Germany. 
Here we were combining with a Power— 
a friendly Power, a great European 
Power, a kindred Power—whose claims 
'were totally different from our claims, 
whose methods were different from our 
methods, whose idea of policy was differ- 
ent from our idea of policy, and whose 
ulterior objects with regard to that part 
of the world were different from ours. 
Take the German claims. In Despatch 
No. 136 on page i46, it is stated that— 


“The German Government recognised that 
there was a sharp distinction between the 
character of the British and German first-line 
claims.” 


And so, indeed, there was. Ours were 
for offences against the person, against 
British ships and against British terri- 
tory. Their first-class claims arose 
out of the Venezuelan civil war in 
1898-1900, amounting approximately 
to 1,700,000 bolivares, and they are 
similar to the English second-class 
claims. Again, I would point out that 
Germany, differing from us in that re- 
spect, is most careful to state in each 
class of claims the total amount of their 
_value. I think 1 may fairly contend 
that the difference between the British 
and German claims is marked indeed, 
_and I may claim the assent of the noble 
Marquess himself to that by taking the 
'words of his own despatch. But then, 
my Lords, there is the question of method, 
which I need not go into very deeply. 
I would only quote the destruction of 
the two Venezuelan gunboats and the 
bombardment of St. Carlos as showing 
the extreme difference of method between 
the action of the two countries. 


Now I come to the question of the 
policy of the two countries. The noble 
Duke opposite and the Prime Minister 
alike have explicitly accepted the Monroe 
Doctrine. Germany has never accepted 
such a doctrine. I make no com- 
_plaint of that. It is perfectly open for 
Germany to think that America has 
/no right to keep a sort of hold on the 
| South American Continent and to allow 
/no European nation to acquire territory 
| within it. But the basis of the policy is 
totally different, and we know perfectly 
well that recently Germany has had her 

| ships of war cruising round the northern 
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coasts of South America, and that they | 
have been making surveys of that part of 
the sea and coast on behalf of their 
Government. I do not know what the 
trath of the matter is—perhaps the 
noble Marquess can tell us—but, at 
any rate, the report is very current 
in the United States of America that 
with regard to these very claims the 
German Government within the last few 
months offered to pay all the claims of | 
German subjects against Venezuela and 
cancel all the obligations of that Govern- 
ment to Germany and German subjects, 
provided the President of Venezuela 
would grant them permission to occupy 
the Island of Margarita as a_ naval 
station. That is a sufficient proof of the 
difference between the object of this 
country and that of Germany, and yet, 
there being all that difference of method 
and of policy, we have our Government 
entering into a compact with Germany 
on these lines (1 am quoting from 
Despatch No. 136), viz:-—- 

‘‘As to the joint execution of measures of 

coercion, the German Government recognised 
that there was a sharp distinction between the 
character of the British and German ‘“‘ first- 
line” claims; nevertheless, the two claims 
ought to stand or fall together, and we ought 
to exclude the possibility of a settlement 
between Venezuela and one of the two Powers 
without an equally satisfactory settlement in 
the case of the other. Each Government ought, 
therefore, to come to an understanding before 
it embarked upon a project of coercion that 
neither Government should be at liberty to 
recede except by mutual agreement; and 
before common action was initiated, we ought | 
to come to a distinct agreement to this effect. 
I told Count Metternich that it seemed to me 
only reasonable that if we agreed to act 
together in applying coercion, we should also 
agree that each should support the other’s 
demands, and should not desist from doing so 
except by agreement.” 
Later on in these despatches you will 
find that the blockading Powers are to 
continue their co-operation before the 
Hague Tribunal. It does seem to me 
that it was a rash and ill-advised action 
to bind ourselves with a Power differing 
80 much from us in aim and object, not | 
only to the danger of our relations with 
the United States of America, but even 
of our understanding with the German 
Empi re itself on account of the likelihood | 
of differences of opinion arising in the 
execution of this contract. 

Let me come to the position of this 
country with regard to America. It is 


{2 Marcu 1903} 


Venezuela. 1050 


the policy of all parties in this country 
to be on the best possible terms with the 
great English-speaking race on the other 
side of the Atlantic, and surely it was 
liable to cause misconception on the part 
of the United States of America when 
they find England co-operating in this- 
way with Germany in that part of the 
world. Suspicion must have been 
heightened by the fact that you never 
took the trouble to tell the United States 
of America that you were going to enter 
into this course of action. The fact comes 
out as clear as daylight from these 
Papers. We were told by Lord Cran- 
borne the other day in the House of 
Commons that the Government were 
aware, as far back as the beginning of 
1902, that they were contemplating the 
necessity of adopting measures of coercion 
against Venezuela. On July 23rd, 1902, 
(Despatch No. 109), the noble Marquess, 
the Foreign Secretary, states— 

“ The German Ambassador spoke to me to-day 

about the state of affairs in Venezuela. I told 
His Excellency that we had various causes of 
complaint against the Venezuelan Government, 
and that we intended to obtain satisfaction for 
the claims of British subjects. We should be 
quite ready to confer with the German Govern- 
ment with a view to joint action.” 
Then, on August 8th, we find the Foreign 
Office asking the advice of the Admiralty 
with regard to operations to be taken in 
these waters, and on August 14th, we 
have the answer of the Admiralty, in 
which it was pointed out that the time 
of year was not suitable to operations in 
South American waters, and that the 
month of November was the earliest 
time that a blockade should begin. 
Then the despatch from the Admiralty 
to the Foreign Office winds up— 

“Should His Majesty’s Government as a 


| matter of policy consider it desirable to adopt 


the suggestion of the German Ambassador, 
that the two Powers concerned should take part 
ina joint naval demonstration, their Lordships 
consider that a blockade in Venezuelan waters 
would be the best method of giving effect to 
it.” 

There you have, in the morths of July 
and August, conferences going on as to 


'whether there should be a blockade or 
/not, the method of the blockade, and 
_ the agreement with Germany to co-operate 


in it, yet not one word appears in this 
Blue-book to show that the United States 
Government knew anything about it till 
November 11th, when the noble Marquess 
wrote to Sir Michael Herbert announcing 
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the fact and requesting him to tell Mr. 


Hay. On November 13th, you have the | 
answer of Mr. Hay acknowledging the | 


communication, and saying that the 
United States Government, although 
they regretted that European Powers 
should use force against Central 
American countries, could not object 
to their taking steps to obtain redress 
for injuries suffered by their subjects, 
and so forth. That does seem to me to 
show a strange want of consideration of 
the susceptibilities of the American 
people. I should like to have a little 
more information on the subject. The 
case I have been putting is the case as 
it appears from the Blue-book, but when 
I take the statements of various Ministers 
I am at a loss to make these utterances 
correspond. On February 7th, Lord 
George Hamilton stated that in July 
last we took steps to ascertain that the 
measures proposed by us would in no way 
alienate the good feeling of the Ameri- 
can Government and the American 
people. On February 13th, at Liverpool, 


the Prime Minister stated that the 
Government of the United States had 
been from the beginning taken into our 
confidence with regard to every stage of 
the proceedings ; and on February 19, 


in the House of Commons, Lord Cran- 
borne said that no formal intimation 
was made to the American Government 
in regard to the co-operation of the two 
Powers,+ but that each of them had at 
different times informed the American 
Government that they might be com- 
pelled to resort to coercive measures 
against Venezuela. If Lord George 
Hamilton and Mr. A. J. Balfour are 
correct in what they stated, I want to 
know why we have not got the text of 
the communications that passed between 
His Majesty’s Government and the 
Government of the United States before 
November 11th. On the other hand, if J 
am to accept the statement of the Under 
Secretary as correct, that again is con- 
trary both to the Blue-book and to the 
statements of the two Ministers I have 
mentioned, because he represents that 
the British Government and the German 
Government each said that they were 
going to do something or other in 
Venezuela, but did not say they were 
going to co-operate together. It shows 





+ See page 281. 
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| very little confidence in the Government 
of a great friendly Power not to tell them 
what you proposed to do in the matter, 
I should like some clear and full state. 
ment from the noble Marquess as to 
what exactly did take place in regard to 
communications between His Majesty's 
Government and the Government of the 
United States, and which of the three 
different stories is correct. 


The noble Marquess may say that “after 
all it is very easy to criticise what we have 
done, but what better thing could have 
been done?” Iam not afraid to suggest 
what I conceive would have been a 
better policy. It seems to me that when 
on July 23 the German Ambassador 
came to the noble Marquess and sug. 
gested this idea of co-operation, the 
noble Marquess might very well have 
said that it was not the intention or the 
habit of the British Government to co- 
operate with any European Power in 
American waters. That would have 
been a very natural and reasonable 
course to have taken. Or the noble 
Marquess might have taken a leaf out of 
the book of the noble Earl who sits 
below the Gangway. In 1895 Lord 
Rosebery had to deal with a state of 
affairs very similar to that which occurred 
in regard to Venezuela. I do not say 
that they were identical, but they were 
very similar. I refer to what was known 
as the Hatch incident in Nicaragua. | 
think that Mr. Hatch was in the British 
Consular Service, and that he and some 
British subjects were ill-treated and 
turned out of Nicaraguan territory. 
What did Lord Rosebery do on that 
occasion? He made communications to 
the American Government stating that 
he was going to bring force to bear on 
Nicaragua, and that he had no ulterior 
object whatever except to obtain redress 
for these particularinjuries. Then their 
principal port Corinto was seized and held 
by us until redress was given for the out- 
rages committed by the Nicaraguan 
Government, until, I think, the sum of 
15,000 dollars was paid in compensation. 
That wasa perfectly successful operation. 
Why wasit successful? It was successful 
becausethe noble Ear] acted alone, and, in 
the second place, because he made a com- 
plete communication of his intentions 

to the American Government. At that 
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time [think there was a President in office 
who was disposed to press the Monroe 
Doctrine even more strongly than the 

nt President is, and yet, so far as I 
am aware, throughout the whole of those 
proceedings in Nicaragua we never heard 
the words Monroe Doctrine at all. 


The particular points on which I desire 
to press for further Papers are as follow. 
First, I ask that I should be given a full 
statement of all the British claims and 
their value, with the names of the 

rsons on whose behalf they are made 
and to whom compensation is to be paid. 
Then I should like to have information as 
to the exact state of affairs with regard 
tothe island of Patos, and a Paper giving 
the full return of the cost to this country 
of the blockade of the Venezuelan coast ; 
and, lastly, I ask for Papers containing 
the communications, if any, which 
passed between us and the Govern- 
ment of the United States of America 
and which are not contained in 
this Blue-book. There is just one 
other small point with regard to 
these Papers to which I should like to 
refer. In this Blue- book are contained 
the whole of the Papers which were to 
be found in the White Paper of last 
session, presented just as the House was 
about to adjourn, and un which I think 
there wasa statement from the noble Mar- 
quessin this House, and a short debate in 
the other House. It is rather curious 
that from that White Paper there were 
two despatches omitted which, I think, 
were very necessary to the proper under- 
standing of the Venezuelan case at that 
time. ‘The one is the despatch from 
the noble Marquess to Mr. Buchanan on 
November 26, 1902, from which two 
extracts are given in the Blue Book 
(Nos. 153 and 154) and the other the 
despatch or the memorandum communi- 
cated by M. Cambon on November 28, 
1902, which was the caveat entered by 
the French with regard to the priority 
of claims, These were very important 
papers, and I cannot understand why 
they should have been omitted when 
papers were irtcluded up to December 2. 
It seems to me that the action of His 
Majesty’s Government in regard to this 
question has been ill-considered and rash. 
1 hope the noble Marquess can put a 
different complexion on their action, 
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and I am sure nobody will be gladder 
if he can do so than we on this side of 
the House. 


Moved, “That an humble Address be 
presented to His Majesty for further 
Papers relating to Venezuela.” —(The Lord 
Tweedmouth). 


*Lorp AVEBURY: My Lords, I con- 
fess I am surprised at the attacks which 
have been madeon His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment with reference to the Venezuelan 
business. Jt is obvious from the Papers 
that have been published that the 
Government has exercised great patience 
and forbearance. If action had not been 
taken it is certain that neither the lives 
nor the property of British subjects 
would have been safe. I am, however, 
somewhat puzzled as to the distinction 
made between the various claims for 
the settlement of which the Government 
of Venezuela is equally responsible. The 
question whether foreign governments 
who have borrowed money in this 
country are to be permitted to break 
their obligations towards their creditors 
with impunity is one of greatimportance 
in view of the enormous sums of money 
which have been lent to them by 
British investors. Personally, I am not 
interested in the Venezuelan Debt, butam 
speaking as President of the Corporation 
of Foreign Bondholders, an institution 
which was founded in London some 
thirty years ago with the special object 
of protecting the interests of the holders 
of foreign bonds in this country. In 
illustration of the magnitude of the 
interests involved it may be mentioned 
that the Corporation has been instru- | 
mental in effectingsettlements of debtsag- 
gregating in round numbers the gigantic 
sum of £1,000,000,000. Of course the 
bonds which represented this vast sum of 
money were not all held by British 
investors; far from it, but still the 
amount is enormous, and the subject of 
great importance. 


Now, what are the reasons adduced 
against the Government for supporting 
the just rights of English investors? In 
the first place, it is sometimes said that 
the whole nation ought not to be put to 
expense for the benefit of a part. 4 
fortiori, then, no individual Englishman 
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is entitled to support or redress. More- | 
over, it must be remembered. that the | 
Government gets a substantial part of its 
revenue from income tax and stamps on 
foreign bonds. A foreign Government 
defaults and insists on a large reduction 
of its obligations. New bonds are then 
issued, and the interest in arrear is funded 
into the new securities, the value of 
which is probably greatly depreciated. 
The British Government, however, de- 
mands the payment of stamp duty on 
the par value of the new securities, and 
I am sorry to say that in many cases the 
funds to defray this charge come out of 
the pocketsof the unfortunate bondholders 
instead of being provided by the default- 
ing Government. Surely those who con- 
tribute so largely to the revenue of this 
country are fairly entitled to receive sup- 
port from their own Government. Another 
erroneous impression is that the rate of 
interest on most foreign loansisexorbitant, 
and that this is especially so in the case 
of the external debts of the Central and 
South American Republics. That was so 
formerly in some cases, but as matters 
now stand it will be found, on the con- 
trary, that the rates of interest for which 
these States are are now liable is quite 
for reasonable. In the case of Venezuela, 
for instance, the interest on the 1881 Loan 
has only been paid (that is, during the 
time that Venezuela has not suspended 
payments altogether) at the rate of 3 per 
cent., while on the 1896 Loan the rate is | 
5 per cent., the average being less than 4 
per cent. Costa Rica, some years ago, | 
scaled down the rate to 24 per cent. on 
three-fourths-of her external debt and to 
3 per cent. on the remainder, while 
Guatemala reduced her rate to 4 per 
cent. Not one of these three States, 
is, however, at the present time paying ' 
their external creditors anything at all. 
Colombia, who after a suspension of 
— lasting for three and a half years 
as just announced the resumption of 
remittances, is only called upon to pay at 
the rate of 14 per cent., rising to a 
maximum of 3 per cent. Nicaragua, | 
Paraguay and Uruguay are, I am "a 
to say, honourably fulfilling their obliga- 
tions, the rates of interest paid being in 
the case of Nicaragua 4 per cent., and of | 
Paraguay 1} per cent., rising to 3 per | 
cent, respectively, whilst Uruguay pays | 
34 per cent. on by far the greater part of 
its external debt, a small portion bearing | 
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5 per cent. interest. I may confidently 
say that the bondholders are always 
ready to act reasonably and not demand 
more than any State can properly afford 
to pay without retarding its development, 
or crippling the hands of its Government, 
It is notorious also that a great many of 
the defaulting countries are in the habit 
of paying a high rate of interest on their 
internal debts, while the claims of their 
external creditors are treated with cynical 
indifference and their prior rights entirely 
disregarded. 


Now is there any reason to suppose 
that the charge for interest imposes an 
unduly heavy burden; Let us compare 
the position of Venezuela with some other 
countries. In round figures the debt of 
France per head of the population is £29, 
and the proportion of revenue devoted 
to its service is approximately 34 per cent. 
In Italy the debt per head is £16, and 
the proportion of the revenue applied to 
its service is 33 percent. Or let us 
take some South American countries. The 
debt per head of Uruguay amounts to 
more than £27, and 50 per cent. of the 
revenue is devoted to its service. In Ar- 

entina it may be reckoned that the 
ederal Debt per head is about £13, and 
that the proportion of revenue applied to 
debt service is not far short of 40 per cent. 
There are, of course, also many debts for 
which the Argentine Provinces are respon- 
sible which, if included, would increase 
these figures considerably. When we turn 
to Venezuelawe find that the debt per head 
is only about £3 10s. The revenue of 
Venezuela in normal times amounts to 
about £2,000,000, while the sum required 
for interest and sinking fund on the 
external loans is a little over £200,000. 
It is clear, therefore, that there is no 
reason why Venezuela should not meet 
her engagements. It is not the wealth, 
but the will, that is wanting. If, however, 
it could be shown that some temporary 
reduction was imperative I am sure the 
creditors would give the position their 
careful consideration. 


Has there, then, been in the case 
of Venezuela any action on the part of 
the creditors which could fairly detract 
from their rights or deprive them of 
sympathy ? Quite the reverse. So far 
as the 1896 loan is concerned, the bonds 
were chiefly issued to railway and other 
companies for the settlement of guaran- 
tees which had been allowed by the 
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Government of Venezuela to get hope- 
lessly in arrear, and for the redemption 
of these same guarantees in the future. 
The companies submitted to very heavy 
reductions of their claims; but before 
the bonds had been in their possession 
for two years, or thereabouts, Venezuela 
defaulted in the payment of the interest. 
As regards the English loan of 1881 I 
should have thought the Government of 
Venezuela would have regarded its pay- 
ment as a sacred duty, inasmuch as this 
debt originated in money borrowed by 
Venezuela to win her independence. 
Venezuela has never, indeed, denied fts 


responsibility, but, from experience in | 


the past, I am afraid that this will not 
afford much consolation to those who 
have trusted her. During the sixty-nine 

ears that have elapsed since Venezuela 

came an independent State it is 
reckoned that the external loans con- 
tracted in this country have been in 
default for nearly forty years, and that, 
during the same period, the Republic has 
compelled the bondholders to accept five 
separate arrangements, undereach of which 
they have had to submit to large sacrifices 
of their rightful claims. 

In the attitude of His Majesty’s 
Government towards these defaulting 
States there seems to me to have 
hitherto been an extraordinary anomaly, 
and that. is the distinction which 
is apparently drawn between an _ in- 


dividual and a group of individuals. | 


The idea seems to be that if the property 
of an individual is interfered with the 
whole power of England is to be employed 
to obtain redress, but if a number of 
persons are interfered with their rights 
and property may be arbitrarily, taken 
away, and it is considered wrong to insist 
on reparation. I confess I see no logic 
or justice in this. Why, moreover, in 
the case of the Venezuelan negotiations 
has a discrimination been made between 
what are called the second and third- 
rank claims? In the prior rank there 
appear to be included the claims of 
certain industrial companies against the 
Venezuelan Government, whilst in the 
last rank is placed the external loan 
of 1896, which, as I have already said, was 
issued principally to pay off debts due from 
the Venezuelan Government on account 
of guarantees owing to railway companies 
and other industrial enterprises, amongst 
which were three English concerns. 
These companies, as I am informed ; 
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still hold the bonds they took in 
settlement of their claims, and it is 
very difficult to understand why the 
fact of their having accepted them 
should cause them to be relegated to an 
inferior category. Because these com- 
| panies are now, as it were, merged in 
| the general group of individuals known 
as the “bondholders ”—instead of being 
confronted with the Venezuelan Govern- 
ment in an isolated and _ individual 
capacity, is surely no justification for 
drawing a distinction to the disadvantage 
of the former claimants. 





It will be remembered that in 
certain countries where defaults have 
occurred International Debt Councils 
jhave been established, for instance, 
‘in Turkey, Greece, and Egypt. 
Why should not the same principle be 
extended to other defaulting States ? 
There may be—in some cases, no doubt, 
there have been—circumstances which 
have rendered the payment of the full 
interest impossible. In the case of 
Turkey an assignment of certain revenues 
has been given, and these revenues are 
directly administered and collected by 
the representatives of the bondholders. 
This arrangement is honourable to all 
concerned, and it is the refusal on the 
part of Venezuela and other similar 
detaulting States to give any adequate 
guarantees that really is dishonourable. 
I am not quite clear what are the 
precise intentions of His Majesty’s 
Government in the Venezuela matter, 
but I sincerely hope that the question 
of the settlement of the external loans 
will be referred with other claims to the 
Hague Tribunal. Indeed, unless this is 
done it appears to me that the result of 
their action will have been to have put 
a large number of foreign creditors 
before our main English claims, and the 
English investors will be even worse off 
than they were before. It is to be 
hoped, also, that the United States 
Government will recognise that the 
Monroe claim involves a certain respon- 
sibility. The Central American States 
; cannot expect to be protected from 
annexation unless they are prepared to 
fulfil their engagements. The flagrant 
| repudiation of their responsibilities has 
| long been a disgrace to several of the 
| American Republics; it has seriously 
| interfered with their own prosperity and 
} 








1059 Venezuela. 


has compromised and lowered the credit 
of neighbouring countries which, like 
Brazil and Chile, have faithfully ful- 
filled their obligations. We have now 
a great opportunity of terminating a 
state of things which has cost many 
millions to English investors, and has 
involved great loss to the defaulting 
countries themselves. If the settlement 
of the external debts of Venezuela is 
referred to the Hague Tribunal, I doubt 
not that the creditors would cheerfully 
accept any honourable and reasonable 
settlement of their just rights. If His 
Majesty’s Government decide to adopt 
this course they would greatly benefit 
thousands of English investors who are 
now unjustly defrauded; they would 
at the same time benefit Venezuela 
herself; they would rescue her from 
her present degradation, and restore 
her to an honourable position among 
civilised nations. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
of LANSDOWNE) : My Lords, I was glad 
to notice that, in spite of the critical 
tone of the speech of the noble Lord 
opposite, he did not follow an example 
which has been set him in some quarters, 
by taking us to task for having co- 
operated with Germany, merely on the 
ground that under no circumstances 
should we be excusable if we took joint 
action with that Power. I have always 
felt that the idea of allowing our sensitive- 
ness over incidents which took place 
during the South African war to 
influence our attitude to such an extent 
was greatly to be deprecated. I should 
have regretted any action on the part of 
His Majesty’s Government which might 
have had the effect of increasing the 
estrangement produced between the two 
nations by the events to which | have just 
referred. The noble Lord told us, however, 
that we should have done better had we 
taken action alone, and he referred to 
the precedent of Nicaragua. There is 
this difference between the two cases— 
that, to the best of my belief, in the 
Nicaragua case no European Power 
invited us to co-operate with them. In 
this case we were approached by 
Germany ; and I cannot help thinking 
that the noble Lord has not sufficiently 
taken into account ‘the great practical 
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‘inconvenience which would have resulted 
if Germany and Great Britain, having 
each of them made up their mind to resort 

/to measures of coercion, had proceeded 
to those measures separately and without 
a previous understanding. A _ blockade 

|is not a very simple or agreeable enter- 
prise ; but the troubles incident to 
blockade would surely have been im. 
mensely increased if Great Britain and 

| Germany had each of them undertaken 
separately and without previous under- 
standing coercive operations against 
Venezuela. It is not difficult to imagine 
some of the results of such isolated action, 
I have the greatest respect and admiration 
for sailors; but it is pretty well known 
that they are not always very easy to hold 
in hand, and that the spirit of emulation 
prevails very strongly in their breasts. 
I ask your Lordships to consider what 
might have been the result if, when we 
were blockading Venezuelan ports or 
seizing Venezuelan gunboats, German 
ships of war had been simultaneously 
blockading the same ports and starting 
in pursuit of the same gunboats. | 
cannot help thinking that the results 
might not have been altogether edifying, 
except perhaps to the Venezuelans. The 
blockade took place under a prearranged 
scheme; each Power took its own 
sphere of operations; and the result 
was that, within a fortnight, the 

Venezuelan Government, who had 

turned a deaf ear to our remonstrances, 

proposed to us that our disputes should 
be settled by arbitration. 


The main count of the noble Lord’s 
indictment is, however, not so much that 
we associated ourselves with Germany in 
this enterprise, as that what I may call 
the Articles of Association between the 
British and the German Governments 
were carelessly and rashly drawn up. 
We are told, in particular, that we 
were guilty of grave imprudence when 
we agreed with the German Government 
that, once we had embarked upon 
measures of coercion neither Govern- 
ment was to be at liberty to recede 
‘without previous agreement with the 
other. That objection seems to me a 
strange one. I cannot conceive, either 
in private or in public life, that when 
two parties embark together upon a 
difficult and troublesome enterprise it 
should not be upon an_ honourable 
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understanding that they are not to/ 
desert one another in the middle of it. 
I do not know what would be thought 
of the reputation of a private individual 
who in such circumstances deserted his 
associate. I am sure the reputation of 
a great Power which made terms for ' 
itself in the middle of an enterprise of 
this kind would not gain by such con- 
duct. But the very fact that we were 
honourably bound to go through with 
this business rendered it, no doubt—and 
I freely admit it—necessary for us to 
consider carefully upon what terms the 
joint enterprise should be undertaken. 
The noble Lord has reviewed these 
terms and made various criticisms upon 
them. In the first place, he took the 
British claims and examined them clause 
by clause. He admitted that in principle 
the claims for outrages upon British 
shipping were claims which it was our 
duty to enforce ; but he suggested that 
some of them were of a suspect character. 
All I can say, is that even supposing it 
could be shown that one of those un- 
fortunate schooners had contraband 
goods on board, that was no justifica- 
tion for the abominable and outrageous 
treatment which the owners and crew 
of those vessels received at the hands of 
the Venezuelan authorities. 

Then the noble Lord called attention to 


the fact that in the early stages of the 


correspondence we mentioned £10,000 as 
the value of the first rank claims, and 
that at a later stage we reduced that sum 
to £5,500, which in his view is a proof of 
the untrustworthiness and unsoundness 
of the whole of this class of claims. It 
was not very easy at first to check these 
claims and revise them. They were 
checked and revised by our Minister at 
Caracas ; and the result was that, wishing 
not to ask for a shilling more than was 
strictly due to us, we asked for the smaller 
sum. The larger sum mentioned was 
asked for at a time when we were not yet 
in the full possession of the facts, and 
when it was necessary to mention an out- 
side limit. Then the noble Lord sug- 
gested that all the other claims were 
virtually the claims of the bondholders ; 
during the discussion on the Address the 
noble Earl opposite (Earl Spencer), say- 
ing something to the same effect, told us he 
could understand pressing for the payment 
of shipping claims, but that the other 
claims were of the nature of bondholders’ | 
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claims. That is a complete misapprehen- 
sion. What were the other claims which 
we speak of as second-class claims ? They 
were claims for injury to and wrongful 
seizure of property, for the plunder of 
business premises, and offences of that 
kind. They were also claims for services 
rendered and unpaid for, for contracts 
entered into for the performance of works 
with the Venezuelan Government which 
never-have been met by the Venezuelan 
authorities. 


Let me give your Lordships illustra- 
tions of the first class of these claims. 
There is a case of a British subject resident 
in one of the Venezuelan outports who, 
owing to the bombardment by the 
Government squadrons, was compelled 
to leave his home and seek safety in 
flight. On his return he found that his 
house had been plundered by the 
Venezuelan troops, and that his clothes 
and personal effects and live stock to the 
value of some £240 had been carried 
off. There is another case of a British 
subject settled for some years at Rio 
Grande, and owning an estate on which 
he cultivated tea and coffee. He was 
arrested, his house was pillaged, and a 
large amount of his property stolen. 
Now I ask your Lordships whether we 
were to take the line of saying that we 
have the right to demand compensation 
when British subjects are beaten, or 
stripped, or landed on a desert island, 
as some of the crews of these vessels 
were—that we were to come to their 
rescue—-but that when it comes to in- 
jury to property, and the plunder- 
ing of premises and_ so forth, 
then we were tosit with our bands 
folded and tell the sufferers they must 
shift for themselves. We are often told 
that British enterprise is being ousted 
from the markets of foreign countries. 
and I am afraid that it would be ousted 
with a vengeance if His Majesty's 
Government were to proclaim to the 
world their complete indifference to the 
maltreatment of their subjects in cases 
of this sort. That is not the line which 
is taken by the Governments of other 
countries ; and I should be sorry if we 
were to fall behind them in that respect. 


Now | will say one word on the 
claims of the bondholders. I observe a 
disposition to speak, to say the least of 
it, in disparagement of the bondholders 
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and their claims. I am bound to say 
that I feel great compassion for the 
bondholders; and I think that in this 
case, and in many other cases, they have 
been abominably treated by the Powers 
to which they have made advances. But 
we have throughout placed these bond- 
holders’ claims on a wholly different 
category from the shipping claims and 
the second-class claims. It seemed to 
us desirable that, if there was to be a settle- 
ment with the Venezuelan Government, 
that settlement should be of a general 
and comprehensive character; and we 
thought that it ought, if possible, to 
include some kind of arrangement with 
the bondholders. But our proposals with 
regard to the bondholders never went 
further than this—we proposed that if 
there was an arbitration the bond- 
holders’ claims should go to arbitration ; 
and that if, on the contrary, there was 
a direct settlement by negotiation at 
Washington, then the Venezuelan Govern- 
ment should give us an undertaking that 
they would make a fresh arrangement 
with the bondholders. That was not an 
engagement ofa dangerousor far-reaching 
character. We were better able to make 
that proposal because we knew that a 
scheme for such a fresh settlement with 
the bondholders had been drawn up by 
a Committee representing the interests 
of the British and German _bond- 
holders, and that that claim had 
actually been laid before, and received 
the approval of, the Venezuelan Con- 
gress. There was, therefore, every 
reason to look forward to a satisfactory 
settlement with the bondholders; and, 
in point of fact, President Castro never 
raised any objection to this particular 
proposal. If your Lordships will look 
at Article VI. of the Protocol (page 
226 of the Blue-book), you will find that 
the Venezuelan Government have under- 
taken to enter into a fresh arrangement 
respecting the external debt of Vene- 
zuela, with a view to the satisfaction of 
the claims of the bondholders. I do not 
think we went an inch too far in sup- 
porting the bondholders’ claims; and 
on the other hand I protest against the 
allegation that there was nothing between 
these claims and the shipping claims 
which we placed in the first rank. 

Then the noble Lord referred to the 
difference between the British and the 
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German claims, and complained of ys 
because we associated ourselves with the 
German Government in demandin 
that the claims of both Powers should 
be simultaneously dealt with by Vene. 
zuela, It is true that in some points 
the British and the German claims 
differed in their nature. We had, in 
the first place, claims for outrages on 
ships, which we placed in the first rank: 
and, in the second place, we had a great 
mass of claims for damage to property 
and the seizure of goods and for services 
unpaid, claims which we had not 
yet revised, and which we conse. 
quently placed in the second class, 
The Germans had no shipping claims, 
and therefore it was obviously impossible 
that they should have first-rank claims 
exactly corresponding with ours; but, 
on the other hand, they had claims 
which, in their eyes, were every whit as 
important and as strong as our shipping 
claims. Let me tell you what these claims 
were. They were claims for the exaction 
of forced loans, for the seizure of cattle, 
the plunder of houses, and the devasta- 
tion of lands. And the German Govern- 
ment, in making these claims, desired it 
to be understood by the Venezuelan 
Government that these claims were not 
only pecuniary, but were also based on 
the ill-treatment of Germans by the 
Venezuelan authorities. I call your 
Lordships’ attention to.the fact that a 
certain portion of these claims had this 
peculiarity, that they had been revised 
by the German Government, and that 
they had been revised more than once ; 
they had undergone examination at 
Caracas, and they had been subsequently 
taxed and considerably reduced at 
Berlin by the Legal Department of the 
German Foreign Office. It seems a 
perfectly natural thing that in respect 
to this set of claims the German 
Government should have laid it down 
that they declined to submit them to 
arbitration, but that, as regards the rest 
of their claims, they were ready to 
submit them to arbitration. It was 
indeed in support of these first rank 
claims that the German Government 
undertook to resort to coercion against 
Venezuela. 

Your Lordships will find in the 
vorrespondence of 23rd December, that 
these German first rank claims were put 
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fairly and fully before the Venezuelan 
Government; that on Ist January, 
President Castro accepted responsibility 
for these claims in principle; and that 
on 5th January, the two Governments | 
required President Castro to declare 
not only that he accepted our demands in 
principle, but that if there were to be 
negotiations at Washington, those nego- | 
tiations were to proceed on the assump- 
tion that the Venezuelan Government 
unreservedly accepted and agreed to be 
bound by the conditions which we! 
had laid down. There was no mystery 
about these German first rank claims. 
They were put forward from the) 
first ; and, although the amount was larger | 
than ours, they might have been settled 
by the Venezuelan Government in the 
course of a few hours. The noble Lord 
told us that we had bound ourselves to | 
Germany, not taking sufficiently into | 
account the sinister designs which he 
apparently attributes to that Power on 
the South American Continent. He 
spoke of a document—I never heard of it 
before, and I do not know from what 
quarter it reached him—which suggested 
that at the back of the action of the 
German Government was a desire to | 
obtain a coaling station in Venezuela. I 
never heard of that. How far was it that 
we bound ourselves to go with the Ger- | 
man Government? Thus far only, that | 
both of us insisted upon the immediate 
settlement of the first rank claims, 
amounting altogether to £72,000 or 
£73,000. For the rest, both Govern- 
ments were prepared to accept either the | 
decision of a mixed commission, on which 
the Venezuelan Government would be | 
represented, or the decision of the arbitral | 
tribunal of The Hague. I ask your 
Lordships whether that was a rash 
and imprudent bargain, tying us in 
“adamantine bonds” to Germany, 
and obliging us to persevere in our) 
so-called alliance up to a point that | 
might have involved us in the most 
disastrous consequences. | 


One word in reply to what the noble | 
Lord said as to the manner in which in | 


this controversy we have dealt with the | 
United States Government. I hope I! 


may be allowed to say that I do not) 
yield to the noble Lord, or to any one in | 
this House, in my desire that nothing | 
should be done to give offence to the | 
susceptibilities of the United States, or to | 
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indicate to them that wehaveany desire to 
impugn the Monroe Doctrine. With 


| regard to the United States, we certainly 


in this matter cannot be accused of having 
run the risk of alienating their sym- 
pathies by our conduct. It is true that 


'wedid not make our official reference 


to the United States Government until 
11th November. That was, of course, some 
time before the actual issue of the 
ultimatum, and a considerable time be- 
fore we actually resorted to coercive 
measures; but we hadexcellent reasons 
for knowing how the United States were 
likely to regard the question of our 
action in Venezuelan waters. The 
point had been raised, and raised in the 
most distinct manner, a few months 
before. When the German Government 


first considered the question of resorting 


to coercive measures they intimated to 
the American Government that, if the 
Venezuelan Government continued to 
decline settlement, it would have to be 
considered what measures of coercion 
should be used against it; and, my 
Lords, the German Government dotted 
because they explained that, 
according to their ideas, those coercive 
measures should be of the following 
kind: “ After the posing of an ultimatum, 
first of all the blockade of the more 
important Venezuelan harbours, princi- 
pally the harbours of La Guayra and 


| Puerta Cabello, would have to be con- 
sidered as an appropriate measure of 


coercion.” ‘‘Ifthis measure,” continued 
the German Note, “does not seem 
efficient we would have to consider the 
temporary occupation on our part of 
different Venezuelan harbours, and the 
places.” 
There, my Lords, was a distinct intima- 
tion not only that coercion was intended, 
but that that coercion should take a 
particular shape. 


THE EARL OF ROSEBERY: When 


| was this ? 


*THE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
What was the 


reply of the United States Government ? 
The reply was embodied in a memoran- 
dum handed to the German Ambassador 
by Mr. Secretary Hay. That memoran- 
dum begins by reciting an often quoted 
passage in a recently delivered message 
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of President Roosevelt, which runs as 
follows. Speaking of the Monroe. 
Doctrine the President further said— 


‘*This doctrine has nothing to do with the 
commercial relations of any American Power 
save that it in truth allows each of them to | 
form such as it desires. We do not guarantee | 
any State against punishment if it misconducts 
itself, provided that punishment does not take 
the form of the acquisition of territory by any 
non-American Power.” 


And then the writer of the memorandum 
continues— 


‘His Excellency the German Ambassador | 
on his return from Berlin conveyed personally 
to the President the assurance of the German 
Emperor that His Majesty’s Government had 
no purpose or intention to make even the 
smallest acquisition of territory on the South 
American continent or the adjacent islands. 
This voluntary and friendly declaration was 
afterwards repeated to the Secretary of State, 
and was received by the President and the 
people of the United States in that frank and 
cordial spirit in which it was offered.” 


That remarkable memorandum was 


published in an American official paper, | 
and was there for any of us to read who | 
chose to pay attention to this matter. | 
With so plain an indication as that of | 
the policy of the United States Govern- | 


ment there was no reason why we should 
have had any misgiving on the ground 
that objection might be anticipated in 
that quarter to measures of coercion 
resorted to by His Majesty’s Government. 
We wished, however, to make assurance 
doubly sure ; and on 11th November we | 
instructed Sir Michael Herbert to inform 
the Secretary of State of our intentions, 
and we received, as we knew perfectly 
well we should receive, the answer that | 
no objection was likely to be raised. | 
Then the noble Lord was anxious for | 
more information as to the character | 
of the communications which, he had | 
gathered, passed at different times | 
between His Majesty’s Government and | 
_the United States Government. The | 
date on which the first official com- | 
munication was made was, as I said a 
moment ago, on 11th November. It is 
quite true that that was not the only 
communication that passed between the | 
State Department and the Embassy at | 
Washington, or between the United 
States _ lie and the Foreign Office 
here. There have been constant com- 
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in them knew as well as we did that 
there was no room for misunderstanding 
on this subject; and I certainly am 
able to say that during the whole 
course of these negotiations not one 
single word was said or written by the 
United States Government which was 


'not thoughtful and friendly and con- 
'siderate towards this country. That is 
‘true of our relations with the United 
| States Government. 
possible that there may have been a 
section of public opinion in the United 
| States, 


I think it quite 


not, perhaps, sufficiently  in- 
formed as to the facts of the case, 
which at one time took a different 
and somewhat excited view of the 
question ; but now that matters have 
advanced as far as they have towards a 
settlement I shall remain sanguine that 
no one whose opinion is worth having in 
the United States will hold any other 


'view with regard to the action and 
‘conduct of His Majesty’s Government 


except that throughout the whole of these 
negotiations that conduct has been per- 
fectly sincere and entirely above sus- 
picion. 


Towards the end of his speech the 


inoble Lord referred to other matters 


about which he wished for information. 
He has put upon the Paper a notice of 
Motion for Papers. I gather that some 
of the points on which he desires to be 
informed are the full particulars of 
British claims, the question of the owner- 


ship of the island of Patos, the cost of 


the blockade, and also our correspondence 
with the United StatesGovernment. As 
to the full statement of the British claims, 
I do not hold out any hope, at any rate 
in the near future, of being able to lay 
that return on the table. They have not 
been revised. Those which are coming 
in, and which we shall have to consider 
as they come in, will eventually be dealt 
with by a mixed commission, which, for 
all I know, may reject a great number of 
them. The question of the island of 
Patos is one which has at various times 
engaged the attention of the various 
Governments interested, and I am under 
the impression that our legal advisers are 


| of opinion that our title to the island, 
founded as it isupon long prescription, is an 
excellent one. 


As to the cost of the 


munications—no doubt often of a very | blockade I do not know whether my 


informal character, but still entirely | 
sufficient when those who were engaged 
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noble friend behind me will be prepared 
to give information on that subject; but 
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I am unable to agree, at present at any 
rate, to any general motion of this kind. 
I think I have a right to ask the 
noble Lord, if he does desire that other 
Papors should be supplied to your Lord- 
ships, that he should give us a full and 
accurate description of them; when he 
does so I shall be glad to consider his 
request. 


Tue Eart or ROSEBERY: My Lords 
I was very anxious to avoid saying any- 
thing on this subject until I had had an 
opportunity of hearing from the Secretary 
of State his explanation, such as it is. 
For, after all, this massive but meagre 
and reticent’ Blue-book tells us very much 
that we do not particularly care to know 
and is singularly silent as to what we do 
particularly wish to know. I confess 
that the speech of the noble Marquess 
does not seem to,me to vary very materi- 
ally in character from this Blue-book. 
If, indeed, the word “ Venezuela” could 
be expunged out of the records of the 
present Government, it would be a very 
fortunate thing for them. We have not 
yet forgotten the humiliation of some 
years ago, to which I will not further 
refer, and I confess that in this 
matter — these proceedings against 
Venezuela — we do not show to any 
more advantage than we did on 
that occasion; and I think we are 
fortunate indeed to have extricated 
ourselves with no more detriment to 
our character and our reputation than 
we have done. Now, with regard to 
the general remarks that are made 
about claims in South America, I feel a 
very lively sympathy. I will not, indeed, 
goas far as my noble friend behind me, 
who has not been at the Foreign Office, 
and therefore does not partake of that 
mysterious freemasonry which ties the 
tongues of those who have. But I 
strongly suspect that in the minds, 
though not in the tongues, of the 
majority of those who have occupied 


_@ position there, there is a very strong 


feeling that if a line of demarcation 
could be drawn round certain States 
which it would be invidious to name, 
and that some notice could be affixed to 
these limits to this effect, that those 
who went there or lent money there 
did so at their own peril, it would be 
a very great convenience to the Foreign 
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Offices of Europe. I do not deny at all 
the gruesome character of some of the 
details contained in this Blue-book ; but 
I should be very much surprised if, 
| with a little pressure, the archives of the 
| Foreign Office would not yield an almost 
similar record with regard to a 1 umber 
‘of other South American States. There- 
fore I think that when these States are 
governed, as we know they are, by a 
somewhat wild and natural Government, 
which is understood by those who 
partake of its blessings, but in no way 
resembles an European Constitution, it is 
not fair to urge the claims of those who 
have claims on these States as being in 
the same category as if they were urged 
against civilised European States. My 
noble friend Lord Avebury, with all tha 
passion and all the pathos of a bond- 
holder, took something of a different 
line. 


*Lorp AVEBURY : I have no interest 

whatever in the Venezuelan debt. I 
merely spoke as Chairman of the 
Corporation of Foreign Bondholders. 


THE EArt oF ROSEBERY: I never 
said my noble friend had a farthing in 
the Venezuelan debt; but I heard his 
constant denial of the fact, and that 
made me think he might have some 
other South American securities. 


Lorp AVEBURY: Oh! 


THE EArt or ROSEBERY: My 
noble friend spoke, at all events, with 
the well simulated passion and pathos of 
the bondholder, such as well befits the 
President of the illustrious corporation 
over which he presides. But I confess 
that his speech, far from convincing me, 
added to the apprehension I already felt 
as to the policy of the Government. 
What did he say— 

‘*Venezuela,” he said ‘‘is a comparatively 


prosperous community. It ought to pay its 
debts. Its debt is only so much per head.” 


| Ah! that reasoning per head depends 


so very much on the quality of the head. 
My noble friend recited the finances of 
Venezuelain a manner which must have 
' given gratification to any native of that 
'State, if one had been within hearing, 
| but which, I fear, is hardly borne out by 
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actual statistics and facts. He alluded 
airily to the revenue of Venezuela as 
some £2,000,000 sterling, whereas it is 
certainly not more than 39,000,000 
bolivars—and the bolivar is only 
equivalent to a franc—so that my noble 
friend will see that he cannot, by any 

rocess of arithmetic, make the revenue 
£2,000,000 sterling. 


*Lorp AVEBURY: That was an ex- 
ceptional year. Surely the average should 
be taken. 


{LORDS} 





THE Ear oF ROSEBERY : It was an 
exceptional year; the first year that 
showed a surplus for the last ten years. 
In all the other years there bad been a 
deficit of 10,000,000 bolivars, or £400,000 
a year, which is hardly likely to encour- 
age the Venezuelan bondholders. But 
let us pursue my noble friend’s argument 
further. He said that Venezuela was 


well able to pay its debts; and I waive 
that question for a moment to look at 
other States which are borrowing money 
at comparatively low rates of interest. 
Look at Uruguay and Costa Rica. I 
mention these with fear and trembling in 
He says they pay nothing 


this House. 
at all. 


*Lorp AVEBURY : Uruguay is paying 
regularly. 


THe Ear~t or ROSEBERY: Very 
well; it was Guatemala and Costa Rica. 
They pay nothing at all. What is the 
irresistible effect of this argument? If 
we are to pursue his course of policy, we 
ought now to engage in bombarding Guate- 
mala and Costa Rica. If my noble friend 
had ever been at the Foreign Office and 
had read the despatches that come from 
South America, he would not have been 
there a month without very materially 
modifying his views on the policy to be 
pursued towards South American States. 
That is what I have to say as to the 
general question of South American 
claims as put forward by my noble friend. 
But the case as portrayed by the 
Blue-book is one which is, I think, 
exceedingly damaging to the Govern- 








ment, apart from general considera- 
tions such as those I have indicated. | 
We know now that it was in the middle | 
of December, 1901, that the German | 


Government first proclaimed the policy | 
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of exacting penalties from Venezuela. 
It was on July 23, that the historic 
interview took place between the noble 
Marquess the Secretary of State and 
Count Metternich. On July 29, an 
ultimatum was sent to Venezuela. 
Several months afterwards there was a 
communication to the United States: 
and two days after that, I think, or 
about the same time, another ultimatum 
was sent to Venezuela. Well, then we 
come to November 13, which is avery 
striking date, because it was then for 
the first time that the nature of the 
German claims was communicated to 
his Majesty’s Government,: which has 
promised joint action until: those claimd 
were satisfied—that is to say, the interval 
between July 23, when joint action was 
agreed upon, and November 13 was 
spent by His Majesty’s Government 
under the bond of an agreement to 
exact the German claims without 
knowing what those claims were. I do 
not think that His Majesty’s Government 
have any particular reason to complain 
in that matter, because, as far as | 
understand the Blue-book—and the Blue- 
book is singularly defective in some of 
its statements—the British claims were 
never really detailed until January 13. 
The noble Marquess the Secretary of 
State airily mentioned the sum of 
£600,000 as the British claim which, 
according to agreement, was one which 
the Germans were bound to sustain. For- 
tunately, all these agreements went into 
thin air under the pressure of events. On 
November 7 we have a final ultimatum de- 
livered to the Venezuelan Government ; 
and the noble Marquess says that, after a 
fortnight’s blockade, the Venezuelan 
Government came to our views. But | 
think the blockade was somewhat more 
effective than he makes out, because on 
10th December we seized their ships, and 
on 13th December the United States inter- 
vened with their proposition. From the 
moment the United States intervened, 
the question entered into the region of 
diplomacy, and whether a few more 
fishing vessels were seized or not matters 
very little to the course of events. 


But what is extraordinary in this 
regard is this—that His Majesty’s 
Government seem to have been constantly 
laying down large principles, from which 
if I read the Blue-book rightly, they were 
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afterwards compelled to recede. The 
noble Lord has just told us that he put 
the bonds into a separate category of 
claims ; but, if I read the despatch of 
17th November correctly, I see that His 
Majesty’s Government did not, however, 
desire, in their demands upon Venezuela, 
to draw a distinction between the various 
categories. Their object was to obtain 
a general settlement. The noble Lord 
says, however, that that was not the 
object of the Government, as they had 
put the bondholders into a separate 
category of their own, and the under- 
standing between Germany and Great 
Britain was that they should not lay 
down their arms until the claims of the 
first rank were satisfied. There is 
nothing of this in the despatch of 17th 
November. On the contrary, they say— 

“His Majesty's Government quite concur 
in the view that, if joint action against Vene- 
zuela is undertaken, it should be maintained 
until the demands of both Governments, as 
finally agreed upon, are satisfied.” 

I see nothing about the first grade or 
the second grade, or about the bond- 
holders being relegated to the back- 
ground. It is a perfectly clear statement 
of the case that until the claims of both 
Governments are satisfied they shall 
continue their joint action, and that in 
the consideration of those claims no 
distinction of category shall be observed. 
Well, of course we know that they 
receded from that point. 

Then we come to another principle 
which was laid down no less than three 
times in the Blue-book, and to which 
I confess | lend a general adhesion, only 
that it so very soon vanishes from our 
view under the influences that affected the 
policy of His Majesty’s Government. 
Over and over again the noble Marquess 
says that Great Britain was claiming as 
muchas Germany, that there wasa claim 
for £600,000 which was produced in the 
month of January. One would have 
thought that that was not an excessive 
claim, but nothing comes of it; and I 
find in all the transactions in which His 
Majesty's Government have been -en- 
gaged with the German Government, 
the ultimate result is that one receives 
£68,000 and the other £5,500. That 
represents very much the proportion of 
benefit received under the understand- 
ing by His Majesty’s Government and 
the German Government. Mark you, 
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I do not blame Germany for that; I 
blame His Majesty’s Government ; 
and I think that if there had been 
a little more equality of result to 
some of the agreements entered into 
with the German Government, the rela- 
tions of the two countries would have 
been more full of mutual respect than 
perhaps they are at present. Well, that 
is another principle from which we re- 
ceded. Then, on December 16, the 
German Ambassador and the noble 
Marquess held a conclave together at 
which they agreed that the first pro- 
posal of arbitration should be refused ; 

“Tinformed his Excellency that the Vene- 
zuelan proposal, as it stood, was unacceptable.” 
and so on. Now comes a remarkable 
and very interestering fact. The 
Cabinet met that very day, and later 
in the afternoon the noble Marquess 
was able to inform the German Am- 
bassador that the Cabinet had overruled 
him and were determined to have 
arbitration. I think it was one of the 
most curious episodes I have ever seen. 
In the Blue-book, page 177, under date 
December 18, 1902, we read. 

“TI informed the United States Chargé 
d’ Affaires this afternoon that the Cabinet had 
decided at its last meeting on the 16th to 
accept in principle the idea of settling the 
Venezuelan dispute by arbitration, and we had 


since ascertained that the view of the German 
Government was in accord with our own.” 


Venezuela. 


That again was one of the instances in 
which the first principles of the Secretary 
of State were overruled by the course of 


events, inthis case by the Cabinet. The 
last occasion on which we can say that 
the same thing occurred was when the 
Government declined that Mr. Bowen 
should be accepted as Ambassador from 
Venezuela, which shortly afterwards they 
reconsidered and accepted. ThentheBlue- 
book ends with an absolute agony of tele- 
grams as the pressure of public opinion 
increases and the meeting of Parliament 
approaches. I remember very well that 
on Saturday, February 14th, there was 
to bea Cabinet, to settle the King’s 
Speech, which was adjourned till Mon- 
day, February 16th; and it does not 
need a magician to see that it was the 
absolute determination of the Cabinet 
that they should have the good news of 
the settlement of the dispute by some 
means or another to announce in the 
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King’s}Speech to Parliament that caused 
the postponement of the Cabinet for 
those two days. But, at any rate, no 
one can read the almost pathetic suc- 
cession of telegrams that passed between 
the Foreign Office and Washington 
during the first fortnight in February 
without seeing that the Cabinet had 
then taken affairs into its own hands, 
and had insisted upon a settlement. 
There was one point of my noble 
friend’s speech that the noble Marquess 
left entirely unnoticed—that was as to 
the utterances of his colleagues and sub- 
ordinates with reference to this question. 
There is, for example, Lord George 
Hamilton. Lord George Hamilton is a 
very important Minister, or, perhaps, to 
speak more accurately, a Minister who 
has held many important posts. He 
usually speaks in the sympathetic 
seclusion of Ealing, which is, I believe, 
the principal town in his constituency ; 
and it was with a feeling of alarmed 
apprehension that we learnt that 


he was about to speak at Bradford, | 


When he got to Bradford the country 
was in 2 State of great tension with regard 
to this business, and therefore we watched 


with an attention which was somewhat 
unusual. He said— 

‘In July last we took steps to ascertain that 

the measures proposed by us would in no way 
alienate the good feeling of the American 
Government and the American people.” 
Well, July was not December, 1901, 
when. the German Government ap- 
proached Washington; and it was not 
November, when the British Government 
approached Washington. 


“ Two months later ”—that would be, I sup- 
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eminently beneficial to the allies against 
Venezuela. My Lords, that is all very 
well between schoolboys, but it is not 
the way in which great nations come to 
harmonious relations. If I might venture 
to offer advice to the Government it is 
this—that for the future it should con- 
fine Lord George Hamilton to Ealing. 


Now we have at last the long-promised . 


explanation of the Government on these 
two important points, their special 
relations with the United States, and 
their alliance with Germany. What 
is the explanation of their relations with 
the United States? There was no formal 
announcement till November 11; but in 
the meantime there was an understand- 
ing —to speak colloquially, a sort of 
exchange of winks with the American 
Ambassador—which was eminently satis- 
factory to both parties. An exchange 
of winks is not the way in which two 
great nations treat one another on occa- 
sions of this kind, more especially on an 
| occasion like this, when you are dealing 
with the very tenderest point of Ameri- 


can susceptibilities, and one which we, 
| having declared our adhesion to and 


C acceptance of, are bound to respect with 
the utterances of Lord George Hamilton | . : . 


all the formality and all the courtesy 
in our power. The noble Marquess 
told us that they knew perfectly well 
what the view of the American Govern- 
ment was, because the German Govern- 
|ment had approached the Government 
|of Washington in 1901, and had ascer- 
tained their view categorically and in 
| detail. 

| *THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
|The United States Government had 
| published it. 


se, in September—‘‘ the German Government | 
informedjus that they were exactly in the same | Tue Eart or ROSEBERY: I do not 
ee re see how that affects my argument. My 
It was July when the German Govern- | point is that it is not for the Govern- 
ment gavethatdeclaration. Ireallythink| jnent of Great Britain to approach 
that the Foreign Secretary ought to coach | Washington through the medium of 
hiscolleagues better whentheyaregoing to | Germany, which is the only way they 
speak on these subjects. Then he ended | did approach them. 

by a detail of the advantages of this | 

policy, which appeared to consist inthis) *THE MARQUESs or LANSDOWNE: 
—that the German and the British Press We approached them ourselves before 
had exchanged some rough home truths, | any coercive measures were adopted. 
which would show that in future Great | 

Britain was not to be insulted with im-| THe EARL or ROSEBERY: But 
punity, and that a sort of rough-and- | not before any measures of coercion had 
tumble had occurred, which would be | been concerted ; you had framed every 


The Earl of Rosebery. 
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measure of coercion long before you 
approached the United States Govern- 
ment. And what I say is this, whether 
it be well to read in the newspapers what 
the United States Government has said 
to the German Government or not, it is 
not in accordance with the comity of 
nations, it is not in accordance with the 
relations which ought to sway the Govern- 
ments of London and of Washington, that 
the British Government should feel the 
pulse of Washington through the means 
of the German Government, and should 
abstain from formal communication with 
the United States Government until long 
after they had framed every measure of 
coercion categorically. 
that, for my part, I wish to dismiss this 
ignominious and pitiable transaction as 
quickly as possible from my memory just 
as I wish to, and have dismissed the 
former episode of Venezuela from my 
memory also. The only reason for which 
it interests me, or, I suppose, any one 
now, is in regard to the effect which it 
may have on our relations with Germany 
and with the United States. I cannot 
believe, whatever may be thought by the 
noble Marquess as to the effect of his 
policy on the United States, that it can 
I cannot believe that 


be a happy one. 
the United States will be satisfied by an 
approach of this character, so long delayed, 
when it might so easily have been made 


beforehand. 


the Council said the other night, the 


relations of the United States with this | 


country were never better than they are 
at present. I have often heard 
those sentiments uttered after dinner, 


and I always rejoice to hear them. | 


But, if the relations of the United States 
and of His Majesty’s Government are as 
good as they have ever been, it is no 


thanks to His Majesty’s present Ad.uinis- 


tration. 


Now we come to the question of 
Germany ; and that is a very delicate 
matter. The noble Marquess says it 
would have been quite impossible to do 
anything but what we did. ‘‘ How could 
you have had,”’ he said, with a touch of 
playful humour, *‘ two ships chasing the 
same fishing-boat, one ship bearing 
German colours and the other the flag of 
the British ?’’ He said there would have 
been terrible complications. But it seems 
to me the whole argument of the noble 
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I frankly say | 


I hope with all my heart | 
that, as the noble Duke the President of | 
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| Marquess rests on this—that the opera- 
| tions against Venezuela must necessarily 
‘have been simultaneous in their nature. 
If Venezuela is sv wealthy as my noble 
friend behind me seems to think, there 
would have been ample opportunity after 
the Germans had conducted their opera- 
tions to put some pressure for our own 
part on the sponge which had not yet 
been squeezed dry ; at any rate, it would 
have been open to us to take the line of 
France, of Belgium, and, I think, of 
other Powers, and to have given notice 
that in any warfare that might take place 
between Venezuela and Germany our 
interests in the matter should be in no 
way affected. [can imagine the Foreign 
Minister, whenapproached by the German 
Ambassador on 23rd July, saying— 


“There is nothing that I wish so much as 
good relations between our two countries ; 
there is nothing I should desire so much 
as harmonious co-operation between Germany 
and Great Britain. There is no reason why 
that co-operation should not take place on 
some future occasion; but your Excellency 
must be aware, belonging to a nation so proud 
and delicate on the point of national honour, 
that there are circumstances, there are words 
said and written in heat, which cannot be wiped 
out in a moment, and I honestly think it would 
be in the interests of the good relations of both 
Powers that we did not act together on the 
present occasion.” 


I do not say that that would have been 
the policy which the noble Marquess 
need have followed. He may have been 
unaware of the feeling caused in Great 
Britain, not merely by articles and 
caricatures in the German Press, but by 
‘speeches of responsible German states- 
men. He may not have been aware of 
the feeling, but it was his business to be 
aware of it. All I can say is this, that 
if we are to look in the future of our 
foreign relations to enterprises and 
alliances conducted as this has been and 
as others have been in other parts of the 
world by predecessors of the noble 
Marquess, I confess I feel more gioomy 
about those relations than I otherwise 
would be justified in feeling. It is no 
secret to anyone except the Prime 
Minister, who said he was not aware 
whether or not other nations regarded 
us with a feeling of antipathy and 
jealousy, that there is on the continent 
of Europe a cherished hostility to this 
country, partly; unreasonable, partly, 
as I think, due to the action of His 
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Majesty’s Ministers themselves. I | thismostill-advised enterprisefromthecon- 
think that, had they placed their case | sequences which might naturally have 
in the Boer War before Europe in | been reaped from the relations of Great 
an authoritative manner, it would have | Britain to Germany and the United 
been well for this country and well | States, we shall pause, and pause long, 
for Europe. I ventured to ut | before we embark in any similar engage- 


forward that view in December, 1901 ;/ ment. 


and I remember a Minister, if I am not 
mistaken, my noble friend the Scottish| THE LORD PRESIDENT or tae 


Secretary, who, alluding to this idea of | COUNCIL (The Duke of Devonsuirg): 
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the Ministry issuing a diplomatic circular, 


giving a history of the events which led | 
up to the war as we British saw them, | 
said it was the greatest nonsense he had | 


ever heard in his life. 

I have a great respect for my noble 
friend the Scottish Secretary, and in 
matters appertaining to his own Depart- 


ment I bow my head before him. But | 
I cannot help remembering that it was | 


the almost invariable, at any rate the 
constant, practice of Prince Bismarck 


when he was engaged in any enterprise, in | 
which he wished to conciliate the opinion | 


of Europe, to use the method of the 


diplomatic circular; and, paying every | 


homage to my noble friend the Scottish 


Secretary, | cannot help thinking that | 


the authority of Prince Bismarck jn 


foreign affairs is even greater than his. | 


I do not say that by such a method you 
could have convinced the stipendiary 
authorities who infected the Press of 
some countries in Europe ; but I do say 
that you could have convinced many 
thoughtful minds, minds which weigh 
judicially things laid before them, minds 


of great influence which were led away | 


by the ex parte statements of the Press of 
Europe, and which gave their important 
and valuable suffrage against us. I put 
aside, too, the utterances of some of our 
Ministers which were ill-calculated to 
conciliate or secure the affections of the 
countries of Europe. But I am not dis- 
posed to blame altogether our conduct and 
our Ministers. I am only saying that our 
conduct and the conduct of our Ministers 
was not free from responsibility in this 
matter. But I do hold that, to whatever 
cause the feeling may be due—I have 
constantly said it in this House—the 
antipathy, the rancour, the jealousy of 


‘My Lords, I scarcely think this is 
the opportunity on which we can _pro- 
fitably enter into a discussion of what 
ought to have been the course which 
should have been followed by our Govern- 
ment and Statesmen in explaining to the 
Governments and nations of Europe our 
exact position in regard to the Boer War. 
| I scarcely think that your Lordships came 
down to the House to-night prepared to 
enter into a discussion of that character 
in connection with the Venezuelan ne- 
gotiations. I should be quite unable to 
follow the noble Earl in a good deal 
of the somewhat minute, and I venture 
to think somewhat captious, criticism 
which he made after, apparently, a very 
minute study of the Papers which are 
contained in this Blue-book. I shall 
certainly not attempt to follow him in 
the controversy into which he entered 
'with my noble friend, Lord Avebury, as 
to what ought to be the attitude of our 
Government in regard to foreign bond- 
‘holders. But I cannot help observing 
that the noble Earl appeared, if I followed 
him correctly, to lay down a somewhat 
singular line of policy which, in his 
/opinion, ought to be observed in our 


‘dealings in the future with a number of 
| States in South America which he 
| described, in language that I should have 
thought hardly befitted alate Prime Min- 
_ ister and Foreign Secretary, as uncivilised 
'and barbarous. So far as I could gather 
'from the somewhat obscure remarks of 
‘the noble Earl on that subject, it is his 
‘opinion that a mark ought to be placed 
|against the names of certain of these 
| uncivilised and barbarous states, and 
| that everybody ought to have fair warn- 
| ing that any negotiations and transactions 
| into which they might enter with them 
| would be transactions that would be 


Europe, which I think by a different | entered into at their own peril. I do 
course of conduct might have been con-| not think that that is a policy which 
ciliated, constitute a very serious danger |has ever been held by any respon- 
to our Government and to our country. | sible Minister in this country, and I do 
I do hope this, that, having escaped in| not think it was the policy to which he 


The Eart of Rosebery 
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himself adhered when he was respon- 
sible for the affairs of this country. 

] am quite unable to follow the noble 
Earl into all the detailed criticism which 
he made on these despatches. He said, 
however, that we entered into this matter 
knowing nothing whatever about the 
extent or the character of the German 
claims. As my noble friend the Foreign 
Secretary has said this evening, we were 

rfectly aware more than a year ago of 
the extent of the German claims of the 
first rank. We knew their amount ; and 
as to the claims other than those of the 
first rank, either German or English, all 
that we have ever asked is that they 
should be submitted to examination: It 
was only in respect of the first rank claims 
that either the German or our own 
Government demanded immediate satis- 
faction. Then the noble Earl complained 
that the Germans had obtained a very 
much larger sum than we have done. 
All, I think, we are concerned to know 
is that we have obtained satisfaction for 
those claims which were included in the 
first rank, and that we have received the 
whole of the amount which we have ever 
asked should be paid irrespective of arbi- 
tration. It seems to me to be a matter 


of perfect indifference to us whether the 


German claims of the same character, 
but in their opinion and in ours ranking 
equally in the first rank, were of a larger 
amount than ours or were not. 


THE Eart or ROSEBERY: Then 
why did the Foreign Secretary stipulate 
that the British and German Govern- 
ments should receive an equal sum ? 


THe DukE oF DEVONSHIRE : That 
may have been a proposal which was 
once put forward in order to establish 
perfect equality of action between the 
two Governments ; but after considera- 
tion it was thought better, and I think 
wisely thought better, that we should 
confine our demand for immediate pay- 
ment to those claims which were held to 
be in the first rank. Then the noble 
Earl raised some question, which I am 
afraid I did not entirely follow, as to the 
Despatch No. 198 in the Blue-book, in 
which my noble friend the Foreign 
Secretary stated that the Cabinet had 
decided at its last meeting, on the 16th, 
to accept in principle the idea of settling 
the whole dispute by arbitration, and 
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that we had since ascertained that the 
view of the German Government was in 
accord with our own. The noble Earl 
seems to think that there is something 
entirely inconsistent in that declaration 
with something which had preceded it in 
the Blue-book. He went so far as to 
assert, on what authority I do not know, 
that my noble friend had been overruled 
by the Cabinet. When the first proposal 
for arbitration was made to us by the 
United States Government on behalf of 
Venezuela, that proposal was one for 
referring the whole of the dispute 
between us to arbitration. We thought 
at the time, and continued to think, that 
that was a proposal we could not accept, 
inasmuch as there was a certain propor- 
tion of our claims which we did not 
think it would be possible to refer to 
arbitration. At no time have the Gov- 
ernment ever demurred in principle to the 
reference of the second portion of those 
claims to arbitration. I fail .entirely to 
understand how the noble Earl finds any 
fault with this part of the transaction. 
The noble Earl referred to some speeches 
made by our colleagues, and he made a 
great point of an inaccuracy which he 
considers he has detected in the speech 
of Lord George Hamilton, as to the date 
when the communications were entered 
into with the United States Government. 
Whether that communication took place 
in June or November, what is the point 
to which the noble Earl’s criticism is 
directed ? 


THe Eart or ROSEBERY: I will 
tell you at once. It was that I think 
that, in a matter affecting the Monroe 
Doctrine, our very first communication 
should have been to the United States 
Government. 


THe Duke or DEVONSHIRE: We 
have the assurance, which I think the 
House will take from my noble friend, 
that he has been constantly in communi- 
cation with the American Ambassador 
and the American Embassy upon this 
subject ; and why the noble Earl should 
describe all communications which are not 
contained in a formal despatch as winks 
I do not know. My noble friend has 
informed the House this evening that we 
were from other sources in possession of 
knowledge that the United States Gov- 
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ernment would not consider any such 
measures as those we had in contempla- 
tion with the German Government as any 


infraction of the Monroe Doctrine, unless | 


they were followed by annexations of 
territory. Under those circumstances, 
and when it was also in our power to 
keep the United States Government con- 
stantly informed of what the position of 
the matter was, I see very little object that 
there would have been in addressing a 
formal despatch to the United States 
Government until the time came which 
immediately preceded action. The noble 
Earl threw some little doubt upon a 
phrase I used the other day to the effect 
that our relations with the United States 
Government had never been better than 
they are now. He said if that were so it 
was no thanks to His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. I venture to think that if they 
are so, and if they remain so, it will be no 
thanks to the noble Earl himself. The 
noble Earl says that we have been 
trifling with the tenderest point in 
American politics. I want to know 
where the noble Earl finds any founda- 
tion for that statement except in his 
own imagination. Where throughout 


those. despatches does he find the slightest 


trace of irritation, or susceptibility, or 
injury to the relations between the 
United States Government and our- 
selves? If in future our relations 
with the United States Government 
are to suffer from anything that has 


taken place in regard to this matter, || 


cannot conceive anything more likely 
to produce this result than the ingenious 
attempts of the noble Earl to prove that 
the Government of his country have 
disregarded the tenderest sentiments of 
the American people. I cannot help 
thinking that the noble Earl, even if he 
holds the opinion on this subject which 
it appears he has formed, would have 
done better to have allowed a longer 
interval to pass before he suggested that 
in the action His Majesty’s Government 


have taken in this question they have | 


in the slightest degree attempted to 
disparage or dispute the validity of the 
Monroe doctrine. 


Eart SPENCER: I did not intend to 
add any words to the very able speech 
of Lord Rosebery, but the concluding 
remarks of the noble Duke render it 

The Duke of Devonshire. 
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desirable that I should do so. I have 
not understood that my noble friend 
(Lord Rosebery) attacked the Govern. 
ment for trifling with the United States 
except in this respect—thatthey neglected 
to do what the German Government did 
in an early communication with the 
American Government on this subject. 
I confess that it does seem to me a very 
remarkable thing that there is no com- 
ment made in despatches of an earlier 
date than in the official document of 
November 11, which the noble Marquess 
referred to. We now hear that private 
| communications were made. 


*THE MarquEss oF LANSDOWNE: 
I did not intend to say, and I do not 
know that I did say, that the United 
States had been unofficially approached 
before November 11. The noble Lord 
suggested that the despatch of Novem- 
ber 11 was the only one in which 
reference was made to communications 
between His Majesty’s Government and 
the Government of the United States, 
and he contrasted that with the Prime 
Minister's statement that there had 
been frequent communications between 
the two Governments. I said that 
there had been frequent and constant 
communications both in London and 
at Washington, but I did: not suggest 
that these frequent communications had 


taken place before November 11. 


Eart SPENCER: Then I do not 


| understand the statement of the Prime 


Minister. If these unofficial communi- 
cations were not made until after 
/November 11, I think my noble friend 
(Lord Rosebery) was perfectly right in 
contrasting the action of the Govern- 
ment with that of the German Govern- 
ment. I think that there has been 
a serious want of method in this 
matter, that it was contrary to the 
ordinary comity of nations, and that 
it should not have been done. It 
seems to me it is a very difficult thing 
for one Government to act with another 
| unless they know they can support every 
claim made by that other Government, 
but I hardly think we have been told 
to-night that His Majesty’s Government 
| were conversant with all the claims of’ 
‘Germany. There is one consequence of 
saying we should follow in the wake of 
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Germany, and following her claims, which 
Icannot help thinking is a very serious 
one. I should say it is a very dangerous 
and an entirely new doctrine that this 
country should use force for settling 
private debts in a foreign country. It 
js an entirely new proceeding that this 
should have taken place. The action of 
the Government is not consistently stated. 
Here is what the Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs said— 


“T can frankly tell the House that it is not 
the claims of the bondholders that bulk 
largest in the estimation of the Government. 
Ido not believe the Government would ever 
have taken the strong measures to which they 
have been driven if it had not been for the 
attacks by Venezuela upon the lives, the 
liberty, and the property of British subjects. 
.... In my view the bondholders have con- 
ferred very great’ benelits on these South 
American fieckates, and are entitled to pro- 
tection from their own country ; and if that be 
true of the bond holders it is still more true of 
those who have invested their money in great 
industrial enterprises in that part of the 
world.” 

That points to approval of Government 
policy for reparation to individuals who 
had lost money ina foreign State, but the 
words of the Prime Minister are different. 


He said— 


“IT do not deny, in fact [I freely admit, that 
bondholders may occupy an international 
position which may require internatioval 
action; but I look upon such international 
action with the gravest doubt and suspicion, 
and I doubt whether we have in the past ever 
gone to war for the bondholders, for those of 
our countrymen who have lent money to a 
foreign Government.” 


It seems to me that the Government 
are incurring very grave responsibilities 
in the future, and may involve us in very 
great difficulties and dangers, if they are 
going to take up the question of the 
private debts of our people in foreign 
countries. I hold that my uoble friend 
was fully justified in asking for further 
Papers. Surely the important Papers 
which were quoted or referred to by 
the Foreign Secretary must be included 
in some despatches from our Ambassadors 
at Berlin or Washington. It would have 
been of great importance to have had 
those Papers beforehand, and it is not 
sufficient to say that the United States 
Government have published them. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (The Earl of SELBORNE): Will the 
noble Lords try to get into their heads 
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the idea that the claims which in one 
form or another His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have taken an interest in have 
been of three kinds. His Majesty’s 
Government never contemplated any 
coercive measures against Venezuela in 
relation to the bondholders only. But 
they thought that, when a_ general 
settlement was going to take place 
before a tribunal with respect to the 
spoliation of the private property of 
British subjects, it was an excellent oppor- 
tunity which ought not to be missed to’ 
arrange with the Venezuelan Government 
to deal at the same time with the vexed 
question of the bondholders. ‘The 
noble Lords opposite have tried to make 
out that His Majesty’s Government first 
of all made a hard and fast agreement 
for co-operation with Germany, and 
only tardily informed the United States. 
The fact is, the information was given 
to the United States before His Majesty's 
Government had finally settled upon 
the method of co-operation with Ger- 
many. In July His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment agreed to discuss with Germany 
whether there should be co-operation. 
In November they .nformed the United 
States, and later in November the final. 
terms of the co-operation with Germany 
were fixed. That is a totally different 
presentation of dates to that given by 
the noble Earl opposite. 


THe Eart oF ROSEBERY: Yow 
sent an ultimatum to Venezuela on 
July 29. 


Tue Eart or SELBORNE: I do not 
admit that description. That was a 
general warning. It was not a joint 
ultimatum. It was a purely separate 
transaction. 


Tue Eart oF ROSEBERY : I did not 
say it was a joint ultimatum. I said you 
sent an ultimatum. 


*Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: The noble 
Earl has now admitted that His Majesty's 
Government threw in the bondholders 
as a sort of extra make-weight for con- . 


venience sake. 


Tue Eart or SELBORNE: I did not 


say “ extra make-weight ” at all. 
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‘ *Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: Then the 
bondholders were brought in as an adden- 
dum. I think that is a very dangerous 
precedent to have set. The noble 
Marquess the Secretary for Foreign 


Unopposed Private 


Affairs stated in his despatch that none 
of the claims were to be treated differ- 
ently. Therefore it may be argued that, 
for the protection of the bondholders, 
coercive measures have been applied. 


*THE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
In the despatch we argued for a general 
settlement, and we objected to the idea 
that we were to put forward only the 
one class of claims. 


*Lorp TWEEDMOUTH : The noble | 


Marquess distinctly stated in the de- 
spatch that His Majesty’s Government 
did not desire to draw any distinction 
between the various claims. Then the 
noble Earl has objected to the despatch 
of July 29 being called an ultimatum. 
The Prime Minister has called it ‘‘ the 
first ultimatum to Venezuela,” though 
it seems to me that ‘the first ulti- 
matum ”’ is a rather tortuous epithet. 


THE Eart oF ROSEBERY : Read the 
last sentence of Despatch No. 110. 


tch of July 29th, 1902, the noble 
farquess says— 


** You should intimate to the President and 


the Minister for Foreign Affairs, in unmis- | 118 GTANDING ORDEE@ 
PRIVATE BILLS (STA) 2 


takable terms, that unless His Majesty’s 
Government receive explicit assurances that 
incidents of this nature shall not recur, and 
unless the Venezuelan Government promptly 
pay to the injured parties full compensation 
wherever satisfactory evidence. has been 
furnished to His Majesty’s Government that 
such is justly due, His Majesty's Government 
will take such steps as may necessary to 
obtain the reparation which they are entitled 
to demand from the Venezuelan Government 
in these cases, as well as for any loss to British 
subjects caused by the unjustifiable conduct of 
the Acting Venezuelan Consul at Trinidad, and 
on account of the railway claims.” 


I think that may very fairly be described 
as an ultimatum. 


THE EartL oF ROSEBERY: Hear, | 
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*Lorpv TWEEDMOUTH: The regl 


object of the Motion was to secure 
broad statement of the case against 
Venezuela and the case for the Govern. 
ment. As I do not think the situation 
would be improved in any way by taking 
a division, I will not put your Lordships 
to the trouble of dividing. 


THE EarL oF ROSEBERY: I want 
to say one word of personal explanation, 
I never called the South American Re 
publics barbarous, and I expressly dis- 
claim the policy of drawing a line around 
such as were defaulting and warning 
people they could only go in at their 
peril. I said it was an idea that had 
occurred to the brain of the Foreign 
Office, but that it had never reached 
their tongue. 


House adjourned at twenty 
minutes before Eight o’clock, 
till To-morrow, half-past Ten 
o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 2nd March, 1903. 
THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND MEANS. 
The Clerk at the Table informed the 


| House of the unavoidable absence of the 
| Chairman of Ways and Means. 
*Lorpv TWEEDMOUTH: In his des- | 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
ease of the following Bills, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, Standing 
Order No. 62 has been complied with, 
viz.— 

Bridgwater Gas Bill. 

Broadstairs Gas Bill. 

Central London Railway Bill. 

Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead 
Railway Bill. 

City and South London Railway Bill. 

Commercial Gas Bill. 

Coventry Electric Tramways Bill. 


hear. | Crystal Palace District Gas Bill. 
| Gag Light and Coke Company Bill. 
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Gorleston and Southtown Gas Bill. | House of Lords, he has certified that the 
Great Northern and City Railway Bill. | Standing Orders have been complied with 
Great Northern, Piccadilly, and Bromp- | in the following cases, yiz. :— 

ton Railway (New Lines and Extensions) | Dewsbury, tley, and Birstal Tram- 
ill. ways. 

a Northern, Piccadilly, and | Hazilton, Motherwell, and Wishaw 

Brompton Railway (Various Powers) | Tramways (Part III.) Substituted Bill. 

Bill. Preston and Horwich Tramways. 

Great Northern Railway Bill. 

Great Southern and Western Railway 

Bill. 
Great Western Railway (Pension | 

Fund) Bill. | 
Hampton Court Gas Bill. | 


l l qd. Ways. 
Sogn ane Tne | Manchester Southern Tramways (Lan- 


Ipswich Gas Bill. cashire). 
Todo, Tilbury, and Southend Rail- | r PP ocorngeal Southern Tramways 
i Gas Bill. | Wakefield and District Tramways. 


Metropolitan District Railway (Works) | 
PRIVATE BILLS PETITIONS [Lorps] 


Bill. : Eaters : 4 “ 
Midland and Belfast and Northern) (STANDING OR WITH) COMPLIED 


Counties Railways Bill. 
Midland Railway Bill. Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Neath, Pontardawe, and Brynaman Report from one of the Examiners of 

Railway Bill. Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
North Middlesex Gas Bill. case of the Petitions for the following 
North-West London Railway Bill. Bills, originating in the Lords, the 
Scarborough Gas Bill. | Standing Orders have not been complied 
Sittingbourne District Gas Bill. | with, viz. :— 
Sutton District Water Bill. Gosport, Fareham, and Cosham Tram- 
Winchester Water and Gas Bill. | ways [Lords]. 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a 

second time. 


And that he has certified that the 
| Standing Orders have not been complied 
| with in the following cases, viz. :— 

Gosport, Fareham, and Cosham Tram- 


Manchester Southern Tramways (Lan 
cashire) [Lords]. 
PRIVATE BILLS (“STANDING ORDER 63 Manchester Southern Tramways 
COMPLIED WITH). (Cheshire) {Lords}. 
, Wakefield an District Tramways 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table [Lords]. y 
Report from one of the Examiners a Ordered, That the Report be referred 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the +4 the Select Committee on Standing 
case of the following Bill, referred on Opders, 
the First Reading thereof, Standing 
Order No. 63 has been complied with, . d q isda 
vig. -— PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS (STANDING 
Si ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 


East Ardsley Gas Bill. Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a Report from one of the Examiners of 
second time. | Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
‘ease of the Petition for the following 
PRIVATE BILLS [Lorps]. | Bill, the Standing Orders have not been 

| complied with, viz :— 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table | . 
Report from one of the Examiners of | London County Council (Tramways 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in and Improvements). 
respect of the Bills comprised in the list | Ordered, That the Report be referr ed 
reported by the Chairman of Ways and | to the Select Committee on Standing 
Means, as intended to originate in the | Orders. 
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COVENTRY ELECTRIC TRAMWAYS 
BILL. 


Petition for additional Provision; re- 


ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills. 


LANARKSHIRE 
SHIRE RAILWAY. 


Petition for Bill; referred to the 
Select Committee on Standing Orders. 


BARNSLEY CORPORATION (WATER) 
BIL 


, 


BATH CORPORATION WATER BILL, 


BECKENHAM URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL. 


ftead a second time, and committed. 
CORK HARBOUR BILL, 
COVENTRY AND ARLEY RAILWAY 
BI 


’ 


DUBLIN IMPROVEMENT (BULL ALLEY 
AREA) BILL, 


EAST HAM IMPROVEMENT BILL, 


EBBW VALE WATER AND IMPROVE- 
MENT BILL, 


ERITH TRAMWAYS AND IMPROVE- 
MENT BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 
GATESHEAD CORPORATION BILL, 
GRINDLEFORD, BASLOW, AND BAKE- 
WELL RAILWAY BILL, 
HAINAULT FOREST BILL, 


HYDE CORPORATION BILL, 
Read a second time, and committed. 


LEIGH CORPORATION BILL, 


LLANDRINDOD WELLS IMPROVE- 
MENT BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 
MERTHYR TYDVIL URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL. 

Read a second time, and committed. 


NANTY GLO AND BLAINA WATER BILL 
NELSON CORPORATION BILL, 
NEW HUNSTANTON IMPROVEMENT 

BIL 


’ 


PLYMOUTH CORPORATION BILL, 


SOUTH SHIELDS CORPORATION BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 
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| WESTERN VALLEYS (MONMOUTR. 
SHIRE) SEWERAGE BOARD BILL, 


WEST HAM CORPORATION BILL. 
| Read a second time, and committed, 


| LONDON’S TRAFFIC—TUBE RAILWAY 
SCHEMES PUSTPONED. 
|. THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN op 
WAYS anp MEANS (Mr. Jerrreys, 
| Hants, N.) said he had had the advantage 
| of a conference with the Chairman of 
| Committees in the House of Lords and 
| the President of the Board of Trade, and 
‘they had come to the conclusion that 
|certain of the Bills connected with 
| London traffic ought to be postponed 
| until the result of the Commission dealing 
_with this matter had been reported. 
|The deep-level railways which they 
| thought ought to await the completion of 
'this inquiry were the Central London 
| Railway (New Lines) Bill; Great Northern, 
| Piccadilly, and Brompton (New Lines 
| and Extensions) Bill; North-West London 
| (Marble Arch to Victoria) Railway Bill; 
| Clapham Junction to Marble Arch Rail- 
| way (Nos. 1 and 2) Bill; Metropolitan 
| District Railway Works Bill. 
| There were certain other Bills which 
| they thought might go to Committees, 
/namely : Charing Cross, Euston, and 
| Hampstead Railway Bill ; Great Northern, 
| Piccadilly,and Brompton Railway (Various 
Powers) Bill; Baker Street and Waterloo 
| Railway Transfer Bill; City and North- 
| East Suburban Electric Railway Bill. 
There were, besides, certain other rail- 
| way measures which were doubtful, and 
‘these they thought ought to be held 
| over until the Chairman of Committees 
| of the House of Lords, the President of 
the Board of Trade, and himself had 
| considered them. These Bills were the 
| City and South London Railway (Angel 
and Islington) Bill, and the Metropolitan- 
| District Railway (Various Powers) Bill. 


PETITIONS. 


DETENTION OF POOR PERSONS (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour: From Urquhart; 
and Duthie ; to lie upon the Table. 


PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE. 
Petitions for extension to women: 
From Stockport and other places; 
Yorkshire (two) ; and Clitheroe ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 
Petitions in favour: From Sutton-on- 
Sea; Skegness; and Maltby; to lie 
upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TELEGRAPHS 
PRESS TELEGRAMS). 

Copy presented, of the Telegraph 
(Foreign-Written Anglo-Norwegian an 
Anglo-Swedish Press Telegram) Regula- 
tions, 1903. Dated 9th February, 1903 
{by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


TELEGRAPHS (FOREIGN - WRITTEN 
PRESS TELEGRAMS). 

Copy presented, of the Telegraph 
(Foreign - Written Anglo- Danish Press 
Telegram) Regulations, 1903. 
9th February, 1903 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


PIERS AND HARBOURS (PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS). 

Copy presented, of Report by the 

Board of Trade of their Proceedings 

under The General Pier and Harbour 


Act, 1861, and The General Pier and | 


Harbour Act (1861) Amendment Act, 
Session 1903 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 47.] 


ARMY (IMPERIAL YEOMANRY). 
Copy presented, of Training Return 
of Imperial Yeomanry for 1902 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION (PUBLIC 
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS, ETC). 
Copy presented, of Statistics of Public 

Elementary Schools and Training Col- 

leges, 1901-2 [by Command]; to lie 

upon the Table. 

CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1903-4. 
Copy presented, of Estimates for Civil 

Services and Revenue Departments for 

the year ending 3lst March, 1904, 

together with a Copy of the Memorandum 

by the Financial Secretary to the Treasury 
relating thereto [by Command] ; referred 
to the Committee of Supply, and to be 

printed. [No. 48.] 


COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 
Copy presented, of Colonial Report, 


No. 382 (Trinidad and Tobago), Report | 


for 1901-2 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. iby 
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COMMITTALS (IRELAND). 
| Copy presented, of Returns from the 
Clerks of the Crown and Peace of the 
number of Persons committed for Trial 
in 1902 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


| EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) (GENERAL 
REPORT). 

Copy presente?, of General Report by 

the Chief Inspector of the Northern 

Division of Scotland for the year 1902 

[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


NAVY ESTIMATES, 1903-4. 
Estimates presented, for the year 
1903-4, with Explanation of Differences 
_[by Command]; referred to the Com- 
‘mittee of Supply, and to be printed. 
| [No. 49.] 


Dated | 


|NAVY (STATEMENT EXPLANATORY 

OF ESTIMATES). 

Copy presented, of Statement of the 
| First Lord of the Admiralty explanatory 
/of the Navy Estimates, 1903-4 [by 
' Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


‘TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


| Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
'Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 
2940 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


Paper laid upon the Table by the 
Clerk of the House :— 
| 


Augmentation of Benefices. 


Copy of Return of Proceedings under 
the Augmentation of Benefices Act, 1863, 
| up to and inclusive of the 28th February, 
1903 [by Act]; to be printed. [No. 50.] 


COUNTY COUNCILS (IRELAND) 
(SALARIES). 

Return ordered, “ showing the salary 
‘and emoluments of the secretary of 
each County Council in Ireland and the 
remuneration paid to permanent and 
'temporary clerks employed in the 
secretary's office in each county in 
Ireland, for the three years ending the 
| 31st day of March, 1900, 1901, and 1902 
| respectively.”"—(Mr. M‘Govern.) 


| DRAMA AND OPERA (SUBSIDIES) 
(FOREIGN COUNTRIES, ETC.). 

Address for 
| Diplomatic or Consular Officers as to 
| financial support, whether in the form 


“Return from British 
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of subsidies, guarantees or buildings or 
sites for buildings, given from State or 
municipal resources to dramatic, operatic, 
or musical performances in the countries 
to which such officers are accredited, 
specifying in each case the amount or 
value and the conditions (if any) attached 
thereto.” —(Mr. Stuart Wortley.) 


BRITISH MUSEUM. 


Copy ordered, “of account of the 
income and expenditure of the British 
Museum (Special Trust Funds) for the 
year ending the 31st day of March, 1903; 
and Return of the number of persons 
admitted to visit the Museum and the 
British Museum (Natural History) in 
each year from 1897 to 1902, both years 
inclusive; together with a statement of 
the progress made in the arrangement 
and description of the collections, and an 
account of objects added to them in the 
year 1902.” —(Mr. John Morley.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
OIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
Police Superannuation—Offences against 

Discipline. 

Mr. LODER (Brighton): To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether it is competent for a 
watch committee to require additional 
service in the police force before granting 
a pension to a constable who has 
rendered twenty-five years service, but 
who has, during his service, been 
punished for disciplinary offence by 
reduction in class. 


Mr. Secretary Akers 
Douglas.) 1t is difficult to answer a 
general question such as this. But it 
will be seen from Section 1 of the Police 
Act of 1890 that it is twenty-five years 
approved service which entitles a con- 
stable to a pension: and by Section 4, 
under which deductions may be made 
from a constable’s service in respect of 
sickness, misconduct, or neglect of duty, 
approved service means such service as 
may, after such deductions, if any, be 
certified to have been diligent and 
faithful. It might therefore happen 
that the actual service of a constable 
would have to amount to more than 
twenty-five years before he became 
entitled to a pension. 


(Answered by 
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Mails to Japan, Hong Kong, etc. 

Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) ; 
To ask the Postmaster General if he can 
state how many letters were sent from 
this country to Japan, Shanghai, and 
Hong Kong, respectively, under the mail 
contract with the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way Company, with the steamer which 
left Vancouver in connection with the 
mail leaving London on 8th January 
last ; the total weight of the mails which 
left this country by the same mail for 
Japan, Shanghai, and Hong Kong re. 
spectively ; and when the mails which 
left this country on 8th January last are 
due at Yokohama, Shanghai, and Hong 
Kong. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
I am only able to give the required par- 
ticulars in regard to the mail for Japan 
mede up in London. That mail is esti- 
mated to have contained 8,410 letters, 
and the total weight of it was 4,715 lb. 
Only a small amount of correspondence 
for China and Hong Kong is forwarded 
by the Vancouver route, and particulars 
of that despatched on the 8th of January 
last have not been recorded. The mails 
sent on that date were due at Yokohama 
on the 9th of February, at Shanghai on 
the 14th, and at Hong Kong on the 17th 
of February. 


Home Office Order —Definition of Suitable 
Sanitary Accommodation. 

Mr.C. E.SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he will give 
instructions to have copies of the Order, 
dated 4th February, 1903, determining 
what is sufficient suitable accommodation 
in the way of sanitary conveniences, 
printed and distributed to Members, in 
order that they may forward them to the 
employers and others interested. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers 
Douglas.) The Order has already been 
printed as a Statutory Rule, and has been 
widely published, and I think duplicate 
printing and publication is hardly neces- 
sary. Any Member of the House apply- 
ing to the Chief Inspector of Factories at 
the Home Office will be supplied with 
Copies of the Order and of the Circular 
explaining its provisions. Copies of the 
Order can also be obtained from the usual 
sources at the price of one penny. 








in 
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Alleged Grievances of Customs Boat- 
men—Reply to Memorial. 

Mr. LUKE WHITE (Yorkshire, E.R., 
Buckrose): To ask the Secretary to the 
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education, to sums which will vary from 
£1,000 to £6,000 ; and whether, in view 
of the burdens thus cast upon most of 
the new authorities, the Board of Educa- 


Treasury whether he is now in a position tion can see its way to pay the whole of 


to reply to the representations of the 
Customs boatmen. 


(Answered by Mr. Hayes Fisher.) Pro- 
posals affecting the whole Waterguard 
Department have been made by the 
Board of Customs and are now under the | 
consideration of the Treasury. 





Local Education Authorities—Population 
Grants. 
Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : | 
To ask the Secretary to the Board of | 
Education whether the population grants | 
will be continued ; if so, will these grants 
be paid to the local education authorities, | 
who will be responsible for the main- | 
tenance of the schools earning such | 
grants. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) The | 
answer to both paragraphs of the Question 
is in the affirmative. 


Education Act, 1902—Aid Grant—Basis of | 
Calculation. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: To ask the) 
Secretary to the Board of Education 
whether the average attendance on'| 
which the New Aid Grant will be paid 
will be calculated on the same basis as 
that on which the Block Grant is now | 
paid. | 

(Answered by Sir William Anson.) The | 
average attendance on which the Block | 


Grant is paid will be taken as the basis | 
for calculation of the New Aid Grant. | 


Education—Payment of Block Grant. | 

Dr. MACNAMARA: To ask the! 
Secretary to the Board of Education | 
whether his attention has been drawn to | 
the fact that, owing to the delay in the 
payment of the Block Grant by the 
Board of Education, difficulty will be 
caused by the shortage of municipal | 
cash at the outset of operations under | 
the Education Act; whether he is aware | 
that this shortage will amount approxi- | 
mately in the residue of the County of | 
Lancashire to £80,000, and in most of | 
the urban districts in that county, | 
which will be autonomous for elementary | 
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the Block-Grant by quarterly instalments, 
including grants that will become due 


|after the end of the Government's 


financial year. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) 
The Board of Education are aware of 
the difficulty to which reference is made 
in the first part of the Question, but 
they have no exact knowledge of the 
amounts of shortage in different areas. 
Ido not desire either to dispute or to 
admit the figures put down by the hon. 
Member. The Board are unable “to 
pay the whole of the Block Grant by 
quarterly instalments, including grants 
that will become due after the end of 


| the Government’s financial year,” because 
| their disbursements are restricted to the 


sums voted by Parliament for the financial 
year. This provision only covers the 


| payment in the year of Block Grants 


maturing for payment within the year, 
and upon these instalments will be paid 
as far as practicable; but there is no 
margin for payment of instalments on 
“Block Grants” maturing in the 
succeeding year. The Board have already 
stated what they are prepared to do to 
assist the new authorities as regards the 
time of payments of the Aid Grant and 
Block Grant. For any further assistance 
the local authorities may apply to the 
Local Government Board to enable them 
to spread over a period of years the 
charge which is necessary in order to 
provide them with a working balance. 


Causeway at Loughale, Orkney. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney and 
Shetland): To ask the Lord Advocate if 


| the attention of the Government has been 
‘called to the progress of the construction 
of a causeway over the Ayre, at Loughale, 


Orkney ; and if the necessary steps will 
be taken to ensure the completion of the 
said work at an early date. 


(Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray.) 
The Congested Districts Board are in- 
formed that the roadway at the east end, 
so far as laid off, has been formed. 


2R 
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Steps have been taken to ensure that the 
District Committee will complete this 
work as soon as possible. 


* Questions. 


Importation of Foreign Agricultural 
Produce. 


Str JOHN LENG (Dundee): To ask 
the President of the Board of Agricul- 
ture whether the Board has taken any 
method of informing the agriculturists of 
the United Kingdom that the importa- 
tions of dairy produce from abroad last 
year are valued in the Board of Trade 
Returns at more than £20,500,000 for 
butter, £6,400,000 for cheese, and 
£6,399,000 for eggs, while poultry also 
exceeded £1,000,000; and whether he 
sees his way to introduce such measures 
for promoting improved methods of dairy 
working and co-operation, and such 
economical transport of produce between 
the country and towns as will enable 
British farmers to retain a large portion 
of the £34,000,000 now sent abroad for 
foreign produce. 


(Answered by Mr. Hanbury.) It has 
been for many years past the practice to 
publish in the Journal of the Board of 
Agriculture a special article on the sub- 
ject of the imports of agricultural produce 
during the year, and an article dealing 
with the imports for 1902 will appear in 
the forthcoming number. We have also 
from time to time given publicity to 
descriptions of improved processes of 
dairying employed in the Colonies and 
abroad, and of the systems adopted with 
regard to the production and distribution 
of dairy produce and eggs in Denmark, 
Ireland, and other countries. I have 
myself repeatedly called the attention of 
representative bodies of agriculturists to 
the importance of organisation and com- 
bination in the directions to which 
the hon. Member refers. I have been 
in communication with the Postmaster 
General on the subject of the collection 
and forwarding of parcels of agricultural 
produce ; and I also hope that the ex- 
tended use of motor vans and cars may 
further assist in the same direction. 


Local Government Areas in London— 
Assimilation of Boundaries. 
Mr. WHITMORE (Chelsea): To ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether he intends to introduce 
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this session a Bill to assimilate the 
boundaries of Parliamentary Divisions 
and Metropolitan Municipal Boroughs 
within the county of London. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Last 
year I introduced a Bill on this subject, 
having been assured that it would meet 
with no opposition. In point of fact, 
however, the Bill was opposed from both 
sides of the House, and I did not find it 
practicable to make progress with it. 
I am not prepared to deal with the 
matter in the present session, unless | 
am satisfied that the Bill would be 
treated as an unopposed measure. 


Local Authorities (Acquisition of Land) 
Return—Date of Publication. 

Sm WALTER FOSTER (Derby- 
shire, Ilkeston): To ask the President 
of the Local Government Board if he 
can state when the Return, Local Author- 
ities (Acquisition of Land), granted on 
8th July last year, is likely to be issued. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) There 
is a good deal of difficulty in obtaining 
the information required for a Return 
of this kind, and in the present case it 
has been necessary to communicate with 
more than 9,000 authorities. Some of 
them have not yet furnished the requisite 
particulars, although repeated applica- 
tions have been made to them. The 
Return is, however, in a forward state, 
and will be issued at the earliest date 
practicable. 


Ireland — Interference by_ the Local 
Government Board with Elected Repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been directed to the cases 
of interference by the Local Government 
Board in Ireland with elected represen- 
tatives; whether he will take this 
matter into consideration, and provide 
a remedy by amending the Local 
Government Act. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) This 
question has reference to the action of 
the Local Government Board in the 
case of Mrs. O'Neill, a midwife, in the 
service of the Guardians of the Rathdown 
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Union. In view of the importance 
apparently attached to the case I will 
briefly set out the facts. Mrs. O’Neill 
was suspended by the Guardians on 
the ground that she had left the work- 
house without the permission of the 
master and matron. It was also alleged 
that, in order to cover her default, Mrs. 
O'Neill untruthfully stated she had 
obtained permission from the matron. 
Tne Guardians requested the Board to 
confirm the suspension and authorise 
her dismissal. In the exercise of her 
statutory right Mrs. O’Neill appealed to 
the Board against the decision of the 
Guardians. The Board thereupon 
directed a sworn inquiry to be held for 
the purpose of eliciting all the facts. It 
transpired at the inquiry that the mid- 
wife endeavoured to see the master to 
obtain leave of absence, but that having 
failed to see him she told the matron 
and understood that she had her per- 
mission to goaway. Mrs. O’Neill doubt- 
less committed an error of judgment in 
assuming that she had the permission 
of the matron to leave the workhouse. 
but the Board did not consider that her 
action, under all the circumstances, 


justified the extreme penalty of dismissal, 


and more especially as she was an 
efficient officer of some standing and had 
never been admonished on any previous 
occasion. I have personally examined 
the facts of the case and am satisfied 
that the Board could not have arrived 
at any other conclusion. I have reason 
to believe that the matron, who is a 
nun, is indisposed to regard what has 
happened as a cause for a continuance 
of any unpleasant relations with the 
midwife, and I should hope that the 
Guardians, on a reconsideration, will 
permit the latter to resume duty. 


Compulsory Acquirement of Lands at 
Loughmore and Woodburn — Report 
of Arbitrator. 

CoLoNEL McCALMONT (Antrim, N.) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland when the Report of 
the arbitrator in connection with the 
compulsory acquirement of certain lands 
at Loughmore and Woodburn by the 
Belfast Water Commissioners will be made 
public. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The final 
award of the arbitrator has already been 
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published in respect of three of the sec- 
tions into which this work was divided. 
It will be published in the course of a 
few days in respect of the fourth section. 
With regard to the remaining section, 
which includes Woodburn, the draft 
award will be published as soon as the 
spring season permits a proper inspection 
of the lands, 


Ireland—Requisition of Private Property 
for Public Service. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory) : To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the police at Maryborough 
requisitioned a horse and car, the property 
of a resident of Ballincanty Killurin, 
King’s County, for the conveyance to the 
lunatic asylum, Maryborough, of an 
escaped patient from that institution ; 
and will he explain upon what grounds 
the constabulary authorities have refused 
to pay the claim of the car owner. 


(Answered “by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
police did not refuse to pay this claim. 
They forwarded it to the asylum authori- 
ties, by whom it was paid. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


War Commission. 

Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stow- 
market): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War when he anticipates 
receiving the Report of the War Com. 
mission now sitting; and whether he 
will consent to suspend his final decisions 
regarding the new Army Scheme until 
the information afforded by that inquiry 
has reached him. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): As my hon. friend will see by 
referring to the reply given by my 
right hon. friend on Thursday last? to a 
Question put by the hon. Member for 
South Donegal, it is not possible at 
present to give any definite reply to the 
first part of the Question. As regards 
the second part of the Question it is not 
apparent what final decisions my hon. 
friend desires to suspend, but no steps 
are being. taken which are‘ not in 


+See page 920. 
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accordance with the decision of Parlia- | 
ment two years ago. 


{COMMONS} 


| 
Mr. MALCOLM: If the right hon. 
Gentleman is not able to take advantage 


of the information elicited by the War , 


Commission can he say what return the 
nation will get for the money laid out 
on the Commission ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Cape Town Military Scandal. 


Mr. SWIFT MAGNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that Colonel 
H. Cooper, C.M.G., who held the position 
of Boer Commandant at Cape Town from 
Ist April, 1900, was present at the 
dinner given at Mount Nelson Hotel on 
Christmas Eve, 1901, and was at that 
time resident in the hotel; and that he 
did not stop the attack made upon Mr. 
Stanford in the grounds at the back of 
the hotel; can he state whether Colonel 
Cooper took any, and if so what, steps to 
investigate the matter; did he make 
any, and if so what, report to Lord 
Kitchener; why was the report of the 
legal proceedings, in which a sum of 
£1,500 damages and £2,000 costs were 
recovered by Mr. Stanford against ten 
officers in the High Court of Cape 
Colony, excluded from the Cape papers 
by the action of the Military Press 
Censor; why were not the apologies 
offered by the ten officers involved 
allowed to appear in the Cape Press, 
owing to the action of the Press Censor ; 
and can he now give any explanation of ! 
this occurrence, and of the steps he | 
intends to take in the matter. 


! 

Mr. BRODRICK: These matters are | 

at this moment the subject of inquiry; : 

therefore, until the inquiry is concluded, | 

I am sure the hon. Member will under- | 

stand that I cannot reply to individual | 
questions on the subject. 
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Bushmanland Borderers Regiment, 
Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether his attention has 
been called tothe statement made in 
the Cape Parliament on 31st October, 
1902, by the Attorney General, Mr. 
Graham, that the Bushmanland Bor. 


'derers Regiment was raised by the 
Imperial Government, and to the state- 


ment of Mr. Merriman on the same 


_ occasion, that the Bushmanland Borderers 
_had committed outrages, and that two 
of them were in gaol at Malmesbury ; 


‘tion of coloured men in its ranks. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I desire to 


and will he state what proportion of this 
corps were coloured men, and by whose 
orders they were enlisted and armed. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Bushmaniand 
Borderers was raised for local service in 
Cape Colony at the recommendation of 
the Premier of Cape Colony, their employ- 
ment being specially restricted to the 
defence of their own locality and pro- 
perty in case of need, and they were 
consequently not enrolled for general 
service. I am not aware of the propor- 
I 
must point out that the expression 
“coloured men” is commonly used in 
South Africa to mean half-castes, not 
natives, and many of such half-castes are 
on the electorate roll of Cape Colony 


Volunteer and Militia Artillery 
Armaments. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham) : I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he can state the amount 
of money allocated as the result of the 


recommendations of the Mowatt Com- 
mittee to the purchase of new guns for 
Volunteer and Militia Batteries ; how 
much of this money has now been 
expended ; how many Volunteer and 
Militia Batteries have been re-armed ; 
how many are still armed with obsolete 
weapons ; how many new guns have been 
rocured; and how many Regular 

tteries have been created since January, 
1899. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Mowatt Com- 


give notice that on the Estimates I will | mittee did not. deal with new guns for 
go completely into the details of this the Auxiliary Forces Artillery, 200 of 
transaction, and give the names of the , which had been already ordered at a cost 


officers. 


| of £750,000. All this money has been 
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spent. Forty-four Volunteer Batteries 
have been or are in process of being 
rearmed with modern 4°7 guns and three 
Militia Field Batteries with field guns. 
There are eighty-one Volunteer heavy 
batteries still in possession of old type 
equipment. Two hundred and twenty 
heavy guns in all have been procured. 
The number of Regular Horse and Field 
Batteries created since January, 1899, is 
sixty-six. 


Provisional Regiments of Cavalry. 

Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War how 
many provisional regiments of cavalry are 
at present in existence ; what is the cost 
and strength of these regiments; for 
what purpose are they now maintained ; 
and what is intended with respect to them 
in the future, 


Mr. BRODRICK: Six regiments are 
at present in existence. The average 
strength is 898, or deducting men on 
gratuity furlough, 714; and the average 
number of horses is 370. These regi- 
ments were originally established during 
the war pressure to provide drafts for 
cavalry regiments abroad, and are now 
maintained as the most suitable organisa- 
tion into which to form the large surplus 
of men of the cavalry branch now exist- 
ing. Three of these regiments will before 
long be absorbed, but the other three will 
be maintained for the present. The cost 
can only be very roughly estimated at 
£50,000 a year per regiment. 


Naval Officers—Training Curriculum. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON 
(Dundee): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Admiralty whether the curri- 
culum for the first four years of training 
for naval officers under the new system 
has yet been settled ; and, if so, whether 
it will be laid at once upon the Table of 
the House. 


THE SECRETARY to tue ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForsteEr, Belfast, W.): 
The new curriculum has not yet been 
settled. Before arriving at a definite 
conclusion with respect to it, the Admir- 
alty desire to obtain advice from those 
qualified to form an opinion as to the 
subjects to be studied, the time to be 
devoted to each subject, etc. When the 
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curriculum is settled I shall be glad to 
lay a copy of it on the Table of the 
House. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Is 
there any chance of the information 
being given before the Estimates are 
taken ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I 


afraid not. 


am 


Indian Army—India’s Proportion 
of Charge. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India, in view of the fact that the 
House was informed last Autumn that 
the question as to the distribution of 
the charge in respect of the increased 
pay of the British soldier in India had 
been referred to the arbitration of the 
Lord Chief Justice, will he state whether 
his Lordship has yet given his award 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord Grorce Hamitton, Middle- 
sex, Ealing): The case has not yet been 
presented to the Lord Chief Justice. 
The charges to which the arbitration 
refers do not come into course of pay- 
ment before April, 1904. 


St. Patrick’s Day. 

Mr. O’MARA (Kilkenny, S.): I beg to 
ask the Postmaster General as represent- 
ing the Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
whether the 17th March has been declared 
a public holiday in British Colonies ; and, 
if so, will he state in what Colonies and 
in what years. 


Tue POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
E., for Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN): The 
information possessed by the Colonial 
Office is not sufficient to enable me to 
answer the Question of the hon. Member. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, Co., E.): Is 
the right hon. Gentleman aware that 
numerous Irish Premiers in the Colonies 
have invariably declared the 17th March 
as a public holiday 1 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
am not aware of that. 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): Will the right hon. Gentleman make 
irquiries into this matter ? 


Questions. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Yes. 
I have only just received the answer 
from the Colonial Office. I will look into 
the matter and communicate with the hon. 
Member. 


Congo Free State—Berlin General Act. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have taken, or propose to take, 
steps towards procuring the co-operation 
of the principal Signatories to the Berlin 
General Act in efforts to restrain the 
abuses which have grown up under the 
rule of the Congo Free State in violation 
of the provisions of that Act, 


THE UNDER SECRETARY ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord CRANBORNE, 
Rochester): No, Sir. His Majesty’s 
Government are not at present con- 
templating any steps such as the right 
hon. Baronet indicates. 


British Guiana Sugar Plantations—Indian 
Coolie Labour. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether His Majesty’s 
Government are aware that the Crown 
Colony of British Guiana contributes one- 
third of the expense of immigration into 
that colony of Indian coolies for work on 
sugar plantations, and that His Majesty’s 
Government guarantee to the Indian 
Government the payment of wages to, and 
of return passages to India for, such coolies. 
Does the Sugar Convention, by Art. VIL, 


impose on the Permanent Commission at | 


Brussels the duty of pronouncing whether 
such contributions or guarantees constitute 
a direct or indirect bounty on the pro- 


duction or exportation of sugar; does | 


the Convention, in the event of an affirma- 
tive decision on the point, bind His 
Majesty’s Government, by Art. I. and 
Protocol Al and A3, to suppress the 
payments and guarantee in question ; 
and have His Majesty’s Government 
received any ‘communications on the 
subject from the authorities of the 
colony. if 
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Lorp CRANBORNE: The first and 
fourth Questions of my hon. friend should 
be put to the representative of the 
Colonial Office. With regard to the 
other Questions, the interpretation of any 
words in an agreement is not usually 
made the subject of an official statement 
until the circumstances have arisen which 
require such a statement. 


Questions. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Is the 
Foreign Office quite sure that it under- 
stands this Question ? 


No answer was returned. 


British Missions to Foreign Courts. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, has a new regulation been made 
by the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs to the effect that the duration of 
the appointments of heads of missions at 
Foreign Courts shall, in future, not be 
extended beyond five years ; and, if so, 
on what date was that new regulation 
made. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: The regulation 
dealing with the duration of the appoint- 
ments of heads of missions was made in 
1872, and has not been altered since 
that date. 


Post Office Savings Bank. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if, 
before introducing any Bill relating to 
Savings Banks, he will lay upon the 
Table of the House a detailed Return of 
the securities standing, on the 31st of 
December, 1902, in the names of the 
Commissioners for the Reduction of the 
National Debt on account of the Post 
Office Savings Bank Fund, and the 
Trustees Savings Bank Fund, such 
Return to show the nominal amount, 
and the value on the date aforesaid, of 
such securities, and the dividend or 
interest payable thereon. 


The following Question also appeared. 
on the Paper :— 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
_ Exchequer whether he will, before the 
introduction of the Savings Banks Bill, 
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rant the Return relative to Post Office | 
and Trustee Savings Banks Funds stand- 
ing on to-day’s Notice Paper. | 


Tae CHANCELLOR or THE EX-) 
CHEQUER (Mr. Ritcutgz, Croydon): | 
The information asked for by the hon. | 
Members as regards the assets of the 
Trustee Savings Banks Fund and their 
value at the 20th November, 1902, was | 
presented to the House on the 20th in- 
stant,* and has been ordered to beprinted. 
If either of the hon. Members will move 
for a similar Return of the assets of the 
Post Oftice Savings Bank Fund and their | 
value at the 3lst December last there is | 
no objection to its being given in antici- | 
pation of the information annexed to. 
the Annual Report of the Postmaster | 
General. 


Mr. LOUGH: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman undertake not to proceed 
with his Bill until this information has | 
been provided ? | 


Mr. RITCHIE: I do not know) 
whether it is possible to do that, but if 
the hon. Member will put down the 
Motion for the Return the information 
will be given as soon as possible. 


Mr. CHANNING: I will put it down. | 


Board of Trade—President’s Salary. | 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr | 
Tydvil): I beg to ask the President of | 
the Board of Trade if he can say when | 
Parliament provided a specific salary for | 
the holder of his office for services | 
rendered in the Department; and| 
whether he can lay any Papers showing | 
why effect was never given to the Re. 
solution passed by the House on the, 
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of which was £3,000 a year. As regards 
‘the Motion passed by the House oi 
Commons on the 6th April, 1826, I fear 
‘there are no Papers that I could usefully 
lay, but a reference to ‘‘ Hansard” shows 
that the majority (eleven), by which the 
Motion of the then Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was carried, was considered 
too small to justify His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment in then proceeding with the proposal 


that the salary should be £5,000 a year, 
'and £2,000 was accordingly agreed to. 


The Royal Welsh Fusiliers’ Goat. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Agricul- 
ture if he will state under which section 
or sections of Vic. 57 and 58, c. 57, and 
59 and 60 Vic., c. 15, instructions were 


'in the first instance given to slaughter 


the goat of the Royal Welsh Fusiliers on 
his landing at Southampton last month, 
and a refusal was made to the request of 
the officers of the regiment to be allowed 
to retain the head and horns for preser- 


| vation ; whether the conferences between 


the authorities of the War Office and the 
Board of Agriculture as to the proper 
course to be pursued under the circum- 
stances were held on the initiative of the 
War Office or on that of the Board of 
Agriculture ; whether any other Depart- 
ment was consulted before the decision 
to set aside the provisions of the Acts of 
Parliament was come to; whether, in 
consequence of the action of his Depart- 
ment, he contemplates any legislation ; 
| and, if so, will he consider the advisabil- 
ity of relaxing the provisions of the pre- 
‘sent law in the case of animals kept as 
pets by regiments. 


THE PRESIDENT oF THe BOARD 
oF AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hanbury, 
| Preston): The answer to the first part 





Motion of the then Chancellor of the | 

Erchoierin 1820, that His Majay be Oh tBe,Quation Seton, oth 

a ro Ars ie pe — . £5,000 val | tion is pF allowed. in the case of 
eT eee | regimental pets, but from the reply re- 


Tue PRESIDENT or THE BOARD oF | ceived from the officer in command of 


_the battalion it appeared that the goat 
carat ~ wiper wenger gtr Pomargge | | had been purchased in South Africa to 


Central): The salary of the President of 4 
the Board of Trade is sanctioned by the | | replace one which had been presented to 
Act “7 George IV., cap. 32.” The post was | the regiment by Her late Majesty. and 
per y held in conjunction with the, ae vane tek OE wcavetnett by 
office of Treasurer of the Navy, the salary | the Deputy Adjutant General that it was 


|in fact the recognised _regimental goat 
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authority for its landing was given. No| Mail Contracts. 

order for the slaughter of the animalso| Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter. 
long as it was not landed was given, and| bury): I beg to ask the Postmaster 
no instructions whatever were issued | General if he will explain the cause of 
with regard to the head and horns as | the delay in calling for tenders for the 
suggested in the Question. mail service between this country and 
| India, the East, and Australia; and if 
‘he will say when the present contract 
| with the Peninsular and Oriental Steam 
Navigation Companies expires. 
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Aliens in Wormwood Scrubs Prison. 

Mr CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department how | 


many foreign prisoners are now confined | » 
in Wormwood Scrubs Prison; what | _ MR- AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


proportion they form of the total number | Notice has been given to the Peninsular 
of prisoners ; how many of them were | 4nd Oriental Steam Navigation Company 
convicted of indictable offences ; and | 2nd the Orient Steam Navigation Com- 
what is their average sentence. | pany to terminate their contracts for 
: | the mail services between this country 
Pe Fg Tea FOR | and India, the East, and — on 

4 MEN (Mr. AKERS | the 3lst of January, 1905. The ques- 
me an ap gana ad = ne" | tion of the future seskemnialie of the 
Ormation asked for by my hon. iriend | service is being carefully considered by 
ps reg ge dag creye gee | the several Departments. of the Govern- 

1 ’ » as e . isi ry 

the other day in answer to the hon. and | poe preps - — —s 
gallant Member for Central Sheffield, I | pe ‘ 
am obtaining for the purpose of laying | 


before the Royal Commission.+ I think | Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: Why 


a complete Return is more satisfactory | have the contracts been extended two 


than scattered information as to particular Years % Will Papers be laid before 
prisons. Parliament # 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, | 
Thanet): Cannot the Return be made to | Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN; 
the House of Commons ? |The contract has not been extended. 
; , | We had to give two years notice, dating 

*MR. AKERS DOUGLAS : Certainly -| from January 31st last, that we wished 
If it is wished, I will give the information to terminate the contract, and that is all 
in answer to a Question. _we did. The notice will not take effect 


Public Companies—Fraudulent Balance | for two years. 
Sheets. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South | Unprofitable Telegraphic Business. 


Molton): I beg to ask Mr. Attorney | 
General whether he will state when he | 


proposes to introduce legislation for the 
purpose of amending the law relating to 
fraudulent balance sheets of public com- 
panies. 


Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
RosertT Finay, Inverness Burghs) : I am 


anxious to introduce a Bill at the earliest | 


possible date, and I am now in com- 
munication with the Lord Chancellor. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Is fresh 
legislation necessary 1 


No answer was returned. 
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Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I beg 
to ask the Postmaster General whether 
his attention has been directed to the 
Parliamentary Return just issued, from 
which it appears that there was a loss, 
including interest on telegraph loans, of 
nearly £1,000,000 on the telegraph busi 
ness last year ; and whether he will now 
consider the advisability of appointing a 
Committee of business men to inquire 
into the cause of this loss on the telegraph 
service of the country. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
loss to which my hon. friend refers is 
made up of £651,880, the balance of ex- 
penditure over receipts for the year, and 
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£298,860, the interest of the telegraph | the First Commissioner of Works, whether 
capital expenditure of £10,867,644. The hisattention hasbeen calledtothe proposed 
reasons for the loss are well known, and I | sale for building purposes of the open 
do not think any useful purpose would be | space of land at the west of Kensington 
served by the appointment of a Committee | Gardens, facing the Barracks, lying in 
of Enquiry. ‘front of Church Street, and vernal to 
7. ; the densely populated neighbourhood of 
‘aye pe are oe tg a ON: | Campden Hill; and whether he will 
consider the advisability of taking steps 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The | to prevent this sale. 

ublic, through its representatives in this | 
ouse, has preferred to get a return for | 
its money in the shape of greater facilities 
rather than in revenue. Consequently 

we are doing business at a loss. 


What 


| Mr. HAYES FISHER: I am not 
quite clear what is the property 
| referred to. Perhaps the hon. Member 
| will communicate with me privately and 


Sandhurst College and Old Dean 
Common. 
- Captain NORTON (Newington, W): | 
] beg to ask the hon. Member for North 
Huntingdonshire, as representing the 
First Commissioner of Works,whether he 
will take steps to prevent any further 
portion of the Crown land known as Old 
Dean Common, between Bagshot and 
Camberley, being built over, in view of 
its value for the instruction in surveying 
of Sandhurst cadets and officers at the. 
Staff College, and for other military 


purposes. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hayes FisHer, , 
Fulham) : I explained the circumstances 
of this case at some length in an answer 
to a Parliamentary Question on 18th 
December last.* I presume that the 
hon. and gallant Member refers only to, 
the strip of land half a mile in depth 
which borders on the Bagshot Road. | 
This land is of considerable value for | 
building, and no representations have | 
been made to me by the War Office | 
against its use for this purpose. Should 
the Secretary of State require more 
land for military purposes, the Commie. | 
sioners of Woods could let to the War | 
Office a large area in addition to what | 
they will still hold under the lease that | 


| 


| put down the Question again later, if 


necessary. 


Ventilation in the House of Commons. 


*Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports- 
mouth): I beg to ask the hon. Member 
for North Huntingdonshire, as represent- 
ing the First Commissioner of Works, 
whether, in view of the present state of 
the weather, he will take steps to prevent 
draughts of cold air being forced into the 
Library of the House of Commons. 


Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES (Hunting- 
donshire, Ramsey): The First _Com- 
missioner has made inquiry on this 
matter, and is assured that the currents 
of cold air referred to by my hon. friend 
are not connected with the ventilatin 
system. They are most probably ‘ened 
into the rooms from the open air by the 
pressure of the recent heavy winds, and 
cannot, it is feared, in such circumstances 
be prevented. 


*Mr. LUCAS: I can assure my hon- 
friend that the draughts come from the 
ventilator round the bottom of the 
room. 


Belfast Revision. 
*Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid): I 


has been granted. The hon. and gallant beg to ask Mr. Attorney General for 


Member has therefore no ground for his | Ireland whether he has had ,an oppor- 
apprehensions. | tunity of considering the decision of one 


| of tne Revising Barristers for Belfast that 


Campden Hill—Open Spaces. | sub-tenants of rooms in dwelling houses 


are entitled to the householders franchise ; 
and whether he will introduce a Bill for 
the purpose of making it clear that- such 
sub-tenants are merely entitled to the 
| lodger franchise. 


_ Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, | 


W.): I beg to ask the hon. Member for | 
North Huntingdonshire, as representing | 





* See (4) Debates, cxvi., 1635. 
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THe ATTORNEY 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry 
N): The Revising Barrister, in the 


instance mentioned, decided upon the facts | 


of the particular case that the claimant 
occupied the upper portion of the house in 
which he lived as a separate dwelling; that 
his occupation and control were exclusive ; 
and that the landlord who lived on the 
ground floor exercised no control. The_ 
Court of Appeal decided that there was 
evidence to sustain that finding, Lord 
Justice FitzGibbon intimating his opinion 
that the conclusion of the Revising 
Barrister was, on the evidence, right. 
The decision of the Revising Barrister 
was not of the general nature or effect 
indicated in the Question. It is in 
conformity with earlier decisions, and no 
amendment of the law seems to be called 
for. 


St. Louis Exposition— Irish Exhibits. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Irish 
Government intend to take any steps, 
and, if so, what, to have Irish industries 
represented at the forthcoming St. Louis 
Exposition. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This matter is en- 
gaging the consideration of the Govern- 
ment. At present, I am not ina position 
to make any further statement. 


Irish Land Commission Rent Reductions. | 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland the average amount of rent 
reduction sanctioned by the Irish Land | 
Commission for the first-term and second- 
term rents respectively; whether the 
whole of the holdings revised the first 
time have been revised the second time ; 
and what proportion such holdings form 
to the total rent acreage of Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Annual Re- 
ports of the Land Commissioners contain 
appendices showing the effect of second- | 
term rent fixing on first-term rents year | 
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for a second term. The total rent 
acreage of Ireland is not known. 


Land Purchase Acts Return. 


Mr. LAMBERT: 1 beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, whether he can grant the 
Return relative to Land Purchase Acts 
(Ireland) standing on to-day’s Paper. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The information 
under the first, third and fourth head- 
ings can be given. With respect, how- 
ever, to the second, the official records 
do not distinguish the average number of 
years purchase on first and second term 
rents, respectively. Many holdings have 
been sold that are not subject to judicial 
rents, and the averages shown in the 
published Reports of the Land Commis- 
sioners are calculated without reference 
to the nature of the rent. I propose to 
lay on the Table some Papers on the 
subject of Land Purchase operations, 
and will include amongst these statistical 
information on the matters to which the 
hon. Member alludes. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Will the Papers be 
laid before the introduction of the Land 
Bill ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I should prefer to 
lay them on the day of the introduction. 
I wish to have a virgin field for my own 
efforts. 


[Appended is the Return referred to in 


| the Question. ] 


Mr. LAMBERT, — Land Purchase 
Acts (Ireland): Return showing (1) the 
total acreage of Irish land sold to tenants 
under the Purchase Acts; (2) the 
average number of years purchase paid 
on the first term and second term rents; 
(3) the total amount advanced ; and (4) 


the number of tenants to whom advances 
| have been made. 


Chaffpool Police Huts. 
Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, S.): I beg to 


by year since second-term rent fixing 8k the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


commenced in 1896. The appendices | Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
distinguish first-term rent fixing from | aware that there'is a canteen attached to 
1881 to the present. Roughly speaking, | the police protection hut at Chaffpool, 
something less than one-third of the rents | county Sligo, where persons of all ages 
fixed for a first term have been revised | can obtain porter at all hours, day and 
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night ; and will he state what steps the 
authorities propose to take in the matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A canteen store is 
attached to the police station at Chatf pool 
for the purpose of supplying the police 
and other persons in the locali y who 
have experienced difficulty in obtaining 
necessaries. Thecanteen is duly .icensed, 
ani there has been no infringement of 

‘the law as suggested. 


Mr. ODOWD: I beg also to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, will he state the number of 
police huts erected in the townlands of 
Chaffpool, Achonry, and Letrim, in the 
rural district of Tubbercurry, county 
Sligo, with the number of police stationed 
therein ; what portion, if any, of the cost 
incurred will be chargeable on the people 
of these localities ; and whether there is 
any present intention on the part of the 
authorities to have these huts and extra 
police removed. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There are four 
huts in this area, occupied by an officer 
and seventeen men. The cost to the 
district in respect of the force is at the 
rate of £516 per annum. [hope the con- 
dition of affairs in the district will soon 
justify the withdrawal ot the extra police. 


Inch Strand, Kerry—Foreshore Rights. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether the promised 
inquiry has been held regarding the 
high-water line at Inch Strand, county 
Kerry; and, if so, will he state the 
result. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: In reply 
to @ question by the hon. Member on 
27th October,* 1 stated that the Board 
of Trade had received complaints that 
the owner of the adjoining land had 
erected posts upon the beach which 
were said to interfere with the use of 
the foreshore at Inch Strand. From 
inquiries which have since been made 
at my request by the Navigating Officer 
of H.M.S. “ Collingwood ” it appears that 
the posts are above the high-water line 
of ordinary spring tides, and in these 





* See (4) Debates, exiii., 826, 
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circumstances the Board of Trade have 
no jurisdiction in the matter. 


Post Office and the Irish Language. 

Mr. CREAN (Cork, 8. E.): I beg to” 
ask the Pos master General whether he 
is aware that an official in the Kinsale’ 
Post Office refused a parcel because the 
address on the parcel was in Irish; 
and whether, seeing that the official 
in question admitted that he knew 
Irish and could make out the destina- 
tion of the parcel, such conduct of 
officials has the sanction of the Post 
Office authorities. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
official to whom the parcel to which 
the hon. Member refers was tendered, 
states that she could not decipher the 
address with any certainty, and in these 
circumstances she was justified in refusing 
to accept the parcel. 


Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL (Mayo, 8.): 
Will the right hon. Gentleman in 
future take steps to appoint to the 
Post Office only those who can read 
Irish ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No; 
Sir, I must decline to do that. I do 
not: think it right to exclude from the 
Post Office services officials who cannot 
read Irish. ; 


Mr. CREAN: Did not this official 
admit that she understood the address ? 


Mr. O'DONNELL: Is it not the fact: 
that in Wales—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
general question cannot be argued on- 
a Question raising a specific case. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that owing 
to the strong feeling in Ireland that 
some facilities should be given in the 
Post Office 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Committee of Defence. 
Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, Fare- 
ham) : I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether, in view of the fact that 
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no opportunity will be given, on a specific | 
Vote or otherwise, to discuss the composi- | 
tion or functions of the new Committee | 
of Defence, he will consider the advisa- | 
bility of proposing an alteration in the | 
Rules of this House which would make 
the discussion of Imperial Defence as a 
whole, and the relative needs of the two 
services, in order on the Army or Navy | 
Estimates, or will provide some definite | 
opportunity other than on the Budget | 
when such discussion would be _per- | 
missible. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD oF tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, E.): My hon. 
friend is no doubt aware that I have 
answered the most important parts of 
this Question a few days ago. Of course 
I am open to having questions put to me 
in the House as to the constitution of the 
Defence Committee, and I shall be glad 
to answer them to the best of my ability. 
But at present I do not think it would be | 
aavinstlp to devote one or two days of 
the session to a discussion of all the deli- | 
cate international questions which must 
arise if we are to discuss strategy at | 
large. I should be sorry to commit my- | 
. self further at present. | 





Chilian and Argentine Battleships. | 
| CONGESTEDDISTRICTS (SCOTLAND)yACT 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
-ask the First Lord of the Treasury are | 
His Majesty’s Government aware that, | 
by the Convention ratified on 22nd | 
September, 1902, Chili and the Argentine | 
Republic undertake to reduce their fleets | 
within one year from that date, and that | 
consequently two first class battleships 
of the latest type, costing together about | 
£2,200,000, and recently heubet by | 
Messrs. Vickers and Messrs. Armstrong, | 
respectively, are now for sale; have His | 
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carefully considered—by the Admiralty ; 
and they have clearly come to the opinion 
that the ships which are for sale are not 
suitable for their purposes, and that it 
would not be advisable to buy them. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : Is it not the 
fact that they are much superior to any 
ships of our own Navy? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Thatis not the . 
Admiralty view. 


NEW WRIT. 


—_——— | 


For the borough of Woolwich, in the 
room of Vice-Admiral Charles William 
de la Poer Beresford, commonly called 


| Lord Charles Beresford (Manor of North- 


stead).—(Sir Alexander Acland-Hood.) 
NEW MEMBER SWORN. 

Thomas Ryburn Buchanan, esquire, 
for the county of Perth (Eastern 
Division). 

SHUPS BILL. 

Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. 

Bill withdrawn. 


(1897) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Order for Second Reading upon 
Friday 8th May read, and discharged. 
Bill withdrawn. 


NEW BILIS. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (TRANSFER OF 
POWERS) BILL. 


“To amend Section 10 of the Local 


Majesty’s Government considered the 


Government Act, 1888,” presented by 


change in the present proportion of Mr. Long; to be read a second time 
foreign navies to that of Great Britain | pon Monday next, and to be printed 


which would result from the acquisition 
of these ships by a Foreign Power ; if so, 
what steps do they propose to take 
‘to prevent the consequent diminution 
in the relative strength of the British 
Navy. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The important 
‘point to which the hon. Member calls 
attention has been considered—and 


| [Bill 65.] 


TRADE DISPUTES ARBITRATION BILL. 

“To provide for Arbitration in Trade 
Disputes,” presented by Mr. Nannetti; 
supported by Mr. Joyce, Mr. Sheehan, 
Mr. Shackleton, Mr. Keir Hardie, and 
Mr. E. Crean ; to be read a second time 
u Friday, 8th May, and to be 
printed. [Bill 66.] 








é 
The Galway 
THE GALWAY VACANCY. 


Tur ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir | 
Ropert Finuay, Inverness Burghs) : 
| rise to move the Motion that stands in 
my name, ‘‘That Mr. Speaker do issue 
his warrant to the Clerk of the Crown 
in Ireland to make out a new writ for 
the election of a Member to serve in 
this present Parliament for the city of 
Galway, in the room of Arthur Alfred 
Lynch, adjudged guilty of high treason.” 
The effect of the judgment in this case 
is a matter of notoriety, and the House 
has now before it the record of the 
proceedings stating what was the form 
of the indictment, what was the judg- 
ment of the Court, and what has been done 
with regard to the commutation of the 
sentence There is no doubt whatever 
that this judgment operates to disqualify 
the person in question from sitting in 
this House. In past days there has 
sometimes been a debate on that subject, 
but all doubt is removed by the terms of 
the Forfeiture Act passed in 1870, 
which provides expressly that such a 
judgment shall operate as a disqualifica- 
tion from sitting in this House. In a 
matter of so much importance hon. 
Members will perhaps desire that I 
should read the words of the Act. The 
section runs— 
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“Tf any person is convicted of treason or 


felony for which he is sentenced to death or. 


penal servitude, or any term of imprisonment 
with hard labour exceeding twelve months, he 
becomes, and until he has suffered the punish- 
ment to which he is sentenced or such other 
punishment as he may be subjected to by the 
competent authorities, or receives a free pardon 
from the Crown, he continues, incapable of 
being elected to, or sitting, or voting, in either 
House of Parliament.”’ 


That express enactment renders it quite 
unnecessary for the House to pass any 
resolution stating that that is the effect 


of the judgment. Before that Act the 
practice had been established of having 
a resolution declaring that the judgment 
had the effect of disqualifying the person 
in question, and that practice survived 
in several cases after the statute of 
1870; but I think the House will agree 
with me that in face of this express 
enactment it is absolutely unnecessary to 
pass any resolution. That is a matter of 
clear law, and the only question that 
Temains is, what shall be done with 
reference to the vacancy in Galway, 
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which has been so created? Notice of 
opposition to this Motion has been given 
by the hon. Member for North Islington. 
Iam not surprised that there should be 


Vacancy. 


in some parts of the House a feeling such 


as finds expression in the Amendment. 
There is naturally a very strong feeling 
of resentment at what occurred in con- 
nection with this return to serve in the 
House, for at the time when Arthur 


| Alfred Lynch was elected to serve in 
| Parliament, it was notorious that he was 


in arms against the Crown. And that 
being so, I do not think anyone can, 
be surprised at there being a strong 
desire to inflict some penalty on the 
constituency that chose to return such 
a Member of Parliament. I quite 
appreciate the reasons which have led the 
hon. Member to give his notice, 
but I hope that in this matter 
the House will be guided by 
“aap and principle. It might 
e a very dangerous thing indeed if a 
precedent were set of disfranchising a 
constituency because it returned to the 
House of Commons a person whose 
views or whose conduct were obnoxious. 
—and most justly obnoxious—to the 
views of the majority of the House. 
Such a principle, if once’ introduced, 
might lead to very startling applications. 


The present case, no doubt, is a very 
extreme one. It has been said that 
hard cases make bad laws. However 
that may be, extreme cases may very 
easily lead to the establishment of very 
dangerous principles, which in their 
application in other cases may be very 
much to be regretted. There isa certain 
class of cases in which the House has 
been in the habit of suspending the 
issue of a writ. It will be found on 
examination that these are cases in 
which there has been in the constituency 
very general bribery and corruption, 
| where inquiry was desirable and was 
| about to be instituted, and where it was 
very probable that matters might end 
in the total disfranchisement of the 
constituency as a punishment for the 
| practices which had been very generally 
prevalent there. There is the well- 
| known case of the Mayo election, where 
intimidation had very largely existed, 
and in that case the House directed the 
prosecution of several persons and sus- 
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pended the issue of the writ during the pathy with the views of Mr. Smith 
then present session. That was a very O’Brien when they returned him to 
natural course to take, and it was a Parliament. I do not know how that 
course which might have the effect of stands, and, at this distance of time, | 
enabling the constituency to recover dare say it would not be quite easy to 
from those influences which, according | ascertain. 
to the result of the inquiry, appeared so, My hon. friend may say that that is not 
extensively to have been brought to a sufficient reason for proceeding as 
bear upon it. The present, however, is Lord John Russell did. There are four 
a very different case from those in which other cases which really present stronger 
the writs have been suspended. There | grounds for suspending the issue of a 
are precedents with regard to it, and writ than the case of Galway now befor: 
the chain of precedents is unbroken | the House, because in every one of these 
in showing that in such circumstances cases the Member was returned to 
as the present the issue of a writ ought Parliament when he was actually g 
not to be suspended by way of a punish- convict ; and yet not in one of these 
ment to the constituency. There have cases was the issue of the writ suspended, 
been five cases, beginning with the year and in most of them the necessary pro- 
1849, and coming down to the year ceedings were taken by the Government 
1895, in which this question has arisen, for filling up the places. In 1870 
under circumstances similar to the | O’Donovan Rossa was returned to the 
present. There was in 1849 the case of House. The Motion that he was dis- 
Mr. Smith O’Brien, who was Member for qualified for sitting in the House, and 
Limerick ; in 1870 the case of O'Donovan the Motion that a new writ do issue, 
Rossa, who was Member for Tipperary ;| was made by the Leader of the House, 
in 1875 the case of Mr. John Mitchell, Mr. Gladstone. In 1875, Mr. John 
who was also Member for Tipperary; Mitchell, being then a convict, was 
in 1882 the case of Mr. Davitt, Member returned to the House by Tipperary. 
for Meath; and in 1895 the case of He had been convicted of treason felony 
Mr. Daly, Member for Limerick. In| jin 1848, but had escaped before his 
mot one of those cases was the sentence had expired, and in 1875 he 
issue of the writ suspended in terms was returned to Parliament. Mr. 
similar to those of the Motion of which Disraeli, who was then Leader of the 
my hon. friend has given notice, and it House, moved the Resolution, and it 
will be found on examination that in would appear, though I do not think it 
almost all the cases the proceedings |is expressly stated, that Mr. Disraeli 
necessary to fill up the vacancy were also moved the issue of the writ. In 
taken by the Government of the day. 1882 Mr. Davitt was returned for Meath. 
He had been convicted of treason felony 
Si GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, | in 1870, and was under a sentence of 
N.): Not in the last case. penal servitude for fifteen years. When 
he was returned in 1882, being then a 
Sir ROBERT FINLAY: I said “in | convict whose sentence had not expired, 
almost all the cases.” In 1849 there| the Attorney General of the day, now 
occurred the case of Mr. Smith O’Brien, | Lord James of Hereford, put down upon 
which in some respects is most nearly the Paper of the House two Resolutions. 
analogous to the present case, because | The first Resolution was that Mr. Davitt 
he was a Member of the House before | was disqualified for sitting in the House, 
the conviction for high treason took | and that was carried on a division upon 
place. His punishment was commuted | the Motion of the Attorney General. 
to transportation, and under these | The other Resolution which the Attorney 
circumstances the Leader of the House, | General put down was that a writ should 
Lord John Russell, moved a Resolution | issue to fill the vacancy. He did not 
that he was disqualified, and moved the | move it for the reason that a claim 
issue of the writ to fill up the vacancy. | was made for the seat, and it was not 
It may be said by my hon. friend that | desirable that anything should be done 
jn that case there is nothing to show | until that matter had been disposed of. 
how far the constituency were in sym- | That took place in February, and the 


Sir Robert Finlay. 
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writ was not moved then for the reason 
I have stated. It appears to have been 


moved in the Parliament following, and | 
I am told that it was moved by a/| 
Member of the Irish Party, but it does 

not appear to have met with any opposi- 

tion, and was issued. 


The last case is that which occurred 
in 1895, when Mr. Daly was returned 
for Limerick. He had been convicted 
of treason felony in 1884, and _ his 
sentence being unexpired, he was re- 
turned to Parliament in 1895. The 
Attorney General, now the Lord Chief 
Justice, moved the Resolution declaring 
that he was disqualified from sitting in 
the House. That is the Resolution which 
I now ask the House to dispense with 
as being unnecessary.. When the Resolu- 
tion had been carried, the First Lord was 
asked whether he proposed to move the 
writ, and replied “ Not to-day.” The 
matter stood over, and the Motion was 
afterwards made by an hon. Member for 
an Irish constituency, and appears to have 
passed unopposed, and the writ was issued 
in the ordinary course. Now, Sir, I sub- 
mit tothe House that the precedents are 
really unanimous forthewrit going in such 
cases,and that these precedents are based 
upon sound principles. The precedents 
also show that the practice has been for 
the Government to move in this matter, 
and I apprehend for this reason the 
members of the Government may be 
regarded as being charged in some 
degree with the care of any matter of 
privilege which may arise. Under these 
circumstances, I beg to move, Sir, that 
you, Mr. Speaker, do issue your warrant 


for the purposes of this writ, and I | 
the case of Maidstone. 


would ask the House, in deciding upon 
the matter, not to allow themselves to 


be carried away by any feeling of resent- | 
'sons having been proved guilty of cor- 


ment, however natural, and I may even 


say proper, but to be guided in a matter | 


which is of so much importance by pre- 
cedent and by reason. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Mr. Speaker do issue his Warrant 
to the Clerk of the Crown in Ireland to 
make out a New Writ for the election of 
a Member to serve in this present Par- 
liament for the City of Galway, in the 
room of Arthur Alfred Lynch, adjudged 
guilty of high treason.”—(The Attorney 
General.) 
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Stir GEORGE BARTLEY: 


I am 


sorry to have to move an Amend- 


ment to this Motion, and my Amend- 
ment will run in these words: 


_Leave out all the words after “that,” 


and insert “the writ for the City of 


Galway do not issue during the present 
| session.”’ I think that is a very moderate 
-and mild conclusion, and I hope that 
_what I shall have the honour of saying 


will convince many hon. Members that 
this is a reasonable step to take. I do 
not quite understand why the Govern- 
ment should act as they have done in 
pressing this matter forward. Although 
I am not a great believer in precedents, 
and do not think they should always be 
followed, it is clear from the precedents 
in this matter that it has not been the 
universal practice for the Government 
to move the writ. Under present cir- 
cumstances, if it had been left to the 
Whips of the Irish Party, it would not 
have been a matter for the Government, 
and hon. Members on this side would 
have voted without the tie of Party 
allegiance, and without following the 
Party Whip. [ regret that this course 
has been taken, because the reason is 
obvious, but nevertheless I think it my 
duty to bring the matter forward, and 
challenge a division upon the subject. 
I shall endeavour to show that this is an 
altogether unprecedented case, that we 
have never had & similar one, and the 
reasons | shall give ought to be reasons 


| for suspending the writ. 


There have been many occasions on 
which a writ has been delayed in issuing, 
for as recently as 1901 an hon. Member 
moved that a writ should be withheld in 
The reason for 


| this was that it was considered that the 





borough was corrupt, twenty-five per- 


ruption, and eleven havingbeen bribed. I 
spoke on that occasion and voted for 
the Resolution for delaying the writ, 
because I thought it should be delayed. 
I only refer to this question to show that 
it has been the practice in many other 
cases, and I also bring it forward to 
show the reason why the writ was there 
suspended. It was suspended because 
twenty or forty persons had been proved 
to be corrupt in that district, and al- 
though that was a proper case, I shall 
show that the offence was a compara- 
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tively small one compared with the 
offence in Galway. The same thing 
happened in Nottingham and Norwich 
in 1848, when the writ for a similar 
offence—corruption—was suspended for 
five years; and therefore it is quite 
clear from the precedents that this 
House has the power, and has exercised 
it, of suspending a writ when it thinks 
proper, and suspending a writ even for a 
period of five years. 

It is clear from the Attorney General's 
speech that it is not unprecedented for 
hon. Members of this Houseto be guilty 
of treason. ‘There have been several 
cases, and we are all very sorry for it. 
The last case was Daly's, which the 
Attorney General has referred to, and 
in that case the Government did not 
take any action, but left it to the 
ordinary channels for the moving of the 
writ ; but the case which is most in com- 
mon is that of 1849, when William 
Smith O’Brien was expelled the House; 
and before that there was another case 
in 1715, when a Mr. Foster was expelled 
as a traitor. In both these cases, it is 
true — and certainly in Mr. Smith 
O Brien’s case—the Leader of the House 
did move the writ, but the case I shall 
try and make out is that this instance of 
Galway differs, because the constituency 
knew the facts before the hon. Member 
was elected. In all these former cases 
this was not so. The Smith O’Brien 
case rests most on all fours, but he 
became a traitor after he had been 
elected. 

In Galway the so-called ‘Colonel ” 
Lynch was elected by a constituency 
because they knew he was a traitor, and 
they voted for him because he was a 
traitor. This was advertised and 
known, as I shall show by quotations. 
It was known at the time that he was 
fighting against the King’s soldiers, and 
it was for that reason that he was 
elected. I have shown, and I think it 
is obvious, that we have the right to 
suspend the writ; and I say distinctly 
that if we have the right to suspend it 
because a few persons in a district 
are guilty of bribery and corruption, 
most emphatically it is our duty to do 
so in a district and borough where there 
has been wholesale treason in returning 
a Member. Now, Sir, what are the 
facts? They are these: Arthur Lynch 


Sir George Bartley. 
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was returned for Galway; he was tried 
and found guilty of high treason for 
fighting for the enemies of this 
country, firing at, and doing all he 
could to kill our own soldiers our sons 
and brothers, he was condemned to 
death, but the Royal clemency has been 
given to him, and the sentence of death 
has been reduced to penal servitude 
for life. It may be that the con 
stituency were unaware of these facts 
It may be that he might have become 
a traitor afterwards, but I shall read 
from quotations to show that this was 
not the case in Galway. Asa matter 
of fact, a great number of the electors 
there knew what Colonel Lynch '!was 
doing, and they not only knew this but 
gloried in it, and made boast of it, and 
a constituency that does this certainly 
should be treated as severely as con- 
stituencies were treated where there 
was a certain amount of corruption and 
bribery. 


Now, the way to prove that will be to 
read extracts from the local newspapers 
and from the speeches delivered at the 
time. I do not wish to delay the House 
long, but I must just read a few of these 
quotations. The hon. and learned Men- 
ber for Waterford, for instance, tele- 
graphed that he hoped the electors of 
Galway would haul down the blood- 
stained banner of England, and _ hoist 
that of a free nationality. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): 
I was in America at the time. 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY: It is all 
very well to laugh at these things, and 
it is all very well for the hon. Member 
for Waterford to say he was.in America 
—we have heard these things before. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The hon: 
Gentleman misunderstands me. [| saidi 
I was in America, and I took no part in 
the election. I indeed sent a telegram 
from America, but it was. in no ‘such 
words as those. i 


Smr GEORGE BARTLEY: 'I will 
read the words. The hon. Gentleman 
will not dispute that he telegraphed 
the words which were published—that 
he wished Colonel! Lynch (the soldier 
of freedom) might. be elected. 
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Mr. JOHN REDMOND: No; [ never | 
telegraphed such words. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
$.): Where did you get them ? 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY: I have 
often noticed this course taken when these 
things are brought up. I will read the 
extracts from the Irish papers, and 
perhaps what they contain will con- 
clusively show that my statement is 
correct. 





Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Really, Mr. 
Speaker, I must intervene, I think, on 
the issue that has been raised. What 
I said is of very little importance; but 
as I have contradicted the statement, 
and as the hon. Gentleman has not 
accepted my contradiction, I ask you, 
Sir, as a matter of order, if the hon. 
Gentleman is not bound to accept my 
disclaimer of those words. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
for North Islington was going beyond 
the Rules of Order in saying after the 
contradiction of the hon. Member, that 
such statements were often made. The 
hon. Member should withdraw that 
remark. 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY: I do not 
wish to say anything that is not court- 
eous or respectful to the hon. Member, 
but I will read various quotations which 
I have, and, if the hon. Member disputes 
them, of course I will withdraw. i2 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Does the hon. Mem- 
ber withdraw the statement which seemed 
to imply that the hon. Member for 
Waterford had wilfully denied the use of 
words which he actually did use ? 


Sm GEORGE BARTLEY: I beg par- 
don. I did not mean my words to have 
any such application. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said if the hon, Mem- 
ber said he did not mean his words to 
have any such application, that was 
quite enough. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: It is of no 
consequen’s. oon. 
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Sir GEORGE BARTLEY : I shall give 
the various quotations as I have them here. 
The Galway Observer, in an article on 26th 
October, said— 


**Colonel Arthur Lynch . . . acted as war 
correspondent for Le Journal in the Transvaal. 
He abandoned the pen for the sword, and raised 
and commanded the so-called Second [ri-h 
Brigade on the Boer side.” 


That was the reason why the paper 
strongly urged the electors to support 
him. I say that is conclusive evidence 
that the electors knew what they were 
doing. The Irish Daily Independent and 
Nation, on 13th November, said— 

‘* Colonel Lynch it will be remembered fought 
with the Boers in the South African War, and 
it is believed that if he landed in Ireland there 
is a probability of his being at once placed under 
arrest for high treason.” 

That is a clear indication that that 
newspaper knew that he was an offender, 
and I say emphatically that it was known 
in the district that he was acting in that 
way. The Galway Observer, on 26th 
October, said in reference to Colonel 
Lynch— 

“ He is quite eligible for a seat in Parliament, 


notwithstanding his being in arms against the 
forces of the King in South Africa.” 


That shows again it was common know- 
ledge in the district where the election 
was going on. The Freeman’s Journal on 
18th November published a telegram sent 
to the hon. Member for East Mayo by 
the hon. Member for Waterford and others. 
It contained these words— 

‘* We call upon the people of Galway to strike 
a blow for Irish freedom by electing triumph- 


antly the Nationalist candidate, the soldier of 
freedom, Colonel Arthur Lynch.” 


These are the words on which I based the 
statement I made just now. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The words I 
objected to were some reference to a 
blood-stained flag. 


Sir G. BARTLEY: I, of course, do 
not want to repeat that. [An IRISH 
MemBER: “ Because you can't.”]| The 
hon. Member for East Clare, speaking at a 
meeting at Galway on 18th November, is 
reported in the Freeman's Journal to have 
said that— 

“Colonel Lynch could not come to Galwa; 
because there was a price upon his head, but if 
he was made M.P. for way the British 
Soogeann would not dare to lay hands on 

im. 
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That shows that the action of Colonel 
Lynch was known distinctly and emphati- 


cally to the electorate. The Freeman’s | 
Journal reported a meeting addressed by | 
Mr. Davitt on the previous day at the | 


Court Theatre, Galway. Mr. Davitt 
said— 

‘* What was the case of Colonel Lynch? They 

knew that he fought as gallantly and loyally 
for the Boers as Major MacBride. A conven- 
tion was called in Galway and Colonel Lynch’s 
name, with his consent, was placed before it 
and he was unanimously adopted as the 
Nationalist candidate.” 
There were two men, Major MacBride 
and Colonel Lynch, and there appeared 
to be a competition as to who had been 
most active on behalf of the enemies of 
this country. There was a competition 
as to which had been the greatest traitor. 
I say that is conclusive proof that the 
electorate of Galway knew emphatically 
what was going on. The Freeman's 
Journal, in a leading article on November 
22nd said— 

“ Colonel Lynch, the soldier of Boer liberty, 

has been returned. . . . Those who have 
never heard of Mr. Plunkett will hear that 
Galway, an [rish constituency, has elected to 
the British House of Commons a Mewber 
whose chief claim upon it is that he defended 
Boer independence against unscrupulous 
British aggression.” 
I have an extract from the Galway 
Express, which I believe is a Unionist 
paper. In an article on November 30th 
it said— 

“Mr. Lynch... cannot under existing 
conditions sit. He is, by the account of bis 
own supporters, a rebel who joined himself 
unto the Boers, and bore arms against the 
British empire and its Sovereign.” 


The Freeman's Journal of November | 


26th contained a telegram reporting a 
meeting held at Chicago at which the 
hon. Member for Waterford said— 


‘*‘ When the Irish wanted to send a Member | 


to represent them in Parliament they picked 
out a Colonel who had fought for the Boers.” 


That shows conclusively that they did 
know it, and acted accordingly. After 
the election, the Galway Observer states— 


““A meeting of the Letterfrack Branch of 
the United Irish League was held on 24th 
November, at which Mr. Valleby proposed the 
following resolution : ‘ That we, members of the 
Letterfrack Branch of the United Irish League, 
hail with delight the result of the Galway 
election, and the return of Colonel Arthur 
Lynch, who fought against British t — and 
for the freedom of the South African 
Republics.’” 


Sir G. Bartley. 
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| That resolution was passed unanimously 
by the meeting. It seems to me an 
extraordinary thing that a writ should 
be issued for the return of another 
Member by this constituency which 
| voted for a man because he was a traitor 
and fighting against ‘the King’s troops. 
Hon. Members opposite, I think, will not 
‘dispute the statement that he was 
elected because he was fighting against 
the King’s troops. I do not think that 
there is any indication that they regret 
it. Ido not think anyone will get up 
and say that itis a fact that they do 
regret it. Mr. Lynch was returned by 
a large majority, and therefore I appeal 
to the House—I appeal to those who 
objected to the war, for the origin 
of war has nothing to do with it—to 
disfranchise the constituency. If we 
disfranchise a constituency for five years 
because they are corrupt, surely it 
stands to reason that we should dis- 
franchise a constituency when we find 
that they are steeped in treason, when 
we know that they are glorying in 
their treason, and when weknow perfectly 
well that at the present moment they do 
not regret or repent what they did. I do 
feel, even if theprecedents are against us, 
evenif the precedentsshow that the Govern- 
ment should move, that this is an excep- 
tional case, because the same circumstances 
never occurred before. I protest against 
the Government having taken the initiative 
in this case, and beg to move the omission 
of all the words after “ That,” in order to 
insert “the writ for the city of Galway be 
not issued during the present Session.” 


*Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stow- 
market): In rising to second the Amend- 
ment I act with a full sense of responsi- 
‘bility, and I hope that hon. Gentlemen 
opposite in general, and Irish Members 
in particular, will believe me when I say 
that under similar circumstances I should 
_be prepared, nay, I should have felt it 
imy duty, in similar circumstances 
|to take a similar course in resisting 
the issue of a writ to any con- 
stituency in the United Kingdom. 
Until the other day we had all been under 
_ the impression that the ordinary course 
_of procedure would have been followed 
/and that the Irish Parliamentary Whips 
| would have moved for this writ, but since 
_ then the excavation of some Parliamentary 
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recedent has apparently entailed on the 
Government the necessity of bringing this 
Motion forward in the House. I think 
from the Attorney General’s speech that it 
is his duty rather than his desire to move 
this writ, and that he is impelled thereto by 
tradition only. I hope that the Attorney 
General, having done so, the House of 
Commons will be permitted, without the 
assistance of the crack of the Party Whip, 
to take its own line in this matter. I 
confess that this new procedure has rather 
astonished me, for I never should have 
thought that those who in 1901 
at Blenheim Palace delivered speéches 
which, if they meant anything, fore- 
shadowed an early curtailment of Irish 
representation on account of the hostile at- 
titude of Irish Members during the war, 
would have brought forward such a Motion. 
The phrase “toy shop treason” is pre. 
sent to the minds of us all; yet the 
colleague of the right hon. Gentleman 
who used this phrase is the first to ask 
the House to enable Galway to repeat 
its deliberate choice in lieu of a man 
whose treason at any rate was not “toy 
shop,” and, with the same degree of 
sincerity with which the Irish leaders— 
or, perhaps, [ should now say leader- 
writers—recommended Mr. Lynch to the 
electors of Galway on account of his 
hostile attitude toward this Empire. 


I beg the House of Commons to deny 
to a constituency amenable to such 
influences the exercise of the highest 
privilege of citizenship. This is the first 
notice which the House of Commons has 
taken of this act of treason. Indeed 
we make more fuss about a breach of 
our ordinary Standing Orders than we 
have made of this man’s treason. Mr. 
Lynch, since 1900, has never passed the 
portals of this House as Member for 
Galway. He has never taken the oath 
of allegiance at that box; since he came 
to these shores he has been treated as 
an ordinary citizen of the country, 
charged ‘with a high misdemeanour. 
There has been no Motion for his 
expulsion. The House of Commons has 
done nothing but register the condemna- 
tion passed on Mr. Lynch by a Court of 
Justice, and has had no opportunity 
until this moment of giving its opinion 
of Mr. Lynch or of the constituency 
which elected him. It might be at 


some future date, in some dark day in 
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our country’s history, that not one 
man, but several men, might be re- 
turned by disloyal constituencies, and 
the House of Commons would be 
defenceless then, if the present procedure 
were followed, from doing anything but 
register the decree of the Court and 
then proceed to the risk of taking to its 
own bosom other men who are guilty of 
an equally bald but perhaps less brave 
form of treason. It is unnecessary to 
inform the House that we harbour no 
vindictiveness against Mr. Lynch. We 
believe, indeed, that he is a good deal 
braver man than many of those who 
share his opinions. We are jealous of 
the dignity and the honour of the House 
of Commons; and we are jealous lest, 
by allowing this writ to go without 
protest, we should prove ourselves guilty, 
in the words of the Lord Chief Justice, 
of the crime of “ belittling treason.”’ 
For ages past it has been our proud 
boast that England is the freest of 
countries in the whole world ; but even we 
have never laid it down as a sound 
constitutional maxim that we should 
allow people todo what they choose until 
we find out what they choose to do; 
and if, in the exercise of their duty, the 
people of Galway, or any other con- 
stituency, choose to elect men like Mr. 
Lynch, then I say, for the sake of the 
dignity of the House, and also for the 
security of the loyalists throughout this 
country and the Empire, tha‘ the Govern- 
ment ought to waive this antiquated 
tradition which they have recalled into 
existence, and to alter, if necessary, 
the existing law of the country. They 
ought to offer difficulties and not facilities 
in the way of issuing this writ for 
Galway, and in this way, and this way 
only, which the words of the Colonial 
Secretary will prove to be just and true, 
“that the nation is taking note of these 
proceedings and expects that the Mother 
of Parliaments will know how to defend 


her self.” 


Amendment proposed, “To leave out 
from the word ‘That,’ to the end of 
the Question, and add the words ‘no 
Writ for the City of Galway be issued 
in this present Session.’”—(Sir George 
Bartley.) 
282 
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Question proposed, “That the words | 
proposed to be left out stand part of | 
the (uestion.” | 

! 

Cotone NOLAN (Galway, N.): The | 
House has listened, not only with great- 
attention but with interest to the wise 
words of the representative of His 
Majesty's Government in moving the 
Resolution onthe Paper. Mr. Gladstone 
expressed similar opinions in this 
House some years ago. There might be 
some truth in what had been said by the 
mover and seconder of the Amendment, 
but I rather prefer the views and to fol- 
low the lead of the Attorney General. 
Of course we know what is at the 
bottom of this Amendment; but it is 
only two or three nights ago that all 
those things were being said about the 
Secretary of State for War which are 
now being said of the constituency of 
Galway. Well, theright hon. Gentleman 
was not exactly accused of treason, but 
of wasting His Majesty's money, and I 
do not know which is worse. I would 
oint out totheaspiring gentlemen who sit 
below the gangway that it is the opinion 
of the Attorney General that all sorts of 
constituencies should be represented in 
this House. The mover of the Amend- 
ment isa very goodparty man ; and weall | 
congratulate the hon. Member for Isling- 
ton North on his late accession to dignity. | 
We all welcome his promotion, but I | 
would suggest that the hon. Gentleman | 
is going a little too far in moving to dis- 
franchise the constituency of Galway, | 
which, after all, may be Conservative. | 
The hon. Gentleman is not following the | 
rules of the game by attacking the | 
referee who has given a decision against 
him. I happened to be in Galway | 
during the election, not taking part in | 
it, but because I was obliged to be 
in the town for a meeting of the County 
Council, and am therefore better informed 
on the facts than the hon. Gentleman | 
whose quotations were misleading. 
We all know that the hon. Gentleman 
does not always get good information, 
but then we are all liable to make 
mistakes. I was surprised at some of 
the omissions made both by the mover 
and seconder of the Amendment. They 
talked as if Mr. Lynch was a man 
absolutely unknown to the burgh of 
Galway. 
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CoLtoneEL NOLAN: At any rate they 
did by omission, if not by commission, 
That is fact number one. Another is 
that the family of Lynch has been wiry 


'well known in Galway for many genera- 


tions. They are one of the tribes of Gal- 
way, though not of the true Irish tribes; 
they are Normans. During the election 
the burgh of Galway was particularly 
quiet. Taking my information exclu- 
sively from Conservative sources, I found 
that there were from eighty to a hundred 
Conservative electors—most of them 
Unionist—yet Lord Killanin polled at 
the previous election 850 votes, though 
perhaps he owed a good deal to his name. 
Now at the last election one of the best 
known men in Ireland came forward as 


,a Conservative candidate; some said 


that it was the Conservative Whips who 
insisted uponit. At any rate, Mr. Horace 
Plunkett was very well known as having 
taken the greatest interest in the agni- 
culture of Ireland, and as a man of the 


highest probity and fairness. On the, 


other hand, Mr. Lynch, whose family was 
connected with Galway, came forward, 
everybody on both sides knew, rather 
as a Home Ruler than as a supporter 
of the strong principles quoted by the 
hon. Member for North Islington. But 
a very curious thing happened. It is 
believed, I will not say it is a fact, 
because we cannot see into the ballot-box, 


| but somehow an idea leaked out, that 


less than sixty Conservatives voted for 
Mr. Plunkett out of 407 who supported 
him, so that the Conservatives are just a8 
responsible for the election of Mr. Lynch 
as the others who voted for him. Mr. 
Plunkett had been guilty of the iniquity 
of appointing a Catholic to the Agricul- 
tural Department. [Cries of ‘‘ Oh, oh !”} 
Well, that isan iniquity in the view of the 
Conservatives of Ireland. They did not 
like him. What was the unfortunate elector 
in Galway todo? Here was a gentleman 
who was said to have fought against 
his country ; the elector did not know 
whether he was boasting, or whether he 
was only a newspaper correspondent. No 
one was at all certain on the subject. 


Again, a great many people did not 
know whether he had not the right to 
change his allegiance. Up to about 1854 


or 1855, no man could change his allegi- 
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ance; but since that date it has been | It is clear to me that in this case the 
enacted that a man can change his allegi-| Attorney General is right in moving 
ance. However,.the Lord Chief Justice | that the writ be issued, and I will, 
laid it down, I have no doubt quite | therefore, support the Motion. 

properly, that a man cannot change his | 


allegiance during a time of war. But | ‘ : , 
oe absolutely unknown at the time | Tue PRIME MINISTER ayp FIRST 
oi the Galway election. I can quite | VORD or THe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
understand a Home Rule elector saying, | Batrour, Manchester, E.): There appears 
to be two questions raised by the speeches 


“ Here is a doubtful case ; yet this candi- | , 
date is a Home Ruler, and I must vote for | of my hon. friends who have moved and 


him.” If the House of Commons dis-|8conded the Amendment. One is a 
franchises this constituency it will be | 4uestion of procedure, and the other is a 
departing from the precedents which have | 1¥estion of merit. My hon. friends 
been established. The Attorney General | have asked, with feelings of virtuous 
pointed out the great danger of such a| indignation, why the writ has been 
proceeding ; and the simplest thing to do | moved from this Bench. That is a ques- 
is to accept the guidance which has been | tion of form, but not an unimportant 
given by the Attorney General. Hon. | question of form. I desire to state why 
Gentlemen below the Gangway opposite | | believe that this was the only courseopen 
have done quite enough to advertise tous. Asmy hon. friend who moved the 
themselves. Owing to anti-Irish. feeling | Amendment pointed out in an interrup- 
in the constituencies they will get a | tion during the speech of the Attorney 
great deal of credit and kudos. The! General, the writ was not moved from 
mover of the Amendment said that it | this Bench in the case which occurred 
was not a Party question; but I am too! in 1895. I was at that time First Lord 
old a Parliamentary bird to be caught of the Treasury, and my hon. friend 
in that trap. Of course, it is a Party appears to think that I then set a new 
question. Another point is that there precedent which I ought, in this case, to 
are too few borough Members in Ireland. follow. Let me remind him of the cir- 
It is acknowledged on all sides that | cumstances of 1895. We met to wind 
there ought to be a balance in the up the necessary business of the session, 
representation of borough and rural immediately after a stormy General 
constituencies ; yet it was now pro- | Election. The question was raised on, I 
posed to reduce the borough con-| think, the very first day of the meeting 
stituencies in Ireland by one. Further, | of the new Parliament; and, so far as I 
the Conservatives may win the seat, and, was concerned, I had not then made 
on principles of fairness, and in order to| myself acquainted with the rather 
allow the constitution of the country to | elaborate series of precedent to which 
proceed in its usual form, I hope the! attention has been called by the Attorney 
House of Commons will accept the |General; and I have no doubt, although 
dictum of the Attorney General, and | my recollection is a \ittle shadowy, that 
allow the writ to be issued. | that was the reason why a course was 
not = —— in accordance “— a 
é ' precedent. The matter was put off for 
Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): It ap |2 fortnight, and the wilt’ ws then 
pears to me that no reason has been! moved without any observation or any 
es why we should depart from | gpposition. If the matter were to be 
the well established practice of issu-| passed sub silentio on this occasion, it 
ing a writ in cases of this kind. That) spears to me it would be a small matter 
practice has been absolutely clear, and | 45 °t) who moved the writ or not; but 
was admitted by the hon. Member | if the issue of the writ were to be con- 
who seconded the Motion; and the} : 
House of Commons would be setting a tested, it appeared to us, after a most 
very dangerous precedent if they were careful examination of the precedents, 
to leave a constituency unrepresented on | that we, as guardians of the Constitution, 


account of the conduct of its Member, | were bound to take a leading part in 
‘and not because of anything connected | the debate, and that the most honest 


with the conduct of the constituency itself. course for us was to move the writ our- 
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selves, and do what our predecessors have 
so often done from this bench. 

So much for the question of form, 
which is relatively unimportant. 
we have to ask ourselves to-day is what 
course we should pursue, if we wish to 
preserve inviolate the ancient liberties 
and traditions of this House, and of the 
constituencies which this House re- 
presents. My hon. friend, in the course 
of his eloquent peroration, talked about 
excavating musty precedents, and he 
appeared to think that he was speaking 
as the defender of British liberties, and 
of the ancient forms and practices of 
this House. As a matter of fact, my 
hon. friend is a heretic on this occasion, 
and the heresy of my hon. friend is 


directed, not against musty precedents, | 


but against precedents many of which 
have occurred within the memory of 
hon. Members now listening to me, 
and only one of which couid have 
occurred before the first birthday of my 
hon. friend. What are the principles 
that underlie the action we are taking? 
First, let me 


historical point of view. I have said 


that the precedents alluded to by my | 


hon. and learned friend are of recent | 
date. That is true, but the practice of | 


the House is old. Going back to the 
precedent in which everyone now thinks 


that the House of Commons of that day | 
took a very high-handed course indeed— | 


I refer to the case of Mr. Wilkes—no one 
now defends what the House of Commons 
did in that case. But although the 
House of Commons declared Mr. Wilkes 
to be an outlaw and expelled hi: again 


and again from this House, and declared | 


him to be incapable of sitting in this 
House, yet the electors of Middlesex 


went on electing him to the House) 


of Commons; and, in spite of that, | 
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O’Brien. I agree with the observation 
of my hon. friend who moved the 
Amendment that we have no evidence 
before us to show that the constituency 
when it elected Smith O’Brien either 
desired him to he guilty of treason, or 
anticipated that he would be guilty of 
treason. I think, therefore, we may put 
that case aside, so far as the argument 
_which I am now making is concerned, 
Let the House consider the case of Mr. 
Mitchell. He was elected twice and was 
expelled once; and would, of course, 
have been expelled again had his election 
been regarded as valid. On both occa- 
sions on which he was elected, the 
constituency electing him knew that he 
was suffering imprisonment for treason 
felony. How can we compare a case like 
this with the case of Mr. Mitchell? His 
case was incomparably stronger on two 
grounds; first, because when he was 
elected he was actually suffering im- 
prisonment ; and secondly, because he 
was elected by the same constituency 
twice. That precedent occurred when 
Mr. Disraeli had just been returned to 
this House at the head of a very strong 
Conservative majority; and I cannot 
imagine a precedert which ought to 
have greater weight with my hon. friends 
than that. There is another case, in 
some respects as strong as the case of 
Mr. Mitchell, but which seems to me 
in many respects to be stronger. It is 
| the case of Daly, who was a dynamitard. 
'I do not know what scale of guilt my 
| hon. friends observe in this case, but, 
| shocking as is overt treason and crim- 
| such as cecurred in 1848, it is incom- 
parab'y less atrocious and less shocking 
| to all civilised and moral feelings than 
the crime of a dynamitard. Daly was 
imprisoned for dynamite, and, being 
elected for a constituency in 1895, it 


Vacancy. 


the House of Commons never went| seems to me that the House has a 
the length of endeavouring to dis-| perfectly clear precedent so far as 
franchise that constituency. The House | modern cases are concerned, and I do not 
of Commons of that day did many | know what answer can be made to that 
things, but even it shrank from dis- | argument. 
franchising aconstituency on theground; In considering the present case, 
of the character of the man it returned. jf hon. Gentlemen ask me whether 
I admit, however, that it is on more|I think that the suspicion that Mr. 
recent precedents we have to rely ; and | Lynch had fought against us in South 
the most recent precedent afforded a/| Africa helped or hindered his eleetion in 
very much stronger case for disfranchise- | Galway, I have no hesitation in express- 
ment than the case now before us. I|ing my own personal belief that it 
will not go into the case of Smith | assisted Lynch’s election, but is it safe 


Mr, A. J. Balfour 
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for the House to proceed on that kind of | 
interpretation of the facts? My hon. 
friend has quoted, not Mr. Lynch’s| 
address, which, according to my hon. | 
friend, was innocuous and even tedious, 
but articles from the Freeman’s Journal 
and other newspapers, and two speeches | 
delivered in Galway itself. I hope that | 
Ishall not be judged by the leading 
articles which are written about me; 
and the experience of my hon. friend 
and other hon. Members must be) 
happier than mine if they wish to be 
judged by the speeches made on their 
own platform in their favour. I think 
it is dangerous ground, and never has | 
that opinion been borne in upon me 
more strongly than when I[ heard a/| 
phrase from my hon. friend the seconder 
of the Amendment. My hon. friend 
expressed a high and generous sentiment. 
He said that he had no personal feeling | 
against Mr. Lynch, but that there were | 
many others like him. My hon. friend 
did not say where exactly they were to 
be found, but he formed his own opinion 
on the point. 
these men were not only as guilty as 
Mr. Lynch in the national aspect of his 


concealing and doing in a covert manner 


that which Mr. Lynch had the courage | 
| friend going to ask the House to discuss 


to do openly. 
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behalf ; are we to form our judgment, 
not by the action of the court of law, 
not on the report of two judges, not even 
on the investigations of a Committee of 
the House, but on the estimate of the 
general moral sources of opinion open to 
us, and then to say that this or that 
constituency has elected a person most 
unworthy to sit in the House, and that it 
should be disfranchised for six months ? 
No, Sir; I say we should remember that 
we ought not to proceed against a con- 
stituency except on well-established facts 
and upon clear principles. If a man has 
committed treason, or treason felony, and 
is suffering for it, there we have a well- 
established fact—a court of law has 
decided it—and there can be no doubt, as 


Vacancy. 


| far as human machinery can arrive at the 


truth, that the man was guilty. By all 
means let us say that no such person 


_ should be elected ; but if we choose to lay 


down the principle that a constituency 
which elected such a man is unworthy to 
be represented, let the House do this 
elaborately, and in obedience to some 
principle carefully laid down and accepted 
by the House. But my hon. friend pro- 
poses to go much further. He asks the 


- , . c us | House to embark fon a course in which 
crime, but in their moral turpitude in| 


their deviations from the path of justice 
are not based on clear principles. When 
the point is not quite clear, is my hon. 


: leading articles and speeches without auy 


*Mr MALCOLM: I wish I could 
have used the expressions which my right 
hon. friend has just put into my mouth. 
All I said was that Mr. Lynch was a 
braver man than many who. shared his 
opinions. There was no question of 
moral turpitude or anything else. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Ido not think | 
[ do my hon. friend any injustice in 
putting the matter as I did when he dis- 
cusses the question of the bravery of | 


Mr Lynch’s acts. My hon. friend says. 
there were twenty other persons like 
Mr Lynch, who only differed from him | 
by being not only traitors, but cowards | 
as well; that if any such had been, or | 
are likely to be, elected by any Irish | 
constituencies, it is manifest that they | 
commit a greater crime than the consti- | 
tuency which elected Mr Lynch, because | 
they elect traitors, who are, in addition, | 
cowards. But are we to exercise our | 
personal judgment, to study leading | 
articles and speeches made on their. 


full inquiry of any kind, and then pro- 
ceed to expel the Member and disfran- 
chise the constituency? I think it would 
be a risky transaction, and I recommend 
the House to accept the motion of the 


_ Attorney General. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) : 
This debate has originated in a question 
of great Constitutional importance, and 
although in all its parts it has not been 
a very great debate, although my right 
hon. friend has made an exceptionally 
ingenious case for the course the Govern- 
ment are taking. he has not, experienced 
dialectician as he is, been able to do 
more than obscure the true issue which 
lies before the House. I quite agree it 
may be said that precedent points to the 
House taking a rather more indulgent 
course than has been suggested by my 
hon. friend. But no precedent exactly 
deals with a case like that of Galway. 
Never before has the insult offered to 
the House been of such a scale and of so 
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notorious and flagrant a character ; never | treason as a matter for joke or contempt, 
before has it been made so much an occa- | and not for serious notice. What was it 
sion of boasting and approval by those who | that induced the Government to press the 
applauded, if they did not imitate,| prosecution against Mr. Lynch? It was 
the conduct of Mr. Lynch. This fact | not any vindictive feeling against that 
differentiates it from all precedent. But | individual. No doubt much might be 
supposing the case was on all fours with; said in extenuation of his particular 
precedent, what is the true argument | offence; but it was in order to emphasise 


to be drawn from precedent? It is that| the gravity of the crime of treason as 


the indulgence of the House in the 
past has been abused. The House has 


allowed most improper Members to be | 
| and this House could afford to treat with 


returned without expressing displeasure, 
and instead of it passing over as a tran- 


sient phase it has become the habitual | 
practice, and has increased with passing | 


years. The argument of precedent really 
tells the other way. It is time to draw 
the line and to set our faces against 
criminals or traitors or any person of 
that class who is notoriously unfit for 
Membership of the House. I quite agree 
that the return cf the dynamitard is 
scarcely less insulting; but supposing 
the House had taken the course recom- 
mended in 1895, supposing we had with- 


held the writ altogether for the rest of | 


the Parliament, would it not have been 
much better? Would the House not 
have been spared the election for Galway 
of which it complains? Should we not 
have convinced the constituencies who 
made an improper choice, of the impro- 


priety of returning such representatives, | 


making them suffer for the wrong they 
tried to do to Parliament? Mr. Lynch 
might have come to the Table last session, 
and, according to Mr. Speaker Peel, it 
would have been impossible to prevent 
him from taking the oath of allegiance. 


Is it to be said that a constituency is 
competent to send up a rebel—because he 
is a rebel, in order to outrage the House 


by taking the oath of allegiance to the | 
| Regis): What the House is asked to 


Sovereign against whom he has been in 
revolt? The principle that there is no 


wrong without a remedy expresses a. 
great truth. There must be a remedy | 


against an outrage so flagrant to the 
Sovereign of this realm and the dignity of 


Parliament. This constituency com-| 


mitted a wrong which nearly resulted 
in a great insult to Parliament, and one 
which we could not have prevented, and 
I say that we ought to punish the 
constituency in order to prevent the 


‘such, to show that treason must no 
longer be regarded as a trivial matter 
which the Government of this country 


contempt and pass over. That has been 
the attitude in the past, but it ought not to 
be the attitude in the future. The South 
African War brought home the lesson, 


| amongst others, that treason is a matter 


of national gravity, and ought to be so 
treated. What we ask the House of 
Commons to do to-day is to express in 
a formal manner its disapproval of the 
action of a constituency which, beyond a 
doubt, was an accomplice in an act con- 
stituting an approval of treason, and to 
set up on high the standard of public 
duty, to be maintained before all the 
world, that treason is a great national 
offence. It is not intended to enter into a 
contest with the constituency. No one 
proposes that Galway should be dis- 
franchised for ever and ever. All that 
is proposed is that we should impose on 
Galway a mark of our disapproval of its 
action in the matter, and then, as in 
every other offence, when the punishment 
has been inflicted and suffered, the 
offence will have been purged, In 
defence of a principle in the main- 
tenance of which we believe, we should 
not hesitate to take the sense of the 


| House. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 


do is not to disfranchise the con- 
stituency for ever, but to mark its 
sense of the breach of trust which has 
been committed. It is not a punish- 
ment, but a mark of disapproval. The 
right hon. Gentleman says he is the 
guardian of the Constitution. Yes, 
but it must not be forgotten that the 
Government are, in some respects, under 
a suspicion in this case. The other day, 
when there was a possibility of the 


danger of a recurrence of such an outrage. | regular forces of the Army on this side 
What is really at the root of all this is proving insufficient, the reserve forces 
the fact that for too long we have regarded ‘on the Irish Benches or what 1 may 


Lord Hugh Cecil. 
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call the Irish Landwehr were brought up 
to save the Government. either from 
disaster or from a moral defeat. What 
I rose to suggest was simply that on 
this occasion the Government influence 
should be withdrawn, and the Govern- 
ment Whips not used, and that the 
House should thus be allowed to express 
its unbiassed opinion, 


CoLON ut GK EN YON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport): Personally, I am quite 
unable to give a vote in support of 
the attitude of the Government on 
this occasion. The Member for Galway 


spoke of playing by the rules of the 
game. 


It is by the rules of the game 


{2 Marcu 1903} 
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stand the game, the duty is placed 
upon constituencies to return to this 
House Members who can with loyalty 
and good faith take the oath which is 
administered at the table. As I am 
convinced that in this case the con- 
stituency deliberately returned a Member 
who could not have taken that oath 
without perjuring himself, I should, 
without hesitation, vote for the Amend- 
ment. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 248 ; Nos, 


I propose to vote to-day. 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.L.) 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Man'r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blake, Edward 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middz.) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Right Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw, H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, V C W (Derbysh.) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J A (Wore 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A, E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, Chas. Edw H. Athole 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 


“Cox, Irwin Edwd. Bainbridge 


Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark 
Cranborne, Viscount 


As I under- | 45. 


AYES. 


Crean, Eugene 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardign 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh.) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixoa 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Faber, George Denison (York) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Ed. 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith 
Fergusson. Rt Hn.Sir J.(Man’r 
Ffrench, Peter 

Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery. Sir Fortescue 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner. Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gilhooly, James 





Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Gordon.Mai Evans-(7'r. Hmlts 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 


Grant, 





(Division List No. 9.) 


Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 

Hain, Edward 

Hamilton, Rt Hn L4.G.(Midz 

Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. Wm. 

Hardie, J. Keir (Merthyr T'yd 

Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashfd 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 

Heaton, John Henniker 

Helder, Augustus 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 

Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristl, H 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F. (Sheff.. Btside) 

Horner, Frederick William 

Horniman, Frederick John 

Houldsworth. Sir Wm. Henry 

Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Midd., T'ottnam 

Hudson, George Bickerstetn 

Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 

Johnstone, Heywood 

Jones, David B. (Swansea) 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Lambert, George 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar ‘Glasgow 

Law, H. Alex. (Donegal, W.) 

Lawson, John Grant 

Layland-Barratt, Francis 

Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 

Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 

Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
yd-George, David 

Lockie, John 

Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 

Long, Col. Chas. W.(Hvesham 

Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S. 

Lough, Thomas 

Lowther, Rt. Hon. Jas. (Kentj 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 





1147 Supply. 


Lucas, Reg’ld J. (Portsmouth) 

Lundon, A 

Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
acdona, John Cumming 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall?) 

M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 


{COMMONS} 


| Partington, Oswald 
Paultun, James Mellor 
Perey, Earl 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
| Pym, C. Guy 
| Randles, John S. 
| Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
| Reddy, M. 
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Spencer,RtHn C.R. (Northants 
oars Lord (Lanes.) 

rect "gy tone Sir John M. 

| Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napi 
Sullivan, Donal oe 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.G. (Oxf dUniv 
Tennant, Harold John 

| Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 

Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 


Mey-ey-Thompson, Sir H. M. | Redmond, John E. (Waterford | Toulmin, George 


Mitchel!, William 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


Redmond, William (Clare) 
| Ridley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
| Tritton, Charles Ernest 


Mure, Kobt. Jasper(Shropshire | Ritcbie,Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson | Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Morgan, DavieJ.(Walth’mstow | Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | Valentia, Viscount 
Morgan,.J. Lloyd (Carmarthen | Robertson, Edinund (Dundee) | Walker, Col. William Hall 


Morton. Arthur H. Aylmer 
Murnaghan, George 

Mur; hy, John 

Murray, RtHnA.Graham( Bute 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. JohnP. (Galway,N. 
Nolan, Jozeph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal( TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Ailkenny) 
O’Connor, James ( Wicklow, W. 
O’Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly,James (Roscommon N. 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer,Sit CharlesM. (Durham 


Baldwin, Alfred 

Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, ‘I’. G. (Lynn Regis) 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brassey, Albert 

Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig,CharlesCurtis( Antrim S 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Higin & Nrn 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 


Main Question put, and 


Ordered, that Mr. Speaker do issue 


his Warrant to the Clerk 


in Ireland to make out a New Writ for 
the election of a Member to serve in this 


present Parliament for 


Galway, in the room of Arthur Alfred 
Lynch, adjudged guilty of high treason. 


| Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 

| Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
| Rose, Charles Day 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
| Runciman, Walter 

| Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
| Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
| Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 

Schwann, Charlex E. 
| Seely ,Maj-J. E. B. ([sleof Wight 
| Shackleton, David James 

Shaw Stewart, M. H.( Renfrew 
| Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Simeon, Sir Barrington 
| Sinclair, John (Yorfarshire) 


Smith, James Parker (Lanarks | 


| Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spear, John Ward 


NOES. 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
| Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Marq. of (Londondy 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 
Kimber, Henry 
Knowles, Lees 
Lambton, Hon. Fredk. Wm. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Reid, James (Greenock) 





agreed to. 


of the Crown 


the City of 





Walrond,Rt.Hn.SirWilliamH. 
Wason, Eugene (Clac’mannan 
Wason. John Catheart (Orkney 
Weir, James Galloway 
Welby, Lt-Col. A.C. E.( Taunton 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernun- 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifaz) 
Whittaker, Thomas t’almer 
Wilson, Fred W. (Norfolk Mid 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, J. W. ( Worcestersh. N. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn E.R. (Bath 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
| Sir Alexander Acland- 
' Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, Hn. M. W.( Stalybridge 
Saunderson, Kt. Hn. Col. EdwJ. 
Seton- Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edw. T. 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R. 
| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
' Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B.Stuart- 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir George Bartley and 
Mr. Malcolm. 


SUPPLY. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the 
Chair. } 
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| that the whole of the work is almost com- 

| pleted, and the house be ready for occupa- 
| tion in the course of a very short time. 
| I hope that there is an end to expenditure 
£7,500 | (SUPPLEMENTARY), ~~ ROYAL | at Marlborough House now, but at the 
PALACES AND MARLBOROUGH HOUSE. | game time the hon. Member will agree 
_with me that it 1s not easy to find out 

Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said that | all that may be required, because there 
this was the third or the fourth piece is nearly always something else that 
in which the estimate for work at requires to be done. The Board of 
Marlborough House had been given to| Works have had the thing thoroughly 
them. He thought it was time that, well done, and I hope it will be satis- 
they had a full account of the whole! factory to the occupants of —_—e 
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Cass I. 


of the expenditure, and he hoped they 
had now seen the end of it. He pill | 
stood that some great fault was com- 
mitted in regard to the original estimate, 
and he should like to know whose fault | 
it was that this particular work was 
not done with the main part of the! 
work. It was a most unfortunate thing | 
that this matter should be presented | 
to the House in three pieces. He hoped | 
the hon. Gentleman would not think | 
him unreasonable in asking these | 
questions, because the total amount | 
made up a good round sum. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) asked if | 
he should be in order in referring to | 
Hampton Court Palace. 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : 
that item comes under another Vote. 


Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES (Hunting- 
donshire, Ramsey) : 


thoroughly overhaul the whole drainage 
at Marlborough House. The drains in 
the house were put in something like 
twenty-five or twenty-six years ago. The 
Office of Works were unable to begin the 
work at once, for the reason that there 
were certain guests expected at the 
Coronation, and after that event the Shah 
had to take up his residence there, and 
therefore nothing could be done up to 
that time. In addition to that, the 


Sanitary Inspector of the Board of |‘ 
Works was taken ill and had to leave on | 
the lst of August, and he was therefore | 
o over and make a thorough | 
report of the drainage until something | 


unable to 


like the 10th or the 11th of November. 
When he came back he issued his report, | 
and it is on that report that the Board | 
of Works have acted. I may say now | 


( 


No, | 
| £20,000 (SUPPLEMENTARY 
ENGLAND AND WALES. 


When His Majesty | 
gave up residence last March it was | 
etermined by the Office of Works to! 


House. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
seat that this was the proper time to 
have the repairs at Marlborough House 
‘done. The only question he wished to 
ask was whether there had been a 
contract or not. He thought work of 
this description ought to be done by 
contract in order to have it done at a 
reasonable price. 


Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES said this 


| work had been carried out by the Board 


of Works under the sugervision of their 
own foreman. 


Vote agreed to. 


Crass III. 


), PRISONS 


Mr. WHITLEY asked the Home 
Secretary to give the Committee some 
information as to the reasons for so 
substantia] an increase on the original 

Estimate, which was £160,700. He 
| was glad to see from a note at the 
| bottom of the Estimate that the increase 

was not due to any increase in the 
number of prisoners, but to the increased 
‘cost of food. Although the Committee 

were aware that food had been at a high 

price during the current year, they could 

not see that that reason alone was 
sufficient to account for the substantial 
increase now asked. 


Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackman- 
nanshire, Kinross) asked how much of 
the increase in the price of food in 
| connection with the prisons was due to 
the tax placed on corn by the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. 
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Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, | He was quite aware of the feeling that 
S.) asked whether there was a large | existed on that matter. In fact they al] 
‘percentage of difference in the price of | shared the feeling against allowi 
food, and whether any change had been soldiers convicted of military offences 
made in the dietary under Head E. If | to be herded with common criminals 
there had been an alteration in the | who wandered from one jail to another, 
dietary, that would account for the) At present, though soldiers had not been 
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supplementary estimate. 


PF Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, Hox- 


ton) asked whether arrangements were 
nowcompleted whereby no soldier guilty 


of a military offence would be incarcerated 


in the common jails of the country ; and 
also whether there had been any changes 
made in the method of conveying 
prisoners from one prison to another ; 
whether, in other words, they were less 
before the public at a time when the 
members of the public were about the 
streets. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 


THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKERS | 
DovuG.as, Kent, St. Augustine’s) said the | 


increase on the whole Estimate amounted 
to £20,300, and was made up of the follow- 


ing items :—Victualling £12,800; lighting, | 
water, cleaning etc., £3,500; and escort | 


and conveyance £4,000. The chief in- 
crease was for victualling, which had 
accrued under the new form of dietary. 
The Committee would remember that 
two or three years ago there was con- 
siderable excitement in that House in 
regard to the question of the dietary in 
prisons, and in consequence of the dis- 


cussion which ensued a Committee was | 


appointed, of which his hon. friend the 

ember for Ripon was Chairman. 
Having considered the question, the 
Committee arranged for a very much 
better dietary than that hitherto in use. 
The first complete year’s estimate of the 
cost of this new dietary had undoubtedly 
been understated, and that was chiefly the 
cause of the item under the first head. 
Then greater attention had been paid to 
lighting for the comfort of the prisoners 
in their cells and workshops, and greater 
expense was now incurred for the convey- 
anceof prisoners. There had beena general 
opinion in the country for some time 
that the conveyance of prisoners through 
the open streets under escort was not 
desirable, and in consequence they were 
now taken in cabs and other conveyances. 
His hon. friend the Member for Shore- 
ditch had asked about military prisoners. 


Mr, Eugene Wason. 


|entirely removed from the civil prisons, 
|the only men there who would return 
|to the Army were those convicted of 
| ordinary civil offences. .The number of 
| military prisoners in the civil prisons 
'was 417. These were entirely prisoners 
dismissed from the Army or soldiers con- 
| victed of civil offences—and in regard to 
'these his hon. friend had no cause of 
‘complaint. It was in consequence of 
the carrying out of the policy recom- 
| mended in that House in regard to the 
‘escort of prisoners, the lighting of 
_ prisons, and the better dietary, that the 
|extra charge appeared on the Estimates 
| this year. 


Mr. EUGENE WASON asked whether 


the Home Secretary could answer the 
| question he asked. 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said it was 
a technical question, and it was very 
difficult to answer. He himself thought 
| that there was absolutely no extra cost 
| im consequence of the corn duty. He 
| did not think that he could work out in 
|a few minutes in the House the amount 
| they had paid more this year than last 
| year for farinaceous food. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT said he should 
like to point out that the note to the 
| Estimate was inaccurate and misleading. 
'He mentioned that, because they had 
heard a great deal about efficiency and 
the necessity for conducting Govern- 
ment Departments on business lines. 
He thought the best way of checking 
expenditure and arriving at _ real 
economy was always to protest and ask 
'the Minister to account for the differ- 
‘ences between the original and the 
revised Estimates. Whenever he was in 
the House, his contribution in the way 
of practical efficiency would be in 
requiring a rigid account of material 
differences in the Estimates. 


*Srrk WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) said this increase was so serious 








that the Committee should look at it 





_ 
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in the spirit in which the hon. Gentleman 
opposite had spoken. The increase in the 
charge for vict ualling was one-eighth ofthe 
original amount. at was to say, for 
every £1 estimated there had been 
£) 2s. 6d. paid. That was pretty nearly 
the state of things that existed for every 
working man in the country. For what 
he formerly paid a sovereign he now paid 
£1 2s. 6d. That was largely due to 
the altered conditions of taxation, during 
the last two years. But that was not 
an excuse for the under-estimate that 
had been made in this case. The original 
estimate was made on a dietary scale 
carefully prepared and sanctioned by a 

ial committee. That scale was before 
those responsible for the original estimate, 
and they ought to have had foresight 
enough to give an accurate estimate of 
the actual amount that would be required 
for victualling the prisons. No business 
man would conduct his business in this 
way. It would necessarily lead him into 
the bankruptcy court. This kind of thing 
was yoing on, not only in connection with 
the Home Office, but in many other 


Departments, and thus the national ex- 
nditure was increasing year by year. 
He thought they had a right to demand 


from the Government more foresight, in 
order that the money of the country 
might be expended more efficiently than 
it had been. 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S. W.) 
said no one would argue that the Estimates 
should not be made up with the greatest 
care, and with the view of avoiding the 
waste of public money. But he could 
not agree with the hon. Gentleman 
opposite in regard to this particular 

timate. It was well known that in 
consequence of thealterationwhich had been 
made in the dietary of prisons there was 
bound to be an increase in the cost for food. 
That was the first year in which the 
extra diet had been provided, and 
those who framed the Estimates had 
had no experience. Therefore it was 
not by any means strange that the 
Estimate should have been exceeded as 
it had been. He thought it must be 
very difficult for the Department to tell, 
except by average, how many prisoners 
there might be, although he was sorry 
to see that these were increasing in 
numbers, While he agreed with what 
the hon. Member for Ilkeston said in 
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regard tothe increase in the Estimates 
for the Public Department generally, yet 
he thought that in this particular De- 
partment it was unfair to attack his 
right hon. friend, who, of all criminals 
charged with this particular offence, was 
possibly the last who ought to be con- 
demned. Hedid not think his right hon. 
friend’s Department had been very largely 
responsible for the great increase in 
the national expenditure. Arising out 
of the reply made to the hon. Mem- 
ber for Islington, his right hon. 
friend said that the instructions of 
the Department now were that, when 
prisoners were being removed from one 
gaol to another, they should be removed 
in cabs, and as far as possible kept out 
of view of the general public. He had 
no doubt that these instructions had 
been given, but they were not carried 
out in many parts of the country. In 
his native town of Manchester prisoners 
could be seen being removed by train 
and not by cabs, and sometimes even on 
the top of tramway cars, when being 
transferred from country districts to 
the city. This practice was greatly to be 
deprecated, and he asked his right hon. 
friend to see that more careful instruc- 
tions were given as to the removal of 
such prisoners. There was no excuse for 
their being removed by train in the 
middle of the day when it was possible 
to do so early in the morning, as was 
done in the Metropolis. 


Service Estimates. 


Mr. KEARLEY said that when 
they examined the original Esti- 
mate they found that there was already 
an increase in this particular item of 
food of £6,500. Now they had a 
Supplementary Estimate, which they 
were told arose from the fact of the 
increase in the dietary. But it occurred 
to him that when the increase of £6,500 
was made last year that increase of 
dietary was contemplated, and that the 
paltry provision made brought out the 
incompetency of the Department. 
Nobody said that the number of 
prisoners had increased in proportion to 
this large increasein the Estimates. Any 
business house would have allocated the 
amount of additional expenditure re- 
quired to a penny piece. What was the 
reason this was not done? It was stated 
in the footnote that when the original . 
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Estimates were framed, a reduction was 
anticipated in the prices of food stuffs 
generally after the war in South Africa 
terminated. He should like to know 
who imagined that the prices of victual- 
ling would be reduced at the close of the 
war. On what data did they work? 
The commercial conduct of all the De- 
partments was wrong. No Government 
Department had the most elementary 
knowledge of what was called “ good 
buying.” There was no foresight, or the 
faintest conception of the principle of 
‘* good buying.” He had seen it in the 
Navy Estimates, where money might 
have been saved if the Government had 
eontracted in advance for the supply of, 
say, serge, without taking delivery. He 
wanted to know on what articles the 
increase of price had taken place. The 
Government seemed always to be caught 
by any rise in the market, but never 
had the advantage of a fall. 


Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.) said 
that, as his hon. friend the Member 
for Manchester had _ pointed out, 
the spirit of reform had not pene- 


trated to the great provincial centres. 
So far as the transport of prisoners was 
concerned there was room for a great 
deal of reform. He would bring to the 
notice of his right hon. friend the ques- 
tion of the conveyance of prisoners from 
Bradford to a neighbouring prison, half 


a day’s journey distant. They were con- 
veyed in the day-time, and the male and 
female prisoners were placed in the 
same van. He was sure his right hon. 
friend deprecated that practice, and he 
appealed to him to use his influence 
with the local authorities responsible in 
the matter to carry out a suitable re- 
form. He did not know whether he 
would be in order in suggesting to the 
Home Secretary that it would be well if 
there were an extension of technical 
education given to the prisoners. 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: No, 
that is not a question pertinent to the 
Vote. 


Mr. FLOWER : 


not in order. 


I was afraid I was 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District) said he had to complain of the 


Mr. Kearley. 


{COMMONS} 
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‘explanatory Note under the heading of 
“Victualling.” Certainly, the excuse 
for the underestimate offered by the 
Home Secretary was not properly ex. 
pressed in the Note before the Committee, 
Indeed, he could not understand jt, 
Even supposing this was the only justif.- 
cation put forward by the Department, 
he felt it very difficult, from an 
economic ‘point of view, to comprehend 
how anyone in office should suppose 
that, at the end of a long war, the prices 
of food-stuffs would go down. He 
should have supposed that a study of 
history and of former Estimates would 
have shown that the prices of the neceg. 
saries of life went up after the close of a 
great war. It could not be that the 
mere fact of the cessation of war, and 
the demands of the victualling yards 
falling off, would have made so great a 
difference. It seemed to him that the 
Note was wholly misleading. He under- 
stood, from the point of view of the 
Home Secretary, that there must have 
been an underestimate, because the 
change in the dietary must have been 
taken into account in framing the 
original Estimate. Then he came to the 
note on the Vote for “ Escort and Con- 
veyance, £4,000.” 


‘*The continued high number of prisoners, 
and consequent removals to prevent over- 
crowding, and heavier claims from local 
authorities for conveyance of prisoners to 
prison, account for this excess.” 


As he understood him, the Home Seecre- 
tary stated that at the time the original 
Estimates were framed none of these 
things were known to the Department. 
But there had been no change. The 
words did not even suggest that there 
had been a greater number of prisoners; 
the words were, “the continued high 
number of prisoners.” Then the words, 
‘heavier claims from local authorities,” 
were highly ambiguous. He hoped the 
Home Secretary would explain the note, 
which was neither intelligent, logical, 
nor clear. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said it 
seemed to him that the explanation 
offered for the Supplementary Estimate 
given in the Paper would have to be 
thrown overboard bythe HomeSecretary. 





If the increased expenditure were due to 
an increased prison population, that was 
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an interesting fact on which he hoped | 
the Home Secretary would give the 
Committee some information. With 
reference to the increase in the cost for 
the conveyance and escort of prisoners, 
it had not been pointed out that a 
largely increased sum had already been 
taken under the head, and that now the 
Committee was asked to vote twice as 
much as had been estimated. Was any 
explanation obtained as to the increase 
in the prison population? He thought 
the Home Secretary should throw some 
light upon that matter. Two of the 
largest prisons in England were situated | 
in his constituency ; and his constituents 
were bringing to the notice of the Home 
Secretary certain matters which had 
excited very great public interest. 
There had been a great outburst of 
ublic feeling with regard to the manner 
in which executions were carried out in 
one of the prisons; and his constituents 
asked that executions should not be 
carried out locally if they were not 
carried out with sufficient respect for 
public feeling. It would be much better 
that executions should be carried out in 
some decent place and in such a manner 
that the melancholy ceremony would not 
A notice was 


shock public feeling. 
posted on the prison door or a black 
flag was hoisted immediately an execu- 
tion took place. Such things should, in 
his opinion, be discontinued; and he 
hoped that the Home Secretary would 
give attention to the matter. 


*Tae UNDER SECRETARY To THE 
HOME OFFICE (Mr. Cocurang, Ayr- 
shire, N.) said that, in answer to his 
hon. friend, the question as to the 
travelling of prisoners had received the 
careful attention of his right hon. 
friend, and instructions had been issued | 
to the responsible officials to see that | 
every means were taken to secure privacy | 
in order that the prisoners should not be | 
unnecessarily exposed to the public gaze. | 
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for them. With reference to the hour 


'at which they should travel, an hon. 


Member suggested that they should 
travel in the morning; but it was found 
that, as a rule, station platforms were 
more crowded from 8 a.m. to 11 a.m., 
and instructions had been issued that 


prisoners should not be brought to a 


railway terminus between those particular 
hours, as the congestion of traffic was 


‘greater than at a later hour of the day. 


Every possible means was taken to 
secure that a prisoner should not be sub- 
jected to an unnecessary degree of degrada- 
tion, and that the public should not suffer. 
As regarded the cost of travelling, from the 
lst of April, 1901, to the 13th of April, 
1902, 7,210 prisoners were removed to 
prevent overcrowding; but during the 
corresponding period ended last month 
it was found’ necessary to remove 
8,654, or an increase of 1,444, That 
accounted for the increased expenditure, 
though not for the whole increase, as the 
cost of the greater provision which was 
made to secure the privacy of prisoners 
should also be taken intoaccount. Then, 
as to the details, the increase in the 
estimate for prisoners’ food had arisen from 
the increased cost in the price of com- 
modities, which was estimated at £5,000. 
They hoped, however, that the Estimates 
would be more accurate in future. 
There was very great difficulty in 
framing them, owing to the increase in 
the dietary scale. It was not such an 
easy matter as hon. Members seemed to 
think, to estimate for various scales of 
dietary, as the number of prison threats 
might be in any particular scale had to 
be guessed at, and that made it extremely 
difficult for the first year or two on a 
new dietary to be exactly accurate. A 
much closer estimate for subsequent 
years would, he had no doubt, be framed. 


Mr. LOUGH asked what about the 
increase in the number of prisoners 4 


*Mr. AKERS- DOUGLAS said that 


Care was also taken that they should be | there was an increase in the number of 
removed from the railway termini either | prisoners, but they were quite unable to 
in @ van or in cabs; and particular | assign any specific cause for it. It was 
instructions were given that while at the | general, and was distributed all over the 
tailway termini they should, as far as| country. The Prison Commissioners, in 
possible, be placed in a separate part of | their Report, stated that they had endea- 
the station, and not be kept standing | voured to ascertain if any local causes 
about. Generally, as far as possible, | existed that would account for it, but 
Separate compartments were engaged | they found it was impossible to assign 
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any specific cause for it except the 


growth of = in large industrial | 
h 


centres. ere was not, however, any 
serious increase of crime ; certainly not 
of serious crime. The Prison Commis- 
sioners stated that serious crime, as 
shown by the number of rsons 
sentenced to imprisonment at Quarter 
Sessions and Assizes, had fallen from 
about 37 per 100,000 population for the 
five years beginning 1880 to about 23 per 
100,000 for the year 1902, and the persons 
imprisoned on summary conviction had 
similarly fallen from 566 per 100,000 to 
489 per 100,000. No doubt there was a 
considerable increase in the number of 
prisoners. That increase was distributed 
all over the country, and was chiefly due 
to small and petty offences in the large 
industrial centres, and especially in 
boroughs where the police supervision 
had been greatly extended. He did not 
think himself, and he had been in close 
communication with the Prison Com- 
missioners on the subject, that there was 
any serious danger or fear on that score, 
and he did not think the increase would 
continue. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT said he under- 


stood that the Supplementary Estimate 
was because of the increased price of 
food. Now he understood it was because 
the ingredients were changed. 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said that 
undoubtedly there had been an under- 
estimate. He did not conceal that fact, 
and greatly regretted it. It occurred 
because they had to estimate for a new 
dietary on which they could not take an 
average over a period of years. More- 
over, the conditions of the dietary were 
very changeable, because they might 
have a certain number in one class one 
day, and a different number the next 
day. He had no doubt that, when 
the new dietary had extended over 
a longer period, it would be very much 
more closely estimated. At any rate, 
he would not be satisfied until they had 
succeeded in framing a much closer 
Estimate. 


*Srr WALTER FOSTER said he 
thought the right hon. Gentleman and 
the hon. Gentleman had very candidly 
met the ments that had been 
advanced. “He desired to dwell upon 


Mr. Akers Douglas. 
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the loose way in which the original 
Estimates were arrived at. Those brought 
up last year were inadequate and inguff.- 
cient. In each of the items in the 
Supplementary Estimates now before the 
House they had the same glaring inade. 
quacy. The original Estimate for victuall- 
ing was £86,200, it was now raised to 
£99,000, and the extra amount now 
required was an amount of £12,800, 
That was the amount required to make 
good the deficiency in the original 
estimate, which showed that there must 
be some serious error on the original 
calculation. The same thing occurred 
with regard to the estimate for “ lightin 

water, cleaning, etc.,” in respect to whic 

a further £3,500 was now required. 
Again in the Estimate for Escorts, ete., an 
additional £4,000 was asked for. Every 
one of these items was an illustration of 
a very loose method of estimating the 
expenditure, which must result in a loss 
to the nation. 


Mr. KEARLEY said, as he understood, 
this increase had arisen owing to an 
increase in the price of grain and meat. 
Would the hon. Gentleman under those 
circumstances divide the items and say 
how much was due to the increase in 
the price of grain and how much to the 
increase in the price of meat? They 
had had a very nice definition of the 
word grain when the corn duties were 
imposed last year, when grain was held 
to cover sixty-four articles, and although 
he did not suggest the whole increase 
was due to the duty, no doubt 
it contributed to it. He believed 
these increases, and the whole tendency 
towards the increase of the Estimates, were 
due to the fact that what were practically 
commercial departments of State were 
managed by uncommercial men. He 
believed that all these increases were due 
to the fact that those who had to purchase 
these various commodities for the State 
did not watch the markets. 


Mr. COCHRANE said he was unable 
to give the information asked for. He 
had given the amount of increase in 
regard to each item, and inasmuch 4 
the total was only some £5,000 or £6,000 
he thought it was hardly worth while to go 
into the matter. 
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Mr. KEARLEY could not accept the ! 
suggestion. If the hon. Gentleman had 


per details the Committve was entitled 
to have them. If he had not— 


Mr. COCHRANE: No, I have not. 


*Mr. KEARLEY said he would accept ' 
the answer, but he thought the hon. 
Gentleman should have admitted it before, 
because the Committee would remember | 
that these increases of £5,000 here and | 
£5,000 there went to make up the. 
millions of increase that they were trying | 
to reduce. 


Mr. WHITLEY suggested that in the 
Estimates there should appear an item 
showing the number of prisoners provided | 
for each year, and the cost per individual 
for food and these other items. That | 
might surely be done. The Home Office 
had their own statistics, and it was the 
first thing a business man would do if he | 
desired to have a check on things of this 
kind. The increase this year on food 
alone was actually 25 per cent. upon the 
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Mr. COCHRANE said he could give 
the information asked for from the hon. 


Service Estimates. 


| Member opposite. The cost per head now 


was £5 5s., as compared with £4 last 
year. 


Vote agreed to 


Cuass VIT. 
£70,000, INDIAN CORONATION GUESTS. 


Vote agreed to. 


{Cuass ITI. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That a Supplementary sum, not ex- 
ceeding £2,000 be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the charge which will 


/come in course of payment during the 


year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1903, for the Salaries and Expenses of 
certain services transferred from the 
Mercantile Marine Fund, and other ser- 
vices connected with the Mercantile 


, Marine.” 


Srrk ALBERT ROLLIT called atten- 
tion to the fact that in this Vote the excess 
in the revised Estimate over the original 


cost of twelve months ago, yet so far as amount was rather more than 200 per 


he knew the prison population had not! cent., although this was one of those 
increased. That was a serious matter, ordinary matters with regard to which 
and it was desirable to know how these | shipping firms were able to obtain very 
unfortunate convicts had managed to eat | accurate and close estimates. He would 
inasingle year 25 per cent. more food like to know the reason of this remarkable 
than they consumed in previous years. | difference between the original and the 
He asked that when Estimates of sub-| revised Estimates. 

sequent years came before the House | 5 , ; 
they should contain the cost per head for, MR. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
the current and the two or three previous said that a supplementary estimate 


years in order that a comparative estimate | was one which from the very nature of 
might be made. ithe case required adjustment. The 


ordinary Estimate was the Estimate pro- 
bs ‘ vided by the Government to include all 
*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, | the expenditure of the year, and the only 
Cleveland) drew attention to the fact that | possible ground for ‘a supplementary 
this Vote was headed “ Prisons in Eng-| Estimate was that there had been some 
land and the Colonies,” and asked whether | expense which could not possibly be 
any prisons were still maintained in the | foreseen. As no Member of the Govern- 
(Colonies, and, if so, would the hon. Gentle- ment competent to answer as to steam 
man state where? If that was only an Jaunches was present, he moved to report 
historic title, a survival from the days of | Progress and ask leave to sit again. 
transportation, would the hon. Gentleman | . . 
see"if the Estimate could be altered ? | Motion made, and Question proposed, 
. ** That the Chairman do report Progress ; 


‘and ask leave to sit again.” —Mr. (rilson 
Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said that Prnie . . 


although the estimate was headed , , 
“Prisons, England and the Colonies” that. THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
was merely historic, and he would see| THE TREASURY (Mr. Hayes Fisurr, 


‘what he could do to get it altered. Fulham) regretted that, owing to the 
VOL. CXVIII. [FoukrH Series. ] 2T 
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rapidity with which this Estimate had been 
reached, the Minister who had to answer 
for it was not present. He, as representing 
the Treasury, had scarcely any opportunity 
of looking into the matter, and was unable 
to give any details that were asked for. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said this 
was a most extraordinary Estimate. The 
original Estimate for maintenance of 
steam launches was £530, and they were 
asked to add to that a sum of £2,000. 
It seemed to him like midsummer mad- 
ness. He must persist in his Motion to 
report Progress and ask leave to sit 


again. 
Mr. KEARLEY pointed out that 


the original Estimate for the two 
items in question was only £1,200, 


and as the Committee were now asked 
two vote a further £2,000 they naturally 
wanted some details. 

As the President of the Board of 
Trade was now in his place, 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES asked leave 
to withdraw his Motion to report 
progress. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question again proposed. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said the 
supplementary Estimate in this case was 
nearly double the original Estimate. The 
question of maintenance was a very 
small thing in the case of a steam 
launch, and it was difficult to under- 
stand why this sum should be required. 
It was the duty of Ministers to estimate 
with moderate accuracy the sums they 
required for the service of the year, and 
not to bring forward supplementary 
estimates unless new _ circumstances, 
which could not have been foreseen, arose. 
No reason whatever had been given for 
this large additional Vote, and he hoped 
the Minister responsible would give 
some explanation. 


THe PRESIDENT or tue BOARD 
or TRADE(Mr. GERALD BALFovr, Leeds, 
Central), in expressing regret at his 
absence when the Vote was called on, 
explained that he made arrangements to 
be summoned, but those arrangements 
did not seem to have been successful. 


Mr. Hayes Fisher. 


{COMMONS} 
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The sum in question was required for 
special repairs. The practice of the 
Board of Trade in re to these steam 
launches was to ask for an amount 
equivalent to the average of several 
years. They were not in a position 
to know whether any special repairs 
would be required, and it was only 
within the last two or three months 
that this expenditure had had to he 
incurred. In each case the repairs 
consisted of a new boiler and general 
overhaul. It would be possible for the 
Board of Trade to ascertain in each year 
what important repairs were likely to be 
required, but, as a matter of fact, experi- 
ence had shown that if such an estimate 
were made, a demand would be immedi- 
ately forthcoming for such repairs. In 
practice it had been found more 
economical to take the average, and then, 
when repairs were actually required, the 
amount was supplied out of savings pre- 
viously made. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) asked whether these were: old boilers, 
or had some unforeseen accident oc- 
curred 2 


Mr. GALLOWAY asked what sort of 


boilers they were. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR did _ not 
suppose they were water-tube _ boilers, 
nor was he able to state their age. He 
believed, however, that they were old 
ones. 


*Sir WALTER FOSTER said the 
explanation of the right hon. Gentleman 
was almost as remarkable as the: supple- 
mentary Estimate. Year after year the 
Committee had voted £550 for mainten- 
ance of steam launches, and _ now, 
when there had been two previous oppor- 
tunities of considering the necessities of 
this particular case, a demand was sud- 
denly made for an additional amount 
nearly equal to two years allowance. No 
private business could be conducted on 
such lines. The right hon. Gentleman 
had said that it did not do to anticipate 
repairs or to estimate for them, because 
the repairs would then be demanded. 
That showed loose’ control and_ lack 
of supervision in the Department. 
A private firm, if it inspected its 
machinery to see what. repairs were 
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required, would take care that unnecessary 
repairs were not forced upon it. These 
so-called special repairs could, with a little 
ordinary foresight, have been provided for 
in the ordinary estimates of the year. 


Mr. KEARLEY said it would be very 
interesting to know what thesteam launches 
were originally supplied for, because it 
seemed to him an extraordinary expendi- 
ture on two steam launches in one year. 
The Admiralty had, until quite recently, 
kept up the pernicious system of spending 
hundreds of thousands of pounds a year 
upon old ships which, when they had 


’ been fitted out, were found to be zbso- 


lutely worthless for service. He sug- 

ted the case under discussion was an 
exact reproduction of the same pernicious 
system. Here were two rickety steam 
launches, which probably did not cost more 
than £800 when new. They had gone 
to the bad simply because, as_ the 
President of the Board of Trade had 
admitted, if they had asked the people 
how things were going, there would have 
been a wholesale demand for repairs. 
That, in his opinion, showed that these 
vessels were rotten, and required to be 
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entitled to know the actual condition 
and age of the boats, what was the cost 

rice, and why it was that this particular 
cadre of the Government was afraid 
to ask how things were going. It proved 
incompetency and lack of power to con- 
trol. He hoped the President of the 
Board of Trade would reply. He 

rophesied that the expenditure on the 
leone for the year was equal to their 
original cost. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE 
(Sussex, Horsham) asked whether the 
money had been spent, or whether, if 
it was to be spent shortly, it could not 
appear in the ordinary estimates of the 
current year. 


Mr GERALD BALFOUR said the 
money had already been spent. As 
regards the cost of the boats, he was 
not able to give the amount off-hand, 
but he might be able to give full in- 
formation later on. 


Service Estimates. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 197 ; 
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Crass V. 


Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That a Supplementary sum, 
not exceeding £10,000, be granted to 
His Majesty, to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 3lst day 
of March 1903, for the expenses in con- 
nection with His Majesty’s Embassies, 
Missions, and of Consular Establishments 
abroad, and other Expenditure charge- 
able on the Consular Vote.” 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON asked 
the noble Lord if he was not going to 
give some explanation on this Vote. 


*THe UNDER SECRETARY ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord  Cran- 
BOURNE, Rochester): I am not quite sure 


what the hon. Gentleman wishes me to. 


explain. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said 


the first heading: was £4,000 for special | 


missions and services, and one of those 
items was for the China Tariff Commis- 
sion. The second item was £6,000, 
which was entirely due to telegrams 
consequent on the state of affairs in the 


Far East. 


*LorpD CRANBORNE ssaid the ex- 
planation as regarded the special missions 
was that the extra sum asked for was 
entirely due to the negotiations with 
China for the commercial treaty. That 
treaty was negotiated for at very great 
length. [An Hon. Memper: Why?] Hon. 
Members who had had any negotia- 
tions with China knew that they could 


not be concluded within a very brief. 


period. There was an inconceivable 
amount of obstruction, and references 
had to be made, but he did not think 
the hon. Gentleman would expect him to 
account for Chinese delays, because he 
knew that any Government which 
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Wilson, Fred W. (Norfolk, Mid. 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Kearley and Mr. 





Charles Hobhouse. 






Supplementary Estimates they were not 
entitled to discuss the policy which those 
telegrams covered, and the only question 
for them was the reason for the extra 
charge and the responsibility of the 
Government for not having given the 
The Com- 


mittee was quite aware that it was im- 


‘possible beforehand to tell what the 


negotiated with China had to be pre- | 


pared for delays. As regarded the 


telegrams, according to recent rulings 
of the Chair it had been held that on 


amount of the charge for telegrams 
would come to. It was always an un- 
certain quantity, but the system adopted 
was that a normal sum was fixed upon 
and put forward in the ordinary main 
Estimates for the year. If it so happened 
that the negotiations threw a very much 
larger charge upon the telegrams, the. 
they had to put matters right in the 
Supplementary Estimates. Of course 
the Committee could discuss the whole 
policy when the main Estimates were 
submitted, but it would be quite im- 
possible for the Foreign Office, or any 
other branch of the public service, to 
enter fully into questions of policy on a 
Supplementary Estimate. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.) did not think the Committee had 
reccived a very satisfactory explanation 
from the noble Lord. He had given the 
same explanation for this Supplementary 
Estimate that was given by the President 
of the Board of Trade for the Estimate 
just passed, namely, that it was the 
custom to take an average sum, and 
not in the least to calculate the 
expenditure which would be necessary ; 
and then, if it was necessary to spend 
much more money, to come to Parlia- 
ment and ask sanction for the addi- 
tional expenditure. He did not think 
the way to keep down expenditure was 
to encourage the Departments to come to 
the House with Supplementary Estimates. 
Surely on the subject of China the 
Committee might have had a little more 
explanation of the necessity for the 
increased expenditure than had _ been 
given by the noble Lord. The House 
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should have been warned that this | bassadors, secretaries, and charyés @ affaires, 
treaty was to cost so much—an amount and surely they were sufficient for the 
which was perhaps more than it was special missions of this country. Hig 
worth. He hoped that the practice | own mission to Gibraltar had not cost the 
which had obtained during the past two country anything, and he did not know 
years of presenting these Supplementary | why these special missions cost so much 
Estimates would come to an end, and as as they did. 


a protest against its continuance he 
begged to move to reduce the Vote £100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £9,900, be 
granted for the said Service.”—(JJ/r. 


The noble Lord had referred to the 
rulings which precluded the discussion of 
policy on Supplementary Estimates. Mr, 
Speaker Peel was of opinion that as a rule 
the Committee could not discuss policy on 
the Supplementary Estimates, but he 


Charles Hobhouse.) pointed outthatthese Supplementary Esti- 
mates might be such as to raise new ques- 
tions. Therefore there must be a caveat 
entered against the contention that the 
Committee could never discuss policy on 
a Supplementary Estimate. He thought 
it was very ‘objectionable to have these 
Supplementary Estimates. A Supple- 
mentary Estimate was usual when the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer found that 
he had more money than he would 
require at the finish of the year. One 
thing that was an abomination ‘to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was to let 
money go in diminutin of the National 
Debt, and word was passed round to 
the Departments to get up some extra 
expenditure. That was the practice. 
The noble Lord sat with bent brow and 
did not deny it. When there were no 
Supplementary Estimates presented, the 
Departments found it possible to put the 
| charges into next year’s Estimate. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said the | 
noble Lord had stated that it was) Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
difficult to say what the telegrams fordshire, Lichfield) did not think 4 
would cost in the course of the year. | sufficient explanation had been given 
He did not think it was so impossible as| of the charge ‘consequent on the 
the noble Lord represented. With | state of affairs in the Far East.” 
regard to the item for telegrams, here it The Member for Lynn Regis had 
was said to be ‘‘consequent on the state | probably hit upon the right reason. 
of affairs in the Far East.” What was! Certainly the Committee ought to know 
the state of affairs that had cost £6,000 what was the state of affairs which had 
additional? No explanation had yet | caused thisenormouschargefor telegrams. 
been given to the Committee of that. | 
There was an item which was notin the! *Lorp CRANBORNE dissented from 
Supplementary Estimate. There was | the view expressed by the hon. Mernber 
nothing as to the state of affairs in|for Lynn Regis as to the reason for 
Venezuela. A large expenditure must | Supplementary Estimates being presented. 
have occurred there. Why had it not! The hon. Member had said that when 
been provided for? Was the Far West the Chancellor of the Exchequer had a 
to be put under the cloak of the Far! good deal of money to spare, word was 
East? The special missions which were | conveyed to the Departments to send in 
constantly recurring were much to be/ Supplementary Estimates. He thought 
deprecated. We had a staff of am-/ it was very seldom that the Chancellor 


Mr. Charles Hobhouse 


Mr. KEARLEY said that the Vote. 
for 1901-2 for special service missions | 
was £16,000, and now the Estimate | 
for 1902-3 was £33,000. That showed | 
an increase of £17,000. He presumed 
that the increase was put on the. 
Estimate in contemplation of this 
particular China Tariff Commission. If, 
so, they had the criticism to offer that, 
notwithstanding that the facts were 
known, there was a large under-estimate. | 
Again, there had been critical times | 
in China formerly, but the cost of | 
telegrams then had not been nearly so_ 
great as it was now. The whole 
tendency was to increase expenditure | 
without getting value for the money. | 
The explanation the Committee had | 
received to-day was no explanation at | 


all. 
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of the Exchequer had money to spare. |ceived, had been beneficial to this 
So far from pressure being put on the country. From the very first he had 
Departments to produce Supplementary | advocated the necessity for the abolitior 
Estimates, he could assure the hon. | of the Likin duties and its feasibility 
Member and the Committee that nothing | The pessimistic views expressed by some 
annoyed the Government more than | hon. Members opposite had weakened 
supplementary estimates because they’ the hands of Sir James MacKie in 
were aware of the opportunities negotiating the treaty, and their pre 
they afforded for taking up time that dictions as to the faithlessness of the 
might be otherwise employed. In Chinese Government in carrying it out 
answer to the hon. Member for the | were also most injudicious. This com- 
Lichfield Division, he had to state that mercial treaty was an enormous ad- 
the negotiation of the China Treaty vance on the Tien-Tsin Treaty. 
alone would convince him of the necessity 
for a large bill for telegraphing. He’ Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
had the commercial treaty in his hand. wished to ask whether anything could 
It covered ten or eleven pages of close be discussed on the Supplementary 
print, every word of which was tele- Estimates which could not be discussed 
graphed to this country. Then there on the original Vote ? 
were telegraphic charges not only for 
the treaty itself, but also for the *THeE DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN was 
negotiations, so that the plenipotentiaries understood to rule that it could not, 
of this country might be fully instructed. unless it was entirely new matter. 
The Treaty was before the Committee, 
and he thought the explanations he *Mr. WYLIE said that the principal 
had given ought to satisfy the Com- objection seemed to be taken to the sum 
mittee. There were many other matters of £4,000 in connection with special 
of interest besides the Treaty which missions in the Far East, and he con- 
were agitated in the Far East inthe year tended that that money had _ been 
brought to a close, and about which exceedingly well spent, as those who 
telegrams had to be sent. He would were {intimately acquainted with the 
like to remind hon. Gentlemen that facts knew perfectly well that the 
they very often put questions to him results we had derived from that expen- 
as to the proceedings in the Far East, diture were worth it. 
and very properly so, and that these 
questions frequently necessitated tele’ Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 
grams being sent to the Far East. versity) said that the Committee wanted 
to understand the answer the noble 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES asked if the Lord had given. The hon. Member for 
Vote included the cost of telegrams in| King’s Lynn took exception to this 
reference to Venezuela. £6,000 for telegrams, because he con- 
‘sidered that a considerable part of it 
*LorD CRANBORNE said no; his had been used for carrying on negotia- 
answer referred only to telegrams tothe tions with Venezuela. Were the 
Far East. Committee to understand that these 
negotiations with Venezuela had in no 


*Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire) said | way increased the expense of telegrams 
the Foreign Office had had an enormous | beyond the sum now named in the 
amount of work during the past year Estimates? If they had entailed an 
in connection with negotiations in the increase as compared with the expendi- 
Far East. It had had to consult ture which was anticipated when 
merchants in this country as well as in the Estimates were framed, his hon. 
the Far East, and on the whole it had | friend was entitled to an answer to his 
done its work very well. He was sorry question. 


to notice a tendency on the part of some 
hon. Members to belittle the work *LorpD CRANBORNE said that. the 


which had been thrown on the Chinese, money which he was now asking for 
Commission, because its work, he con- | was for the Far East, and the Far East 





Civil 
alone. As to the sums which it had 
cost the country for telegrams with 
regard to Venezuela, when the proper 
time came it would be his duty to sub- 
mit the matter to the consideration of 
the Committee. 


Sir JOHN GORST asked if they 
spent all this money on Chinese 
telegrams, while the Venezuela telegrams 
had been paid for out of the money voted | 
last year? The House of Commons had | 
the right to know what particular ser- 
vices had caused this increase of expendi- | 
ture,and if the negotiations with Venezuela | 
had contributed to make that increase | 
necessary the House of Commons had | 
aright to know how much of that increase | 
was due to the particular contingency of 
the negotiations with Venezuela. 
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Mr. COURTENAY WARNER) 
said that the noble Lord had not made | 
this matter clear at all. It was very | 
easy for the noble Lord to say that he 
allocated this £6,000 for the payment of | 
Chinese telegrams, but he understood | 
that the telegrams to Venezuela had heen | 
taken out of the original Vote, and that 
therefore the noble Lord would have less | 
money to spend on the Chinese telegrams ; 
hence the necessity for the Supplement- 
ary Estimate. | 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that the | 
noble Lord had declared that the whole | 
of this money was for telegrams to the 
Far East, and that no part of it was a 
provision for Venezuela telegrams. When 
he asked the noble Lord when he would 
be ready to explain the Venezuela tele- 
grams, the noble Lord suggested that the | 
money required for these telegrams would 
be asked for at some future date. What 
did that mean? It meant that it would 
appear in next year’s Estimates. Why 
then did not this Eastern expenditure go | 
into next year’s Estimates? Where was 
the justification for separating the tele- | 
grams with regard to Venezuela and | 
China when the expenditure was incurred | 
in the same year? The reason for | 
putting China into the Estimates and 
omitting Venezuela was conceivably that 
the Government were anxious to court a 
discussion with regard to China, and as 
anxious, or more anxious, to avoid dis- 
cussion with regard to Venezuela. Would 
the noble Lord state what the telegrams 


Lord Cranborne. 
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in connection with Venezuela had cost ? 
He himself put it down at £10,000. He 
was certain that that sum was not too 
much. 


* THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN said he 
would remind the hon. Gentleman that 
the noble Lord had stated that no part 
of this Vote was for Venezuela telegrams, 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he would 
not pursue the question of the amount of 
the Venezuela telegrams ; but he had a 
right to complain of its omission. 


*THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN said 
that hon. Gentleman could only discuss. 
the Estimates on the paper. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that the 
Estimate on the paper was dishonest and 


incomplete, and he would vote for the 
Amendment, 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) said that the member 


| of the Government from whom the Com- 


mittee ought to have an explanatien was 


‘not the noble Lord, but the Financial 


Secretary to the Treasury. It was 


| obvious from the noble Lord’s answer 
| that there had been 


some alteration in 
these Estimates which had put the Com- 
mittee in a very difficult position to 
discuss them. What they wanted to 
know was had there been an attempt 
made to avoid discussion on Venezuelan 
questions, and had not this been brought 
about by the fact that the excess over 
the original Estimates for telegrams had 


| been put down to China, and the part due 


to Venezuelan telegrams had been excluded. 


| Surely the Committee was entitled to ask 


some Member of the Government why it 
was that if there had been an excess on 
the China telegrams and equally an 
excess on the Venezuelan telegrams, the 
one was here on the Paper, and the other 
absent. There must be some reason, 
either financial, or political, for that 
omission. If the noble Lord could not 
give a clear explanation it would be 
necessary to send for the Financial 
Secretary to the Treasury. [At this 
point Mr. Hayes Fisher entered the 
House.| He was glad that the hon. 
Gentleman had returned to his place. 
What he wanted to ask the hon. Gentle- 
man was—there must have been clearly 
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an excess on the telegram Vote for Vene- 
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| sented in such a manner as to shut out 


muela, and also an excess on the Vote for | the discussion of other topics. The 


China—-whether the whole of the excess 
for general telegrams had been put down 
te China and whether the excess on the 
Venezuelan telegrams had been paid for 
out of the ordinary Votes; and, if so, 
why had the Vote for Venezuela been so 


as to put it out of the power of | 


the Committee to discuss the question ? 
Either both the Votes ought to have been 
on the Supplementary Estimates or 
neither of them. 


Mr. HAYES FISHER said he was 
sorry he had not been present when the 
hon. Gentleman first asked his question, 
but he had been called away by other 
business. The hon. Gentleman asked 
him why the Venezuelan telegrams were 
not included in the Supplementary 
Estimates. What happened, so far ‘as 
the Financial Secretary to the Treasury 
was concerned, was that he sent round to 
the different departments, and asked 
them whether they had any Supple- 
mentary Estimates, and, if so, whether 
they would let him know by a certain 
date. They had obtained the best in- 
formation they could on the occasion, and 
were informed that the cause of the 
Supplementary Estimate was the very 
excessive number of telegrams with 
reference to Chinese affairs. He could 
not possibly give the dates on which all 
the Supplementary Estimates had been 


Estimates were not framed with that 
object, and the Treasury thought that 
| sufficient reason had been adduced to 
warrant the Committee in passing the 
Estimate. 


Mr. KEARLEY said it now appeared 
, that a new system had been introduced, 
‘which, in his opinion, was a very un- 
businesslike one. At the present time of 
plentiful surpluses, the last thing a 
| Chancellor of the Exchequer desired was 
to pay over any part of his surplus 
to the diminution of the National Debt. 


*THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I 
would remind the hon. Gentleman that 
he cannot discuss the general question on 
this Vote. It would not be in order for 
him to discuss transference of money 
from one Vote to another. 


Mr. KEARLEY said he thoroughly 
understood that. A question of principle 
was, however, involved. The system at 
the Treasury was that all the departments 
were requested to state their wants, 
whereupon their wants were satisfied. 


* THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: That is 
a general question, and may be discussed 
on some other occasion. At present the 
hon. Member can only discuss the actual 
Supplementary Vote on the Paper. 


asked for. It would be impossible for | 


him to carry that in his recollection. 
They were told on the authority of the 
secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
that enough money had not been. taken 
in the Estimates to meet the necessities of 
the cost of telegrams in connection with 
Chinese affairs, and so far as he was 
aware nothing was said about Venezuela. 
Most certainly, from the point of view of 


the Treasury, they had no intention of | 


hiding anything in connection with 
Venezuela. 


*THeE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 
hon. Gentleman cannot discuss anything 
in connection with Venezuela on this 
Vote, as it is not included in the Vote. 


Mr. HAYES FISHER said he had no 


intention of discussing Venezuela. He | 


was merely replying to the hon. Member 
who stated that the Estimate was pre- 


Mr. C. R. SPENCER (Northampton- 
shire, Mid.) said, on a point of order, that 
the Secretary to the Treasury explained to 
the Committee just now the system—— 


THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Istopped 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
perhaps I ought to have stopped him 
sooner. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT said he accepted 
the ruling of the Chair, and wished to 
‘know what the telegrams were concerned 
with. ‘The allusion to China was merely 
a note. Would the Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs give the Committee an 
assurance that no part of the £6,000 had 
been used for any other purpose. 


Lorp CRANBORNE said he stated 
he was not taking it for any other 


purpose. 








































1179 Civil 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT said the correct 
view to take of the matter was not what | 
the money was taken for, but how it was | 
to be spent. 


Mr. KEARLEY said it was quite | 
evident that the Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs when he endeavoured 
to give the Committee an explanation 
was not fully acquainted with the 
Estimate. It now appeared that it had 
not been even decided how the money | 
was to be spent; and the Committee 
was entitled to know how it was to be 
spent. The noble Lord had no right to | 
lay down a particular way in which | 
money was to be spent. That was a 
matter for the Treasury. He submitted 
that he was entitled to ask the Under 
Secretary why no money was taken for 
Somaliland telegrams and Venezuelan 
telegrams. That was what they wanted , 
to get at, and they were simply being 
pulled away from the main track on the 
bare statement of the Under Secretary, 
who admittedly had not the knowledge 
of the Estimates possessed by the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury. The Committee 
was entitled to know whether another 
Supplementary Estimate would have to 
be submitted later for Somaliland and 
Venezuelan telegrams. 


Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.) said he 
thought it would be in the recollection of 


many hon. Members, especially hon. 
Members who followed Chinese affairs, 
that British merchants had great difficulty 
in North-East China with regard to a 
certain British railway from Pekin to, 
practically, Niuchwang. It had passed 
into the hands of another Power, and 
finally, after a great deal of trouble and 
several months negotiation, thé Govern-| 
ment obtained the railway back. It 
appeared to him that that process alone 
must have involved a great number of 
telegrams. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said that as 
the Secretary to the Treasury was not re- 
sponsible for the way in which the 
Estimate had been placed before the Com- 
mittee, the responsibility went back to the 
Foreign Office. His point was that the 
noble Lord was responsible for the form 
of theEstimate. Altogether £50,000 had 


been spent on telegrams during the year, | 
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nected with Venezuela and Somaliland, 
because those two matters occurred yn. 
expectedly and must have involved 
additional expenditure. Yet the noble 
Lord’s Department had put down on the 
Estimate that the whole of the excess was 
caused by Chinese telegrams. It would 
be quite clear, he thought, that the excegg 
was not due entirely and absolutely to 
China, and he therefore wished to know 
what was the ground on which the House 
of Commons was not allowed to discuss 
Somaliland or Venezuela, but was con- 
fined to the discussion of Chinege 
questions. It was not right or fair for 
the Department, by means of a small 
note, not only to deceive the House of 
Commons but to prevent hon. Members 
from having that legitimate discussion to 
which they were entitled. The Com- 
mittee ought to have a really clear ex- 
planation from the noble Lord as to why 
the House of Commons had been 


| jockeyed out of a discussion on Somali- 


land and Venezuela. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE asked 
if the noble Lord would state how much 
had been spent on Chinese telegrams 
over and above the amount in the 
Supplementary Estimate. 


Sir J. BLUNDELL MAPLE (Camber- 
well, Dulwich), said he thought that the 
explanation on the Paper was quite as 
much as they could expect. They were 
told that the telegrams cost £6,000 in 
excess of the original Estimate. If a 
mistake were made with regard to the 


| amount required for telegrams to China, 


and it was exceeded by £6,000, that was 
a sufficient explanation. He thought 
the Committee hud been told quite 
sufficient. 


*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 


‘Boroughs) thought that this was rather 


a storm in a teacup. When the noble 
Lord had given full explanation on 
this point every one would be satisfied. 
If they had the information as to how 
much of the £44,000 had been allocated 
to telegrams to China and the infor- 
mation asked for by the hon. Member 


and it was quite clear that some of that | for Poplar they would be in the position 
money was expended on telegrams con- | of knowing how much had been spent. 
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*#Loxp CRANBORNE said the full 
amount spent for telegrams from Pekin 
was £16,846, including the sum now 
asked for; the telegrams from the 
Foreign Office were not distinguished 
and he could not therefore give that in- 
formation. The hon. Member for 
Poplar had asked for some further ex- 
planation on this point. The hon. 
Member had quite mistaken what the 
original nature of the Estimate was. It 
was an Estimate for many years sub- 
mitted to the Com mittee for a large sum 
of money for various items. It was 
impossible to tell how much telegrams 
were going to cost, and this sum was 
taken by the Foreign Office as an 
estimate of what was likely to be the 
cost of telegrams for the year. All sorts 
of contingencies had to be taken into 
account and to say that the condition 
of things in South America was to be 
excluded from these Estimates was an 
unwarrantable assumption. There was no 
reason in the world why Venezuela 
should not be included in that sum. 
Among other places China had to be dealt 
with. The service to China was very 
expensive and a great expense had been 
thrown upon this country through what 
had taken place there. What had taken 
place in China? First of all, there was 
the commercial treaty which had been 
negotiated ; then there was the transfer 
of the territory from the troops in 
occupation to the Chinese authorities, 
and there was also the question of the 
Russian evacuation of Manchuria, which 
ata later stage came within these tele- 
grams ; then there was the drawing up 
of the protocol. All these matters had 
to be done by telegram It would, of 
course, be out of order to discuss those 
questions now, and he had only mentioned 
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them to show how heavy was the charge 
thrown on the Foreign Office by tele- 
grams to China. The House might be 
sure they were not going to be deprived 
of their right to criticise the Estimates, 
and that when the original Estimates 
came on there would be no such restric- 
tion as was placed by the Chairman on 
the Supplementary Estimates. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said he 
certainly should not withdraw his 
Amendment, because the noble Lord had 
put the case for the Amendment even 
more strongly than it had been put 
before. The noble Lord had told the 
Committee that this Vote was taken for 
telegrams all over the world. It was all 
very well to say that when the Estimates 
came on there would be no restriction 
in discussing them, but they would be 
new Estimates dealing with new facts. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE 
thought these telegrams were a curse 
to the country. A great deal of 
money had been spent, and the 
noble Lord told them a commercial 
treaty had been ratified, every word 
of which had had to be telegraphed to 
and fro many times. That was a system 
of centralisation with which he did not 
agree. We sent competent and capable 
men abroad who had our interest at 
heart and if they continually felt the 
check string from Downing Street they 
lost all individuality. He protested 
against trying to manage all these 
matters from home. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 108 ; 
Noes, 189. (Division List No. 11.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 


Asquith, Rt. Hon, Herbt. Hy. 


Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Right Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Buxton, Svdney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert 








Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.1 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean. Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M.Vaughan- (Cardign 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A.(Znverness-sh.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Zanark) 





Duffy, William J. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Evans, Saml. T. (Glamorgan) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
iiffith, Ellis J. 

turdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hemphill. Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
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Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur CU. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshir-) 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Lambert, George 

Law, H. Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Govern, T 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Aird, Sir John 

Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
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Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, Kend. (Tipperary,Mid 
O’Brieo, Patrick (Awenny) 
’Connor, James (Wicklow, W 
O’Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Connor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, James (Roscommon,N 
O’ Mara. James 

Palmer, Sir Chas. M. (Durham 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. ( Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir R. T. (Dumfries) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 


NOES. 


| Cripps, Charles Alfred 


Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 


| Dewar, Sir T. R.(7'r. Haml’ts | 


Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. 4. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 


| Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Man’r | Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 


Faber, George Denison (York) 


Banbury, Sir Frederick George | Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Ed. 


Beckett, Ernest William 
Bignold, Arthur 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 


Boulnois, Edmund 


Bousfield, William Robert 
Brassey, Albert 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt Hn J A (Glasg.) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. ti. 
Cavendish, R. F. (NV. Lancs.) | 
Cavendish, V C W (Derbysh.) | 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J A (Wore 
Chapman, Edward 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasq.) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, CharlesCurtis( A ntrim,S 
Cranborne, Viscount 


| Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
| Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Bigwood, James 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


| Fisher, William Hayes 


| Flannery, Sir Fortescue 


Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest 
Garfit, William 


| Gibbs, HnA.G.H(City of Lond 
| Gibbs, Hn. Vicary (St. Albans 
| Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Zigin & Nrn 
| Gore, HnGR.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
| Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 


Goschen, Hon. Geo. Joachim 
Foulding, Edward Alfred 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 


| Hamilton, Rt Hn Ld.G.(Midzx 
| Hamilton, Marq. of (Zondondy 


Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashfd 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hobhouse, RtHnH (Somrst HL 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope. J. F. (Shef., Btside) 


| Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
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Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Samuel (F/int) 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer,Rt.HnC.R. (Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R. 
Toulmin, George 

Wallace, Robert 

Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk, Mid. 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse 
and Mr. Warner. 





Hoult, Joseph 
| Howard, J. (Midd., Tot ham 
| Johnstone, Heywood 
Kemp, Lieut. -Colonel George 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 
Kimber, Henry 
Knowles, Lees 
Lambton, Hon. Fredk. Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
| Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monm’th) 
Lawson, John Grant 
| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockie, John 


Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 


| Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine : 


Long, Col. Chas. W.(Hvesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, §. 

| Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Reg’ld J. (Portsmouth) 

| Macdona, John Cumming 
M’Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M’Calmont, Colonel James 
Malcolm, Ian 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 

| Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milvain, Thomas 
Mitchell, William 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamstow 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

| Murray, RtHnAGraham (Bute 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Peel,HnWm Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 

| Pretyman, Ernest George 

| Purvis, Robert 
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Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. — 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Rempant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, Hon. M. W (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green 
Ritehie, RtHon.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel —— 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rothschild,Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
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Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
Seely,Maj.J.E.B(Isle of Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs ) 
Stirling-Maxwell,Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
‘Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (£zeter) 
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Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn.Sir William H 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE (Taunton 
Wharton,Rt.Hon. John Lloyd 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh.N.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wortley,Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES~— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Original Questio 1 put, and agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a Supplementary sum, not ex- 
ceeding £69,600, be granted to His 
Majesty to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 3lst day of 
March 1903, for the Grant in aid of 
the British Protectorate in East Africa.” 


Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
in moving the reduction of the Vote by 
£100, complained that) no Papers dealing 
with the subject had been issued to Members 
who were entitled to know whether this 
Supplementary Estimate was due to a 
“muddle” or a “mess.” The original 
Vote of £244,000 was nearly three times 
larger than the original Vote of the 
preceding year. Now they were asked 
for this additional £69,600, and not a 
word of explanation had been given. 
They were not told what had happened 
in British East Africa, or why this 
additional charge was proposed. Since 
the Government took over the protectorate 
from the British East Africa Company 
nine years ago we had spent in grants in 
aid of British East Africa £1,200,000. 
That was an average of £133,000 a year. 
But the expenditure had been increasing, 
and in the last three years the average 
was £212,300 a year. In the six years 
ended March 31st, 1900, we had spent 
in grants in aid £566,675, and during 
the same period the total British trade 
with British East Africa amounted only 
to £540,000. That meant that even if 
all the goods landed in British East 





Africa cost us nothing to manufacture 
or deliver, and all the goods we received 
were delivered here without cost, we 
should still be the losers. 

And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Resolutions to be reported to-morrow ; 
Committee also report Progress; to sit 
again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


CIVIL SERVICES (SUPPLEMENTARY) 
ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 
CLAss V. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a Supplementary sum, not exceed- 
ing £69,600, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March 1903, 
for the Grant in Aid of the British 
Protectorate in East Africa.” 


Mr. M‘KENNA said when the business 
of the Committee was interrupted he 
was pointing out to the Committee 
that the total value of British trade, 
imports and exports, with British East 
Africa during the first six years of our 
occupation was £540,000, and that our 
grants in aid during the same period 
had far exceeded in extent our total 
trade. The grants in aid during the year 


ended March 1900-1901 had amounted ° 
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to £227,000, or one and a half times 
as much as the whole value of our 
exports and imports during the same 
period with the protectorate. One of 
the advantages we derived from having 
such protectorates was the expansion of 
our trade, but what was the price we 
were paying for it? From the point 
of view of pounds shillings and pence, 
he asked the noble Lord to consider 
whether the character of the expenditure 
which we undertook inthese protectorates 
was warranted by the commercial ad- 
vantages we obtained from them. The 
total amount of this Vote now asked 
for, £313,000, was about three times as 
much as was asked for three years ago, 
and about four times the amount of 
the grant asked for last year, and 
although he had not the figures for 
the trade of the present year he was 
inclined to think it would amount to 
twice the value of the imports and 
exports between this country and 
British East Africa. That was the 
amount the Committee was asked to 
vote without a word of explanation 
or without a Paper being laid on the 
Table of the House. 


The noble Lord would no _ doubt 
reply that we were doing a great 
work in East Africa, and that the 
money the House was now asked 
to provide was for good adminis- 
trative work in that country. He 
would not dispute that; he was 
prepared to believe that every penny of 
the money would be well spent for the 
object for which it was asked. But 
that was not the only point of view 
from which this matter ought to be 
regarded. The noble Lord in a previous 
debate had spoken of the revenue of 
East Africa as a trifling sum in 
relation to the whole cost of the Empire, 
and that was true, but this was not 
the only place for which £313,000 was 
being asked. We were spending money 
in Uganda and Somaliland and other 
parts of Africa, and although such a sum 
was a mere trifle as compared with the 
whole cost, all these items totalled up 
to an enormous sum. The cost of 
British East Africa amounted in all 
to over a million and a quarter. Under 
those circumstances he submitted that 
the Committee were entitled} to ask 


Mr. M‘Kenna. 


{COMMONS} 








Service Estimates. 1188 
whether it was a wise policy to carry on 
aform of government in these protector- 
ates which the protectorates themselves 
could not pay for, and which, naturally, 
placed so heavy a burden on the people 
of this country. If these expenses were 
so trifling, we should not have to pay for 
them by an income tax reckoned by 
shillings, but by pence, and a bread 
tax that fell most heavily on the poorest 
of the poor. Although the work being 
done might be admirable work in itself, 
he would ask the noble Lord to consider 
whether it was work he should allow the 
British people to pay for, and whether it 
was work which was contemplated when 
British East Africa was taken over as a 
British Colony. The policy the noble Lord 
advocated then was that it should be 
administered at a cost of £30,000, it was 
pow £300,000. He asked the Committee 
to say that the time had come to review 
this policy as a whole, and to keep their 
eye on the question of strict economy. Un 
these grounds he begged leave to move 
the reduction of the Vote by £100, 


Whereupon Motion made, and Question 
proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£69,500, be granted for the said Service.” 

—(Mr. M‘Kenna.) 


Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field), in supporting the Amendment, 
asked the noble Lord the Under-Secre- 
tary for Foreign Affairs if he could as- 
sure the Committee that no magistrate 
whose salary was covered by this Vote was 
administering a law which acknowledged 
the legal status of slavery. He also de- 
sired to know whether any part of the 
Vote was going, either directly or in- 
directly, in payment of amounts which 
had been already passed for the making 


| of the Uganda Railway. He would also 


like to know whether there were any 
arrears of pay due to our Indian soldiers 
in East Africa as would appear by the 
Vote, as he thought this was a thing 
which in a rich Empire like this should 
never be allowed to occur. In his opinion, 
the Committee ought to be furnished 
with a Report from the Foreign Office 
showing what had been done in this im- 
mense territory in the twelve months, 
so that they might discuss the Vote with 
knowledge. 
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$irROBERT REID (Dumfries Burghs) | any satisfactory conclusion. The system 
gaid that, if they desired to effect any was one under which Parliamentary 
economy at all, it was necessary that control had become practically in- 
they should examine, not only the large, | effective. 
but the small items of expenditure. He | 
should regard this Vote rather as an| *Lorp CRANBORNE said the hon. 
illustrative case. The first thing he had Gentleman who moved the reduction 
ot to say about it was that within the | really brought an indictment against our 
bat three years they had about doubled | position in East Africa. That, of course, 
the amount of expenditure upon the called in question a policy for which 
administration of this particular pro-| this Government was not in the least 
tectorate, and that the greater part of | especially responsible, a policy deliber- 
it was absolutely unproductive. The ately adopted by the country at large 
second thing was, what had they got | and endorsed by vote after vote of the 


in return for that expenditure? He | 
ut aside for the moment the mural 
Genity and the civilising influences | 


which accrued to this country because | 
of money spent in the administration of 
asavage territory like this. 


What was the return in pounds, shil- 
lings, and pence for the money spent in 
respect of that country? He found that 
for a period of six years the surplus out- 
lay of the taxation of this country upon 
this particular protectorate exceeded the 
total value of the imports and exports 
which passed between Great Britain and 
British East Africa. And let the Com- 
mittee get rid of the cant phrase of 
“making markets.’’ This was a rather 
serious matter. It meant that we were 
working at an absolute dead loss in 
respect of this one particular pro- 
tectorate. The Committee had no means 
whatever of checking the expenditure 
from the particulars which were 
furnished in the Vote. They were told 
that £69,000 was required in aid of the 
expenses of administration, and that was 
all. Considering the enormous sums of 
money involved, if any private business 
were conducted with the kind of audit 
by means of which they were expected 
to carry on the affairs of this country, it 
would go to pieces,and be in bank- 
ruptcy in the course of a few months. | 
It was impossible to dwell too often on 
the fact that while they were constantly 
complaining of this state of things, it | 
was even now impossible to puta finger | 
on any particular item. Although they 


House of Commons. He thought it 
was a little too much toask the Minister 
in charge to defend an indictment of 
that kind at that time of the day. 
Governments drawn trom both sides of 
the House had felt that it was our duty 
to own these protectorates, and if they 
owned them he could not believe that 
any House of Commons would doubt 
that it was their duty to develop them, 
and as the policy was adopted not on 
purely commercial grounds it was not 
fair to charge the Government with ill 
success because it was not already 
commercially successful. It was adopted 
partly on humanitarian grounds, and 
partly on political grounds of the highest 
order. Surely the hon. Member would 
not wish tiem to have stood aside when 
the great modern development of Africa 
took place. We were bound to develop 
the property we had acquired ; that we 
should stay like a dog in the manger in 
East Africa and allow the protectorate 
and population to look after themselves 
was a policy unworthy of any British 
Government, and it was one which the 
present Government were certainly not 
prepared to adopt. In estimating the 
progress of the protectorates it was 
almost impossible to separate East Africa 
from Uganda. because they had a 
common Customs union. 


Mr. M‘KENNA said if he had used 
the figures for Uganda his case would 
have been much stronger. 








often heard complaints in their consti-; *LORD CRANBORNE said the com- 
tuencies of increased expenditure and | bined volume of trade in 18991900 was 
increased taxation, hon. Meir bers were | £452,000, while in 1902-3 they estimated 
powerless to protect themselves against | it at about £1,000,000. But the latter 
it. Even the statement of the noble | figure was not one on which they could 
Lord would not enable them to come to| argue as to the natural progress of 
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trade, as great deductions must be made 
from it in respect of the Uganda Rail- 
way, of Government stores, and of specie. 
But, after the deductions had been 
made, the total volume of trade during 
the time the protectorates had belonged 
to this country had been far in excess of 
‘the hon. Gentleman’s figures. The inter- 
ests of this Protectorate were not limited 
to trade with the United Kingdom, and 
there was a very considerable trade with 
India. Therefore, it was only fair, in 
calculating the trade value to include 
India. The trade with Great Britain 
and India amounted to 63 per cent. of 
the whole trade in Uganda and East 
Africa. That was a very large figure 
and he did not think that, at any rate as 
far as proportion went, anyone would 
say that the trade with the protectorates 
showed up badly. Did the British 
House of Commons only represent the 
taxpayers? Were they to shut out all 
the rest of the Empire? As the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Wolver- 
hampton once said, every, Member of 
Parliament was Member for India. 
That statement had a great effect on the 
House at the time and he quoted it in 
aid now. He had a right to calculate 
the Indian as well as the English trade. 
Making all deductions for the Uganda 
Railway, for Government stores, and for 
specie, he could still show that 29 per 
ent. belonged to the United Kingdom 
and 34 per cent. toIndia. This showed 
that great progress had been made 
in the trade with the British Empire. 


The hon. and learned Member for Dum- 
fries spoke of the great increase in the 
grant in aid. It was true that it was 
increasing ; but there were very consider- 
able deductions to be made from the 
figure that had been given. There were 
the working expenses for six months 
of the Uganda Railway, which were 
estimated at £50,000; the cost of the 
two steamers amounted to £57,000, and 
at a later period of the year he was 
afraid he should have to ask for a little 
more money in respect of them ; and the 
surveys of the lake cost £6,000, these 
items amounting altogether to £113,600, 
or about £114,000, which was the figure 
he had given. He was now dealing with 
East Africa and Uganda combined, but 
the hon. and learned Gentleman the 
Member for Dumfries dealt with East 


Lord Cranborne. 
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Africa alone. He would point out that 
when the hon. and learned Gentleman 
compared the grant in aid for East 
Africa last year with that for the 
present year, it should be remembered 
that a large portion of Uganda had been 
transferred to East Africa. The expendi. 
ture on East Africa in the two years he 
was considering rose from £180,000 to 
£330,000, but the grant for Uganda 
fell from £205,000 to £170,000, because 
of the transfer which had taken place. 
East Africa of three years ago was not 
the East Africa they were dealing with 
in the present Estimates. As to the 
details of the present demand, there was 
a demand by the Indian Government in 
respect of Indian troops which had been 
lent on several occasions. It seemed 
that it was a very complicated matter to 
ascertain this indebtedness, and year 
after year it was found that a little more 
was due. There were one or two other 
items which he wished to give to the 
Committee. There was a sum _ for 
compensation for moving the bazaar in 
Nairobi, in consequence of the plague. 
The hon. Gentleman who seconded the 
Amendment called the Government to 
account for that, but they were not 
responsible for the plague. The plague 
was not conveyed by His Majesty's 
Government, but probably by rats, and 
the Government could not be held 
responsible for that. They had to sup 
press the plague at considerable cost, 
amounting to £13,000. Then there was 
a sum of £4,000 for the rehousing of 
troops. It was found that the huts for 
the troops at Nairobi had been erected 
in unsuitable places, and fresh accom- 
modation had to be found. Hon. Mem- 
bers did not always select the most 
suitable places for houses. 


The East African Protectorate went as 
far as the Juba river, where there were 
some very turbulenttribes who had givena 
great dealoftrouble. After two expeditions 
against these tribes, the Government 
made up their minds that they must 
take precautions to prevent difficulties 
of the same kind in the future. For 
that purpose mobile troops were re- 
quired, and a camel corps was formed, 
the cost of which was £7,700. Of that 
amount £3,800 was now asked for. 
Then there was a sum of £2,900 due to 
the Uganda Railway for the carriage of 
mails, and a sum of £1,400 for law 
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eourts at Mombasa and Jubaland; and{ With regard to general policy and 
lastly there was the ro of £1 1,000, gne principle, he thought there was reallyjno 
to a falling off in the revenue. ey | difference of opinion in any quarter , of 
estimated for a very slight surplus, and | the House. What many hon. Members 
they we ppg Wag ‘ 7, | or | were beginning to feel was, that the way 
accounts had to go before the Controller |in which these Colonies were being 
val en ai A Pat ontouer ry pi ge “es — the right one. They 
3 , °y ‘did not grudge the money necessary for 
that eapety sel se nesoon P sf did | the proper development of the countries, 
not ree ganting seiaioy th “ ov el | but what they felt was that the Foreign 
ment of s at was not | Office in attempting t ‘ni 
fully and properly due in the estimation sadtabons trast Sor pho tbe air dea 
of the Controller and ranger _were not taking proper precautions to 
ee wclld ast be: snes yor by the avoid conflicts and wars. As his hon. 
House of Commons or the country i re pee. Baan gall og a oe 
they forsook the Protectorate. Now | gsi merge ey oy a 9 ie 
they were in the country the Government | ns SgMEs : ee), ores 
were bound to develop it, and he did | that enormous expenditure required 
not want the Committee to carry away | more justification than had yet been 
the notion that they were at the end of Ge. behalf of the Government. 
this expenditure. To make their pos- | He did not believe the Committee were 
session fruitful and profitable they must | 1 oe pc tg D sn gg righ gon 
in it l t, and he | eo 
erontr, mn. Ok. Samer, A009 an expenditure which could hardly be 
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very respectfully warned the Committee 
of that, so that they might not accuse the 
Government of deceiving them on the 
subject. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said he did 
not intend to touch upon the important 
point raised by his hon. friend, namely, 
the slavery on the strip of mainland. 
The noble Lord was entitled to say that 


said to be a question of general policy. 
Not a single sixpence had been spent for 
the benefit of the Colony in the matter 
‘of our trade, and so far as that was con- 
cerned all this money had practically 
been sunk in the African desert. He 
was surprised at the figures which had 
| been given, in regard to the financial 
position of this enormous tract of country. 
The Under Secretary boasted that the 


under present conditions the Committee | total volume of trade in these East African 


could not discuss that. He had no doubt 


colonies had nowrisen to £415,000, but 


they would have another opportunity of ‘the noble Lord should look at the 


discussing the subject in the course of | 
their debates. He complained that in | 
these African matters no explanation was | 
given to the Committee before the debates | 
took place. For the last five or six | 
years Supplementary Estimates had been | 
presented which made it impossible for | 
the Committee to check the expenditure. | 
The bulk of the items the noble Lord had | 
mentioned certainly ought to have been | 
foreseen, if not by the Foreign Office, at all 
events, by those administering thecountry. 
He instanced the camel corps as a 
matter on which there could not have 
been such great urgency as to necessi- 
tate a Supplementary Estimate. The 
additional grant now asked in aid of 
the British East Africa Protectorates 
amounted to nearly £70,000. That, he 
held, was excessive, and he did not think 
there was any excuse for the bulk of 
the items of which it was made up. 


VOL. CXVIII. [Fourtu Serizs. } 





other side of the account. He should also 
take the liabilities and the expenditure of 
‘these Colonies. Including the cost of the 
Uganda Railway, the whole annual cost 
of these Colonies was £710,000, while our 
total volume of trade—not the profit— 
was only £415,000. 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: That was the 
total volume of trade with the British 
Empire. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said that 
made it worse and worse, for he 
thought that there was the Indian 
trade besides. It was time to call a 
halt to the unlimited and unchecked 
expenditure of the Foreign Office. If 
the administration of Uganda were taken 
out of the hands of that Department, and 
put under the Colonial Office, many 
economies might be effected. 


2U 
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*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL asked 
whether, in relation to the loan for the 


building of the Uganda Railway, any 
allowance was made for a sinking fund. 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: Not in the Sup- 
plementary Estimate. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL called 
attention to the outbreak of plague at 
Nairobi, and stated it was felt that this 
was partly due to the insanitary position 
and condition of the bazaar. That bazaar 
had been burned, and compensation had 
to be paid to the owners of shops there. 
There was in the Estimates an item for 
the moving of the troops from the 
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unable to obtain a Report in the library 
later than 1901. 


*Lorp CRANBORNE said that it had 
been done already. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL said he 
knew there was a paper giving figures 
which covered the imports and exports, 
but there was no Report from the Chief 
Commissioner himself as to any measures 
that were being taken for developing 
the territory asa whole. In Sir Charles 
Eliot the Foreign Office had an exceed. 
ingly able servant, whose administration 
had given extreme satisfaction to all 
| classes of the community. 





situation in which they had been placed | 


at Nairobi. 
it wus proposed to remove the whole of 
the railway population to more healthy 
houses on a higher site. The town had 
now a population of about 8,000; and if 
there was nothing in the accounts to pay 
for their removal, he believed the House 
of Commons would be called upon later to 
vote money for that purpose. This ex- 


penditure was entirely due to an error on 
the part of the railway engineers, for 


whom the Government were indirectly | 
He asked whether there | 


responsible. 
had been any receipts from the sale of 
Government lands, and whether the 
colonisation of the higher lands had pro- 
sa He asked further, whether the 

overnment had yet made any provision 
for a paper currency in East Africa. 


and with trade, necessarily the increase of 
the revenue. His hon. friend had referred 
to the necessity for transferring the 


administration of these protectorates from | 


the Foreign Office to the Colonial Office. 
There was undoubtedly a strong public 
opinion in East Africa and Uganda in 
favour of the transfer. He knew there 
was a difficulty in the way in connection 


with treaty obligations with regard to | 
Zanzibar ; but he asked the noble Lord | 


whether he could not hold out any 
prospect in the future of this being 


overcome and this transference being 
made to the Colonial Office. He also 
wished to know when the annual 


He wished to know whether | 


*LorpD CRANBORNE: Sir Charles 
| Eliot belongs to the Foreign Office. 
| *Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL said no 
doubt, but there was equally no doubt 
that if Sir Charles Eliot were transferred 
to the Colonial Office his efficiency would 
be increased. That was the prevalent 
opinion in East Africa itself. 


Mr. LOUGH said he could not second 
the appeal for the transfer of these 
protectorates from the Foreign Office to 
the Colonial Office, for he thought 
it was just six of one and half-a-dozen 
of the other. The last instance was 
that of Nigeria. 


That | 
was a matter on which the success of trade | 
in East Africa in some measure depended, | 


THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN said the 
hon. Member could not discuss on this 
Vote the transfer of Uganda to the 
| Colonial Office. 


Mr. LOUGH said he had only referred 
to it as two hon. Members had been 
allowed to develop the argument, and he 
wished to enter his protest against it. This 

| was the third time within the year that 
| large Estimates had been produced for these 
| protectorates and the Uganda Railway, 
and he desired to protest in the strongest 
| way against the additional Supplementary 
| Estimate of £70,000. There was not 
‘one of the items on the Paper which 
| might not have been left over until the 
/new Estimates were prepared and laid 


report of the condition, prospects and before the House for full discussion. 
revenue of this Protectorate would be|The meaning of the Supplementary 
laid before Parliament. He had been | Estimates was to get from the Com- 
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mittee more money than was necessary, | Mr. M‘KENNA said that the noble 
by taking large amounts in separate| Lord had stated that this Government 
bits instead of in one sum. The noble | was not responsible for taking over East 
Lord had given quite inadequate ex-| Africa, or for the present expenditure. 
planations as to the reasons for this| He would remind the noble Lord that 
enormously increased expenditure. He, | British East. Africa had been very well 
for one, did not want explanations ; he | administered until three years ago: that 
wanted economy. The noble Lord had | was to say that for the first six years it 
practically said that he was not the man | had only cost on an average £90,000 a 
for economy; that if we had these| year. What he complained of was not 
Colonies we must develop them ; and he that the British Government was there, 


went the length of declaring that the but that the expenditure had been in- 
Committee es expect still pHa ex. | creased from £90,000 to over £200,090 a 
penditure in the future. But what he | Y°™ 
contended for was that these countries | 
should be developed with some regard) §ir JOHN GORST said that the noble 
to the trade we got out of then. The |Lord had very properly warned the 
noble Lord had said that the trade of | House that, having undertaken the man- 
these territories with Great Britain and | agement of these territories, we had to 
India amounted to 63 or 64 per cent. of | develop them, and spend a certain amount 


the whole trade. But the greater part | 
of the trade was with India, and the 
point was, who should pay the expense ? 
India certainly did not pay the expense. 
The pettifogging share of the trade to} 
Great Britain was only 29 per cent., but 
that was on the gross volume of the 
trade. If the profits on the trade were 
estimated at 20 per cent. there would 





be only a return to Great Britain of | 


£28,000 a year for all this enormous 
expenditure. 
pected to stand that. The noble Lord 
seemed to be of the belief that this bad 
affair might be bettered by extravagant 
expenditure. 


The Colonies, of which we were all 


so proud, had not been developed by | 


the expenditure of this country, but 
by cautious and wise expenditure by the 
Colonies themselves. This new feature 
in the development of the Colonies of 
the British Empire had only been intro- 
duced into the African Colonies and 
protectorates. The lavish and wasteful 
policy of the Foreign Office was con- 
stantly revealing new extravagances. 
The noble Lord had told the Committee 
that the mean city of Nairobi, which 
they had founded, would have to be re- 
moved altogether because it had been put 
in an insanitary situation. He protested 
in the most indignant way against all 
this extravagance, and he was glad that 
hon. Members opposite were beginning to 


No country could be ex- | 





ask for some economy in expenditure. 


of money upon them. He agreed that 
we could not go back from our obli- 
gations, and that it was absolutely 
necessary on our part to do every- 
thing to develop these countries. 
But what he wanted to press on 
the noble Lord was, that this develop- 
ment ought to take place on a definite 
plan, and that the Foreign Office should 
not drift into one expenditure, and then 


another, without a definite plan of develop- 


ment. The Government ought to take 
the House of Commons into its confidence 
and give them information as to the con- 
dition of the country. Egypt had got the 
Sudan on its hands very much in the 
same way as we had got Uganda and the 
East African Protectorate, but the Govern- 
ment of Egypt, under the advice of Lord 
Cromer, proceeded in the development of 
the Sudan on a clear and definite plan. 
The whole circumstances of the country 
had been taken into consideration, its 
resources, and its possibilities for produc- 
ing revenue. Why should not Uganda 
and the East African Protectorate be dealt 
with in a similar manner, and why should 
not the Government plainly state to 
Parliament what they intended todo with 
these countries, what their plans were and 
their expectations as to the future revenues 


and prosperity of these territories ? 
Though, no doubt, they might criticise the 
Government plans, he was sure that the 
House of Commons as a whole would 
cheerfully vote without wrangling the 
money necessary to carry out a clear 
and definite plan. 
2U2 


- -_ 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon | countries of that sort they might anticj- 
Boroughs) said that there was a good pate the opposition of these Mohammedan 
deal in what the right hon. Gentleman | gentlemen. The noble Lord had said 
who had just sat down had stated. This| that it was not necessary to set down 
was not a question of giving up these|the interest on loans and the sinking 
territories, but of spending this money | fund when reckoning up this business, 
on business principles. In large private | but that only showed the notions of the 
concerns people oiten spent money in| Foreign Office about business principles. 
extending trade, quite content to bear a He wanted to know what were the 
loss for some years to come. But when| prospects of these territories, and what 
doing that it was done on sound business | they were spending this money for. He 
principles ; some development of profit | had listened with great interest to the 
was looked forward to in the course of a| noble Lord in reference to development, 
few years. If the Committee was satis-| but the Committee had no idea yet as to 
fied that the Government were spending | what was the policy of the Government 
this money economically and efficiently | with regard to development; and if the 
on development, he was certain that the | House of Commons was asked to sanction 
House of Commons would not complain ; | this huge expenditure they were entitled 
but any one who had examined the/| to know what the plans of the Govern- 


Estimates from year to year could not 


be. satisfied that that was being done. | 
There were two arguments which in-| 


dicated that there was something wrong. 
He did not say that because the present 
expenditure exceeded the trade that that 
was conclusive; but at all events it 
formed a primi facie case that the 
Government were not running these 


territories on purely business lines. We) 


had a falling revenue and an increasing | 
expenditure, which showed that our | 
attempts to develop these countries had 
not been successful. 

His second point was that a man| 


running a business of this sort would 
carefully examine his estimates be- 
fore expenditure; but these Estimates 
had been exceeded in expenditure 
by from 20 to 30, and sometimes 
100, per cent. in the course of a single 
year. That showed that whoever was 
responsible for the expenditure had not 
carefully calculated beforehand what 
was wanted, although he did not say 
that the expenditure could be estimated 
toapenny. The rats had been blamed, 
and his hon. friend thought that the 
way to cure that was to hand over the 
administration of these territories to the 
Colonial Office. He should have thought 
that that was the last extremity in the 
world, except on the principle of setting 
a thief to catch a thief. Then, it was 
said that there were not merely rats, 
but some bad Mohammedan gentlemen, 
a sortof Church party, in these territories; 
but the right hon. Gentleman must 
have known perfectly well that in 


| ment were. 

*Lorp CRANBORNE said that the 
| hon. Gentleman who had just sat down, 
|and his right hon. friend below the 
| Gangway had both told the Committee 
|and the country that if the Foreign 
| Office could point to a policy to show for 
| this expenditure, the House of Commons 
would vote the money. Of course, the 
Foreign Office had a plan, but he did 
not think that a Supplementary Estimate 
was the proper occasion on which to 
| speak of their plans for development. 
There were large agricultural prospects, 
| in addition to large mining ones, and in 
respect of these they had issued a con- 
siderable number of concessions. He 
would not like the debate to close without 
assuring the right hon. Gentleman that 
the policy of the Foreign Office was being 
pursued with great vigour. Of course 
that cost money, but he hoped that later 
on he would be able toshow good results 
for the expenditure. With regard to the 
sale of lands, they had only just been 
sanctioned, and consequently there was 
no return under that head. In reference 
to Zanzibar, the hon. Member for the 
Cleveland Division had asked what steps 
had been taken to transfer the territories 
to the Colonial Office, but he could only 
point out that, undoubtedly, there would 
be great convenience in keeping them in 
the hands of the Foreign Office so long as 
that Department had control of the 
foreign relations in connection with that 
territory. With regard to reports, there 
were the Diplomatic and Consular Reports 
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for the year ending March, 1902, contain- 
ing statistics with regard to trade in the 
Protectorate ; and there was Sir Charles 
Eliot’s general Report on the Protectorate, 
to which reference had been made. 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.Z.) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Boland, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.: 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Man’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V C W (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J A (Wore 
Chapman, Edward 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasq.) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edwd. Bainbridge 


2 Marcu 1903} 


Question 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 79; 
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and agreed | became the duty of the Commissioner of 
| Valuation to revalue the premises, for 
‘the first time in Ireland, according to 
| law, and the law laid it down that the 


2. £620 (SUPPLEMENTARY), VALUA- 
TION AND BOUNDARY SURVEY 
(IRELAND). 


' Mr. KEARLEY asked whether the | 0U" he 
'the Commissioner was 
‘court, and a decision was given which 
was tobea sum of £500 due from the | brought about a deadlock in Beltast. 
| One night in August last, or rather at 


Committee on the Revaluation of Ireland 
was to be reanpointed, and why there 


city of Belfast. 


Mr. HAYES FISHER said it was 
intended to reappoint the Committee. 
There was a dispute between the city of 
Belfast and the Treasury, but it was 
thought right not to press the claim 
now. It would stand over for a little 
while. 


Mr. KEARLEY asked what was the 
nature of the dispute between the Belfast 
Corporation and the Treasury. 


Tae CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover) said 
that in Ireland there had been no valu- 
ation for forty years. From year to year, 
however, they had had revision in place 
of valuation, but it had only taken 
count of structural alterations. and not 
of the new changes introduced into the 
principle of valuation. During that 
forty years the Licensing Act had been 
passed, and in England the value of licences 
had been added to the value ofthe premises 
for the purposes of valuation. That, 
however, had not been done in Ireland. 
When any of: the six cities of Ireland 
asked for a ‘revaluation under the 
Optional Valuation, Act. for Ireland it 


| value of a licence under the Licensing 


Act should be taken into account. The 


| City of Belfast exercised its option and 


asked for a valuation, which was carried 
On a technical point the award of 
brought into 


| three o'clock in the morning, the House 
| was called upon to find a way out of the 
difficulty, and after consultation behind 
the Chair the issue was found in the 
familiar device of promising a committee 
to inquire into the whole question of 
valuation in Ireland, it being agreed 
that until the committee had reported 
the added valuation for licences should 
not be imposed in Belfast. 


Mr. KEARLEY: Am I correct in 
understanding that the valuation was of 
a voluntary character, and that the 
results were so drastic that the people of 
the city objected and are resisting their 
indebtedness on the basis of the new 
valuation ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the city exer 
cised its option in asking for a revaluation- 
and it was to the interest of all the 
ratepayers that the valuation should b: 
made, but opposition — on technical 
grounds—was raised vy the owners of 
licensed premises and that brought 
about the deadlock, to find a way out of 
which the House appointed a committee. 
Until that committee had reported the 
Government did not think it should take 





further action. we 
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Mr. MACVEAGH (Down. S8.): When | bye-laws. The Act of 1870 gave to 
is the committee likely to report ? | School Boards the power to make bye-laws 
| requiring children to attend to an age 

Mr. WYNDHAM: It is to be re-| not exceeding thirteen. The Act of 
appointed at once, and, as it made 1876 extended that power to School 


considerable progress last session, I do Attendance Committees; but although 


think its Report will be long delayed. | it stated that the age of children lasted 
ee P . 7 /until fourteen, it did not extend that 


power beyond thirteen. The Act of 
| 1900, however, gave power to extend the 
| age up to fourteen. To that he thought 
they might largely attribute the increased 
attendance. ‘There was another cause to 
which he attributed not merely increased 
attendance, but increased regularity of 


Question put and agreed to. 


Crass IV. 
£292,807 (Supplementary), Board of 
Education. 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) 





asked for an explanation of the increased 
charge. Was it due to an improvement | 


attendance, which he thought was as 
satisfactory, if not more satisfactory than 
the other, and that was the Clause in the 


in the average attendance at the| Act of 1900 which enabled the fine for 
school, or to an increase in the percentage | non-attendance to be raised from 5s. to 
of regular attendance, or to the fact that | £1. In some districts that had almost 
children remained at school for a longer | doubled the regularity of attendance. 
period than formerly? Either way it | He would only mention the further very 
indicated an improvement in educational | satisfactory result that the increased 
matters, and he did not think the Com- | attendance and the increased regularity of 





mittee would be indisposed to grant the | 
additional money asked for seeing that it | 
represented the ha’porth of tar that made 
the ship good. Personally he was very 
glad the Board of Education was making 


an additional demand that night. 


*THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE. 
TARY To THE BOARD or EDUCATION 
(Sir WILLIAM ANSON, Oxford University) 
said the Supplementary Estimate was 
large, but the Committee would not be 
displeased at the cause, because it arose 
from increased and more regular attend- 
ances. That increase had been beyond 
all anticipation. In 1898 the increase 
over the previous year was 65,000 odd ; 
in 1899 it was 82,700 ; in 1900, the year 
of the war, it dropped to 29,000, but the 
following year it rose again to 69,453. 
For the year ending August, 1902, the 
calculation had been made for an increase 
of between 70,000 and 80,000 children 
over the previous year, whereas the atten- 
dances had increased by over 160,000. 
He put the increase down to two causes ; 
firstly, the effect of Robson’s Act, which 
raised the age at which children were 
permitted to go to work for half-time, 
and secondly—a more important cause—- 
to the effect of the Act of 1900, under 
which School Boards and School Atten- 
dance Committees were empowered to 
substitute the age of fourteen for thirteen, 





4s theage forcompulsory attendance under 


attendance were fairly uniform all over 
the country. The average increase 
during the year ended the 1st of August, 
1902, might be put at 3 per cent. The 
increase in the Welsh ounties was 3°8 
per cent. and in the Welsh boroughs 3°] 
per cent. He hoped he had explained in 
a satisfactory way the reason why the 
Board of Education had to ask for such a 
large Supplementary Estimate, and that 
the house would grant it. 


Mr. WHITLEY said he _ wished 
to ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Education whether if it were not for a 
certain alteration made by his Depart- 
ment there would have been any necessity 
to ask for a Supplementary Vote now. 
He was not opposing the increase asked 
for or the change made by the Department 
last year in connection with a grant for 
evening schools, which were regulated by 
the Minute of July 3rd, 1901. But 
during the year, the Board of Education 
in addition to the grant under the Minute 
made a Supplementary Grant ; and if that 
Supplementary Grant had not been paid. 
the inereasé now asked for would not be 
required. He desired to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Board of Education if he could 
tell the Committee on what principle that 
Supplementary Grant was made-to even- 
ing schools. At any rate, it ought to be, 
shown in some form on the Estimates. 
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Question put and agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £28,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March 
1903, for the Expenses of the Com- 
missioners of National Education 
Treland.” 


in | 


*Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, S.) said he 
desired to call attention to what 
had recently happened the West 
of Ireland. Continuation schools were 
started in Mayo; and, with the 
authority of the Board of Education, it 
was decided that the two subjects to be | 
taught in them should be the Irish | 
language and Irish history. The schools , 
were continued for some months, but for 
some reason, which he hoped the Chief 
$ecretary would explain, the National 
Education Board refused to pay the | 
teachers engaged in those schools on the | 
ground that the subjects chosen did not | 
fall within the scope of continuation | 


in 


schools. He believed he was right in | 
saying that the two subjects he men- | 
tioned were not only on the curriculum | 
of the Board, but were sufficient in them- 
selves. They in Ireland felt strongly 
with regard to the matter, because they 


believed that for the education of their 


country and for its future industrial | 


development, it was extremely important 
that a national foundation should be 
given to education; and they held that 
no better means could be taken to develop 
the educational interests of their people 
and educate them on national lines than 
to give them an opportunity throughout 
Ireland of studying their own language 
and their own history. The experience 
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|of foreign countries proved that the 
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studies of those two subjects did more to 


lay a proper foundation, not only for 


sound education, but also for sound in- 
dustrial development, than any other 
It could not be alleged that 
the schools in Mayo to which he referred 
were meant to be carried on with those 
two subjects alone for any prolonged 
period. It was quite within the right 


subjects. 


‘of the manager to select any further 


subjects ; and they hoped that where 
it was within the right of a manager 


‘that a start should be made with 
‘subjects approved by the National 


Education Board, managers should 
have a right to continue any sub 
jects they thought fit, or substitute 
any others. He begged to move the 
reduction of the Vote by £100. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 


|“ That a sum, not exceeding £27,900, be 


granted for the said  service.’’—(A/r. 


Boland.) 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
|W.) said he desired to support the 
| Motion. The question of evening schools 
was one of very considerable importance 
in Ireland. Evening schools in their 
country were yet in their infancy, and 
needed support from local managers and 
others interested in education in order 
to make them successful. He held in 
his hand a letter from a gentleman in 
Co. Mayo who had taken a great 
interest in the subject. As soon as he 
saw the advantage that evening schools 
would confer on his district he at once 
set about establishing them. He wrote 
to the Board of Education to ascertain 
the rules, and having ascertained the 
rules he immediately established an 
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evening school, choosing as its subjects, 
the Irish language and Irish history as 
being the best suited to the district, and 
being, in his opinion, the subjects which, 
at the beginning, would tend to make 
the school successful. In a few months 
he had some 500 pupils. He wrote to 
the Board and asked whether they would 
sanction theschoolandt hesubjects, and he 
was informed by an official that they were 


perfectly within the rules. Dr. Starkie, 


the Resident Commissioner, also assured 
him that his programme was in order 


but in a very short time the Board 
reconsidered the matter, and after the 
school had been in operation for over 
two months, they revised their rules and 
made it essential that two other subjects 
should also be included. He thought it 
was a very strange state of affairs if the 
National Board make the 
beginning of a session for the guidance 
and control of schools, and such rules 
should not remain in operation during 
that session. 
to engaged teachers from Dublin and 
Cork, who, of course, expected to be 
paid, but he now found that the 
teachers would not be paid, because the 
school was not sanctioned. The gentle- 
man writing said that it was not easy 
to induce a mass of the people to study, 
and that the labouring classes would only 


rules at 


The gentleman he referred 


be drawn to education by subjects in 
which they were interested; yet, when 
he tried to stimulate education in his 
parish the National Board declined to 
Much had been said 
about the unsympathetic and apathetic 


support him. 


way in which the managers of national 
schools treated the educational interests 
entrusted to their charge, yet Dr. 
Starkie himself did not hesitate to 
prevent a local gentleman from giving 
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education to 500 or 600 boys, while at 
the same time he accused managers of 
schools of not taking any interest in their 
schools. It was evident from the letter 
to which he had referred, that if managers 
displayed an interest in their schools they 
found their efforts blocked at every turn 
by the Board. He hoped the Chief 
Secretary would give some explanation 
and some assurance that such action 
would not be repeated in the future. 


With reference to the salaries of 
principal and assistant teachers, hé 
wished to ask the Chief Secretary 
whether it was not a fact that as a 
result of the recent changes in the 
system of payment, a _ considerable 
although they 
were promised that there would be no 
diminution in their salaries, had suffered 
pecuniarily. He wished toknow whether 
the right hon. Gentleman had received 
a petition from ninety-five teachers 
saying that owing to the changes in 
the system of payment they had been 
injured financially, and asking for an 
inquiry. He thought the least that 
might be done in response to the 
petition was to grant an inquiry, and 
find out whether the complaint in the 
just. There was also 
namely, the average 
attendance necessary for the appoint- 
ment of a second teacher in a small 


number of teachers, 


petition was 
another point, 


school. They were all aware that one 
of the great essentials for the develop- 
ment of any country, especially a poor 
country like Ireland, was that young 
boys and girls should be thoroughly 
and properly educated during the few ~ 
years they could spend at school. A; 
present the average attendance for the 
appointment of one assistant in Ireland 


was sixty, whereas in a rich country 
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like England it was only fifty. .Every 
educationist in Ireland, even the 
National Board, was of opinion that it 
would be very much to the advantage 
of education if the average were reduced’ 
and he hoped the Chief Secretary would 
be able to inform the Committee that it 
was about to be reduced, and that the 
right hon. Gentleman would impress on 
the Treasury the great advantage of 
such a reduction. 


. Mr. WYNDHAM said that at first 
blush the Supplementary Estimate was a 
matter for congratulation rather than 


due to the fulfilment of promises, while 
£6,700 of the increase had been caused 
by the rapid expansion of the evening 


continuation schools. But how was it 


that the increase had come upon the | 
|of the Board, and he declined to pass 


Committee so suddenly? Because the 
education of Ire'and was managed by a 
Board which was, more or less, and 
perhaps necessarily so, independent of 
the Government of Ireland. That 
Board, appointed in the year 1837, 
marked a distinct advance on the educa- 
tional system then in existence, and it 
had continued on the principle that 
when one member died another was 
appointed in his place. While he believed 
the Board worked hard and earnestly 
for the good of education in Ireland, he 
did not disguise his opinion, speculative 
though it was, thatit might be possible, 
not in this year, but in some future year, 
to suggest improvements on a plan 


framed in 1837. 
directly responsible for the Board of 


He, however, was not 
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they were admittedly engaged upon 
another matter likely to hypothecate al 
their time and energies, was to reconnoitre 
other questions that might arise. To 
this end he had suggested, and he thought 
the suggestion would be accepted, that 
they should have in Ireland, to help the 
Treasury and himself in looking at the 
financial position of the matter, an expert 
in British education. Finance was at 
the bottom of the matter, and jhe was 
bound to say that he had not the time 
and leisure at present to go into all these 
considerations. As to the _ subjects 
taught at the evening continuation 


regret, inasmuch as the bulk of it was | Schools, it was not for him to defend, 


| -« 
interpret, or even understand, the con- 


clusions arrived at by the National 
Board. Nodoubt they had their reasons, 


| but to ascertain those reasons he would 


require to be represented at the debates 


judgment on a decision for which he had 
no responsibility whatever. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
sympathised with the right hon. Gentle- 
man in being expected to defend the action 
taken by a body so irresponsible, and over 
which he had no control whatever. These 
discussions were valuable, however, be- 
cause they revealed to the Committee the 
ridiculous position in which education 
was placed in Ireland. It was very little: 
consolation to be told fifty years after the 
creation of the Board, as their fathers 


were told! when they made the same: 


complaint, that there was no time to 


deal with its defects. 


Education, and could not undertake to| 


remedy this or that defect or error of | 


The right hon. 


Gentleman had not touched the subjects 


brought forward by his hon. friends, but 


the debate had been useful inasmuch as: 


judgment as it was brought before the | in addition to showing that the National 


Committee. The proper plan, when | Board was an anachronism and ought to 
Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell. 
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be abolished, it proved 
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the practical 


grievance under which Ireland suffered 


in being governed by a 


for fifty years had had no time to deal 
with a grievance of this magnitude. 


Barry, E. (Cork, 8S.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Boland, John i 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William 1 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Man’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H 
Cavendish, V C W (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J A (Worc 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasg.) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, CharlesCurtis(Antrim,S 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 





House which 


Noes, 128. 


AYES. 


Joyce, Michael 

Law, H. Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Levy, Maurice 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kean, John 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth South) 
Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, K. (7ipperary, Mid. 
O'Donnell, T. toes, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 


NOES. 


Doughty, Geor; 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Ed. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon,Hn.J.E.(Zigin & Nrn 
Gore, HnGR.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hn. S. F.Ormsby- (Zinc 
Goschen, Hon. Geo. Joachim 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hamilton, Rt Hn 14.G.(Midz 
Hamilton, Marq. of (Londondy 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashfd 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hope, J. F. (Shef., Btside) 
Kemp, Lieut.-Colonel George 
Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar ‘Glasgow 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S. 





Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
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Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 63 ; 


(Division List No. 13). 


Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
White, Luke (York, E.2.) 
Whitley, J. H. Halifax) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 





Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ ( Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murra RtHn A Graham (ude 
Peel, Hn. W. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne " 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) * 
Robertson, Herbert( Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 





Seely,Mj.J.E.B. (Isle of Wight 
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Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith,H.C.(Northmb. Tyneside 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G.(Ozf. Univ. 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported To-morrow ; 
Committee to sit again to-morrow. 


OUTDOOR RELIEF (FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES) BILL. 


[Mr. JerFreYs (Hampshire, N.) in the 
chair. | 


On Clause 1 :— 


CotoneL BLUNDELL (Lancashire, 
Ince) moved to extend the scope of the 
measure “to any pensioner in the Army 
and Navy.” 


Tue CHAIRMAN ruled that the 
Amendment was outside the scope of the 


Bill. He had referred to the original 
Bill and found that it related only to 
friendly societies. The suggested Amend- 
ment would therefore be out of order. 


Bill considered in Committee, and re- 
ported, without Amendment; read the 
third time, and passed. 


CRUELTY TO ANIMALS BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” Debate arising. 

And, it being Midnight, the debate 
stood adjourned. 


{COMMONS} 


Taylor, Austin (Hast. Toxteth) ; Wilson, John (GJ 
Thornton, Perey M. (eaagow) 
Tomlinson, Sir 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond,RtHnSir William H. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York,£. R. 


Bills, 1216 


Wilson, J. W. ( Worcestersh, 
Wylie, Alexander ae 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


m. Edw. M. 


TELLERS FOR THE Nozs— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hoodand Mr. Anstruther. 


Debate to be resumed upon Wednes- 
day. 


LIGHT LOCOMOTIVES (IRELAND) BILL, 


Considered in Committee, and reported, 
without Amendment; read the third 
time, and passed. 





NEW BILLS. 


TRUSTEE ACT (1893) AMENDMENT. 


Bill to amend the Trustee Act, 1893, 

ordered to be brought in by Mr. 

Galloway, Lord Hugh Cecil, Sir Charles 
| Renshaw, and Mr. John Hutton. 


| TRUSTEE ACT (1893) AMENDMENT BILL, 


| “To amend the Trustee Act, 1893,” 
| presented, and read the first time; to be 
/read a second time upon Wednesday, 
| and to be printed. [Bill 67.] 


LIBEL. 


Bill to amend the law for Libel in con- 
nection with the newspaper press, 
ordered to be brought in by Major 
Rasch, Colonel Lockwood, Mr. Ernest 
Gray, and Mr. Strutt. 





LIBEL BILL. 

“To amend the law for Libel in con- 
nection with the newspaper press,” pre- 
sented and read the first time; to be 
read a second time upon Monday next, 
and to be printed. [Bill 68.] 


Adjourned at Five minutes after 





Twelve o’clock. 
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Tuesday, 3rd March, 1903. 


Tteports, de. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION, 


Statistics of public elementary schools 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. and training colleges, 1901-1902. 





Tae LORD' CHANCELLOR acquain- 
ted the House, That the Clerk of the ’ 
Parliments had laid upon the Table the Translation of the New _General 
Certificates from the Examiners that the Customs Tariff of Germany, with com- 


further Standing Orders applicable to) — me Va Dic a of o — 
: ‘lis ha lied | Of, Vustoms duty contained in the tari 
the following Bills have been complied | with the rates at present in force on 
‘imports into Germany from the United 
| Kindom (in continuation and completion 


| 
GERMANY (NEW GENERAL CUSTOMS 
TARIFF). 


3 
lag 
$ with— 
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Milford Docks [H.L. ]. 

Indiarubber, Guttapercha, and Tele-| 
graph Works Company [H.L. ]. | 

Lima Railways [H.L.]. 

Sheffield and South Yorkshire Naviga- | 
tion [H.L.}. 

Lite A&sociation of Scotland [H.L.]. 


And that the Standing Orders applic- 
able to the ;following Bills have not 
been complied with— 


Preston and Horwich Tramways. 
Manchester Southern Tramways (Lan- 
cashire). 


Manchester 
(Cheshire). 


Southern Tramways 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


PRESTON AND HORWICH TRAMWAYS | 


BILL [u.1.]. 
Presented, and read 1*. 


DEWSBURY, BATLEY, AND BIRSTAL 
TRAMWAYS BILL [u.t.], 


HAMILTON, MOTHERWELL, AND 
WISHAW TRAMWAYS BILL [4.L.], 


WAKEFIELD AND DISTRICT TRAM- 
WAYS BILL [#.1.]. 
Presented, read 1*, and referred to the 
Examiners. 
OLD BRIDEWELL BURYING GROUND 
BILL [H.L.], 


SOMERSET AND DISTRICT ELECTRIC 
POWER BILL [H.L.], 


RICKMANSWORTH GAS BILL [H.L.]. 


Read 2°. 


VOL. CXVIII. [Fourrn Sertes.] 


| to lie on the 


of [C. 779.] of 1901). 


Presented [by Command], and ordered 
able. 


BANKRUPTCY COURTS (IRELAND). 


Returns of the official assignees of the 
Court of Bankruptcy, in Ireland, and 
the Local Courts, Belfast and Cork, for 
| the year 1902. 


| RAILWAY COMPA 
| l 

Certificate of the Board of Trade 
authorising the Axminster and Lyme 
| Regis Light Railway Company to raise 
| additional capital. 


NIES POWERS ACT 
864. 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACT. 


Annual Report on the state of the 
finances of the University of Aberdeen 
under the provisions of section 30 of 
the Act. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE 
APPOINTED. : 
The Lords following, with the Chair- 
man of Committees, were named of the 
Committee. 


D. Bedford. E. Chesterfield. 
D. Marlborough. _ E. Jersey. 

D. Northumberland. E. Lauderdale. 
M. Lansdowne. E. Waldegrave. 
E. Derby. E. Cadogan. 

E. Denbigh. E. Howe, 
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E. Amherst. L. Ribblesdale. V. Colville of L. Kintore. 

E. Camperdown. L. Colchester. Culross (E. Kintore.) 
E. Dartrey. L. Poltimore. V. Churchill. L. Belper. 

E. Lytten. L. Kintore. L. Windsor. L. Rowton. 

E. Carrington. * (EL. Kintore.) L. Balfour. L. Tweedmouth. 
E. Crewe. L. Belper. L. Boyle. L. Monk Bretton. 
Va Sidmouth. L. _ Brougham and (E. Cork and Orrery.)L. Macnaghten. 
V. Knutsford. Vaux. L. Ribblesdale. L. Welby. 


V. Ridley. L. Fermanagh. L. Cole 3 
V.ColvilleofCulross. (H. Erne.) L. mana L. Burghelere. 


V. Churchill. L. Lamington. rie 
L. Zouche of Haryng- L. Herries. i, ee 

worth. L. Monkswell. COMMITTEE OF SELECTION. 
L. Barnard. L. Newton. | The Lords following, viz. : 


L. Balfour. L. Welby. 
7, Boyle. L. Ludlow. E. Chesterfield. V. Colville of 


(E. Corkand Orrery.) E. Waldegrave. Culross. 
L. Ribblesdale, 


All Petitions relating to the Standing | with the Chairman of Committees, were 
Orders which shall be presented during | appointed a Committee to ales and 
the present session referred to the Com- | propose to the House the names of the 
mittee unless otherwise ordered. | Five Lords to form a Select Committee 

|for the consideration of each opposed 
STANDING COMMITTEE. | Private Bill. 

Ordered, That a Standing Committee | 
be appointed for the consideration of | OUT-DOOR RELIEF (FRIENDLY 
such Public Bills as may be committed | SOCIETIES) BILL (No. 8), 
to it by the House. 





| LIGHT LOCOMOTIVES (IRELAND) 
COMMITTEE OF SELECTION FOR THE | BILL (No. 9). 
STANDING COMBSSIES APPUEN TED. Brought from the Commons and read 
The Lords following, with the Chair- | 1*; and to be printed. 
man of Committees, were named of the : 
Gienesittes : House adjourned at half-past Four 
. o'clock, to Thursday next, 
E. Cowper. L. Boyle half-past Ten o’clock. 
E. Stanhope. (E. Cork and Orrery.) | ees 
E. Waldegrave. L. Ribblesdale. ' MMON 
V. Colville of L. Kintore. HOUSE OF COMMORS 
Culross. (E. Kintore.) —— 


L. Balfour. Tuesday, 3rd March, 1903. 
HOUSE OF LORDS OFFICES. 


Select Committee appointed ; the Lords 
following, with the Lord Chancellor, the KING’S SPEECH (ANSWER TO 
Lord President, and the Chairman of ADDRESS. ) 

Committees, were named of the Com-| The Comptroller of the Household 
mittee : reported His Majesty’s Answer to the 


D. Richmond. E. Mount Edg- Se, 08 

D. Northumber- cumbe. “T have received with great satisfaction 
land. E. Cawdor. the loyal and dutiful expression of your 

M. Cholmondeley. E. Camperdown. thanks for the Speech with which I opened 

M. Ripon. E. de Montalt. the present Session of Parliament.” 

M. Breadalbane. _E. Cranbrook. 

E. Clarendon. E. Ancaster. 
(L. Chamberlain.) V. Hampden. THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND MEANS. 

E. Chesterfield V. Cross. The Clerk at the Table informed the 

E. Waldegrave. V. Peel. House of the unavoidable absence of the 

E. Spencer. V. Knutsford. Chairman of Ways and Means. 
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UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that in the 
case of the following Bills, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, Standing 
Order No. 62 has been complied with, 
viz.— 

Midland Great Western Railway of 
Ireland Bill. 

Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply 
Bill. 

Walker and Walsend Union Gas Bill. 

Ordered, that the Bills be read a 
second time. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 63 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills that, in the 
case of the following Bills, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, Standing 
Order No. 63 has been complied with, 
viz.— 


London United Tramways Bill. 

Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply 
Bill. 

Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 66 
NOT COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills that, in the 
ease of the following Bill, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, Standing 
Order No. 66 has not been complied 
with, viz.— 

Mullingar, Kells, and Drogheda Rail- 
way Bill. : 

Ordered, That the Report be referred 


to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


STROUD DISTRICT AND CHELTENHAM 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


MIDDLESBROUGH CORPORATION 
BILL (BY ORDER): 


Read a second time, and committed. 


{3 Marcu 1903} 





1222 


Reports, &e. 
ROMFORD AND DISTRICT TRAMWAYS 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Louis Sinclair and 
Mr. Price. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAM- 
WAYS AND IMPROVEMENTS). 
Petition for Bill, referred to the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders. 


PETITIONS. 


DETENTION OF POOR PERSONS (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 


Petitions in favour: From Monikie ; 
Bonhill ; Dunnet ; and, New Monkland ; 
to lie upon the Table. 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 

Petitions in favour: From Leyton- 
stone; Whitechapel; and, Chelsea ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


WAGES AND EFFECTS OF DECEASED 
SEAMEN. 


Account (presented 23rd February) 
to be printed. [No. 51.] 


BANKRUPTCY COURTS (IRELAND) 

Annual Returns presented, of the 
Official Assignees of the Court of Bank- 
ruptcy in Ireland and the Local Courts, 
Belfast and Cork, for the year 1902 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table 


GERMAN TARIFF. 


Copy presented, of Translation of the 
new General Customs Tariff of Germany, 
with comparison, as far as possible, of 
the rates of Customs Duty contained 
in the Tariff, with the rates at present 
in force on imports into Germany from 
the United Kingdom [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RAILWAYS (CERTIFICATES) (AXMIN- 
STER AND LYME REGIS LIGHT RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY). 

Copy presented, of Draft Certificate 
of the Board of Trade authorising the 
Axminster and Lyme Regis Light Rail- 
way Company to raise additional Capital 
[by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 

2X2 
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UNIVERSITY OF ABERDEEN. 


Copy presented, of Abstract of Ac- 
counts of the University of Aberdeen 


for the year ending 15th ‘eptember, | 


1902 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 52.] 


ALTERATIONS IN THE BOOK OF 
COMMON PRAYER. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
(Address 27th November, 1902; J. 
Charles M*‘Arthur); to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 53.] 


FOREIGN TRADE AND COMMERCE. 

Return ordered, ‘‘ of Accounts relating 
to the Trade and Commerce of certain 
Foreign Countries and British Posses- 
sions. "—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Shetland Mails—Improved Service. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): To ask the Postmaster 
General if, in view of the disabilities im- 
posed upon the town of Lerwick and 
trade of Shetland by the present mail 


{COMMONS} 


| 


| (Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
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| amend the Health and Building Ordin- 
ances at present in force in the colony. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
for the Secretary of State for the Colonies.) 
| A Bill to consolidate and amend the laws 
relating to public health and buildings 
has been recently under consideration in 
| the Legislative Council of Hong Kong, 
and will no doubt be submitted very soon 
| for sanction. 
| South Africa—Criminal Procedure Code. 
| Mr. TOULMIN (Bury, Lancashire); 
| To ask the Postmaster General, as repre- 
senting the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, in view of the fact that the 
Criminal Procedure Code, 1903, came 
into force in South Africa on Ist Feb- 
ruary, if he has now received any official 
information showing whether a person who 
is to be arrested for committing a grave 
crime, and who resists the arrest or 
attempts to escape, may be killed, if 
| there is no other way of arresting him, 
and whether any police officer above the 
|rank of sergeant may search a house 
| without a warrant ; and whether he can 
| give the other provisions of this Ordinance». 





service, he will cause inquiry to be made | for the Secretary of State for the Colonies.) 
in order to bring it more into harmony | I have nothing at present to add to the 
with the necessities and requirements of | 29Swer given to the hon. Member on the 


the people. 

(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The cost of the existing mail service to 
the Shetland Islands is so largely in 
excess of the revenue from the corre- 
spondence for the Islands that the addi- 
tional expenditure which would have to 
be incurred to provide a more frequent 
service would not be justifiable on postal 
grounds. 


Health of Hong Kong—New Legislation. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Postmaster General, as represent- 
ing the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, in view of the fact that some 
time since Mr. Osbert Chadwick, C.M.G., 
and Professor Simpson, M.D., were 
deputed to visit Hong Kong for the 
purpose of inquiring into the sanitary 
condition of the colony, will he state 
whether it is proposed to introduce 
legislative measures to consolidate and 


20th February,7 as Lord Milner’s despatch 
forwarding the Ordinance in question has 
not yet been received. 


| Naval Armaments—Muzzle-Loading 
Guns. 

Mr. HARMSWORTH (Caithness-shire): 
To ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
what ships on the effective list of the 
British Navy are at present armed with 
muzzle-loading guns; and whether the 
Admiralty can see their way to have 
these ships removed from the effective 
Ist. 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) 
There are no ships armed with muzzle- 
loading guns on the effective or fighting 
| list of the Navy with the single excep- 
tion of the “ Hotspur,” which is employed 
on special service at Bermuda, and which 
will be removed from the list when 
replaced. There are at present six older 





+ See page 397. 
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battleships whose armament is wholly or 
in part composed of muzzle-loading guns. 
These vessels are not regarded as being 
in the fighting list of the Fleet. Four of 
them are appropriated for harbour and 
training services, the remaining two are 
retained for use in a similar capacity as 
occasion arises. The names of the ships 
in question are “ Alexandra,” “Superb,” 
“Hercules,” “Sultan,” “ Monarch,” and 
“Dreadnought.” The first four carry a 
considerable number of breech-loading 


guns. 


Insubordination on H.M.S. “Pembroke.” 

Mr. HARMSWORTH: To ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty if he can 
state whether acts of insubordination 
have recently occurred on H.MAS. 
“ Pembroke,” Chatham Depot. 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) There 
are 4,800 men on the books of the 
“Pembroke” and “ Northumberland, ” 
and during the last three months there 
have been eighteen cases of insubordina- 
tion. The number is exceptionally small. 


Private Asylums for Incipient Mental 
Derangement. 

Dr.' FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, -W.): To ask Mr. Attorney 
General whether the Government will 
consider proposals to legalise in England 
asystem similar to that which is in 
operation in Scotland for the private 
care of persons showing symptoms of 
incipient mental derangement who can- 
not be certified as insane. 


(Answered by Sir Robert Finlay.) The 
Government have already assented to 
the principle of such legislation, and a 
clause dealing with the subject was 
contained in the Lunacy Bill of 1900. 
That Bill was introduced by the Lord 
Chancellor into the House of Lords at 
the beginning of the session, and was 
_—: it came down to the House of 

ommons on the 8th of March in 1900, 


but had to be withdrawn on the 16th 


of July. 


Pasteur Institute for Southern India. 


Coroner LOCKWOOD (Essex, 
Epping): to ask the Secretary of State | 


for India whether he is aware that it 


{3 Marcu 1903} 


Questions. 


Henry Phipps’ gift, intended for the 
Indian people generally, shall be ap- 
plied to the establishment of a Pasteur 
Institute in Southern India; can he 
state whether any official sanction has 
been given to this scheme ; and whether, 
before any definite decision is arrived at 
for the allocation of Mr. Phipps’ contri. 
bution, the correspondence relating 
thereto will be placed before Parliament. 


(Answered by Secretaru Lord George 


Hamilton.) I have not received any 


official communication on the subject 
from the Government of Jndia, but I 
believe that, in view of the great benefits 
conferred on the European and the 
nitive community in India by the 
Pasteur Institute in the Punjab, the 
Viceroy proposes to apply half Mr. Henry 
Phipps’ munificent gift to the establish- 


‘ment of a similar Institute in Southern 


India. Icannot give my hon. friend the 
undertaking which he asks for in the 
latter portion of his Question. 


Irish Census—Cost of Printing. 

Mr. McKEAN (Monaghan, 8.): to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury if 
he will state whether any contract was 
made for the printing of the Irish 
Census ; and, if so, has the cost so far 
incurred been in accordance with it. 


(Answered by Mr. Hayes Fisher.) The 
printing of the Irish Census was carried 
out partly under a general contract for 
book-work printing and partly under 
two special contracts. The cost so far 
incurred has been in accordance with 
these contracts, with two exceptions. 
The firm which held the general con 
tract performed certain extra work, for 
which an extra payment of £1,000 was 
made to them. In addition, a further 


payment of £1,000 was made to them as 


an act of grace in consideration of the 
heavy losses which they had incurred. 










QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Army Corps Returns. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham): I beg to ask the Secretary 


has been proposed that half of Mr. of State for War whether he will 
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grant the Return standing on to-| 
day’s Notice Paper respecting the 
Ist, 2nd, and 3rd Army Corps. | 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For | 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : | 


My hon. friend asks fora Return on a| 


date which happens to be during the) 
Indian trooping season when regiments | 
and drafts are on passage to and from | 
India, and which would not therefore | 
give an accurate return of the strength | 
of the Army. In addition the moves | 
consequent on the close of the South 


{COMMONS} 
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State for War whether he can state the 
date on which the order directing the 
suspension of the enlistment of specials 
was in the hands of recruiting officers. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Owing to the con- 
stant movement of troops during the 
last few months it has been very diffi- 
cult to arrive at exact figures as to the 
numbers of the Army, but on receipt of 
the figures for lst February, which 
reached me about the middle of the 
month, I decided on 17th February, after 


consultation with the military authori- 


African war will not be completed till | ties, that certain standards should be 
about the middle of April, which would | Taised, and that the taking of “ specials” 
be the earliest date on which a Return | Should be stopped for the infantry. An 
could be made which would be of any | Army Order was accordingly drafted and 
value. I will order a Return to be i™Structions were sent out on the 27th 
prepared accordingly. | February. 

Recruits’ Characters. 


Sm JOHN COLOMB: I beg to ask 
| the Secretary of State for War whether 


Mr. BRODRICK: I cannot say pre- he can state the date and terms of the 
cisely, but some time between the 15th circular or order instructing officers in 
April and the lst May. charge of recruiting districts to inquire 

| into the characters of men before enlisting 


_ them. 


™ Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: 


On | 
the 15th April ? | 


Army Intelligence Department. 

Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk,Stowmarket):| Wr. BRODRICK: If my hon. and 

I beg to ask the Secretary of State for | gallant friend will refer to the recruiting 
War what is the total number of intelli- | regulations he will find that in the 
gence officers serving with the British | case of the Household Cavalry, Royal 
Army and with the Indian Army ; and Engineers, Army Service Corps, Royal 
if he will state the number of such) Army Medical Corps, and Army Ordnance 
officers serving in each of the four con- | Corps recruits must produce certificates 
tinents. of character. In the case of other corps 
the regulations lay down that “if a 
Mr. BRODRICK: The number of | recruit presents the appearance of having 
mobilisation and intelligence officers served before and denies having done s0, 
serving with the British Army on the or if his antecedents are unknown or 
headquarters staff is thirty-four. Beside | there is any doubt as to his antecedents, 
these, there are a number of officers on | he should be required to give a reference 
the district staff whose staff work com- | to his former employer or other respon- 


prises intelligence duties. These, at home 
and abroad, amount to thirty-five. The 
number of mobilisation and intelligence 
officers serving with the Indian Army 
headquarters staff is eleven. The distri- 
bution of the above officers by continents 
is as follows :—Europe, fifty-five ; Africa, 
seven ; America, four ; Asia, fifteen. 


Army Recruiting—Enlistment of 
Specials Suspended. 
Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): I beg to ask the Secretary of 


| sible person” and that “full inquiries as 
'to the recruits’ antecedents are to be 
/made in every case where there is the 


| slightest ground for suspicion.” 


Mr. BECKETT (Yorkshire, N.R,. 
Whitby): Is it not the fact that in 
recent case when a recruiting officer made 
inquiries into the character of a recruit 
he was prohibited by some one at the 
War Office ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : I never heard of 
it. 
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Inspector oammist Recruiting—Annual Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: That is so. 


Mr. BECKETT: I beg to ask the Indian Military Charges. 
Secretary of State for War whether the} Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: I beg 
Report of the Inspector General of | to ask the Secretary of State for India 
Recruiting for 1902 is now complete, and | whether he can state what the decision 
on what date it will be issued to the| of the Government of India has been as 
House. to = increased charge which falls upon 
? ; ‘ India consequent on the new regula- 

Mr. BRODRICK : The Report is now | tions for the pay of British soldiers; 
with the printers, and all possible despatch | , 14 if so, when he will be prepared to 
is being used to secure its publication at j.) papers befor the H 
an early date. I hope to circulate it —— are ew RT 
before the end of this week. THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
ve ‘ INDIA (Lord Grorce Hamitton, Middle- 

Royal Military College Regulations. | gex, Ealing): The Secretary of State in 

Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: I beg | Council, after conferring with the Govern- 
to ask the Secretary of State for War) ment of India, has agreed to pay the 
whether he can state the recent new | extra twopence a day per head under 
regulations at the Royal Military College | the new regulations, but objects to pay- 
in respect of leave and permission to | ing the whole of the additional sixpence 
cadets to dine out. |a day for men whose service is more 

_than three years. This part of the 

Mr. BRODRICK: The new leave | question will be referred to arbitration, 
regulations for cadets at the Royal | and as soon asall the details of procedure 
Military College are set forth in a printed connected with the arbitration are settled 
pamphlet, the contents of which are too | [ will publish the correspondence. 
long to be included in an answer to a/| 
Question. Permission to dine out in the) Mr WINSTON CHURCHILL: Is 
neighbourhood can be obtained from | the noble Lord aware that the question 
officers commanding companies. I shall was raised more than a year ago ! 


be happy to forward the hon. Member 

copy of the regulations. |. Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: Yes; 
| but the new regulations only came into 
| 





Coaling Stations Garrison. . operation last April. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: I beg | . 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty Mr. W INSTON CHURCHILL: How 
whether he can state what has been the | ™uch money is in dispute ? 
decision arrived at in respect of the : 
garrisoning of certain coaling stations Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: 
by the Navy, proposed in the Army £209,000 a year. 
statement of the Secretary of State for 2 ial . 
War in 1901; whether he will lay Cost of Soldiers in India. 
correspondence relating to this question; Mayor EVANSGORDON (Tower 
upon the Table. Hamlets, Stepney): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether he 
THe SECRETARY 10 THE AD-| can state the differences in cost per man 
MIRALTY (Mr. ARNoLD-Forster, Bel-| per annum, between the English and the 
fast, W.): The matter was considered | native private soldier in India. 
and it was decided to make no transfer 
of responsibility from the War Office to| Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: An 
the Admiralty in respect of the garrisons | exact calculation of the annual cost of a 
of the coaling stations. There is no| British soldier and a native soldier in 
correspondence to lay upon the Table. | India cannot be made from the materials 
that are at my disposal in this country. 
Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: Then | It was, however, estimated in a Return 
are we to understand that the Army) presented to Parliament in 1894 
will still provide these garrisons ? (No. 20) that the average annual cost of 
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a British soldier, exclusive of deferred 
pay and pension, was Rs.891, and that 
the cost of a native soldier was Rs.343. 
Since the date of that estimate the pay 
and allowances of the British soldier 
have been increased by about Rs.123 a 
year, and on the Ist April, 1904, a 
further increase of Rs.146 a year 
(sixpence a day) will come into effect. 
There has been an increase of about 
Rs.37 a year in the pay and allowances of 
the native soldier. 


Questions. 


Administration of Justice in India— 
Cachar Tea Gardens Case. 


Mr. C.E.SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): 


{COMMONS} 








I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether his attention has been 
drawn to the case of Malsa, who with his 
wife and niece absconded froma teagarden 
in Cachar, and were caught by the estate 
guards and brought back; that Malsa 
was tied up, beaten with a stirrup 
leather until he became insensible, and 
shortly afterwards died; and to the 
report by the Deputy Commissioner, who 
presided, that the two women were then 
beaten by one of the chokidars (guards) 
with’ the strap ; and to his remarks as to 
attempts to conceal the facts of the case ; | 
and will the Government of India take | 
steps to prevent such concealment of | 
evidence, and take steps to bring the| 
guilty parties to justice. | 





| 

Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: I have | 
observed a report in the newspapers of | 
the case referred toin the hon. Member's | 
Question. The assistant manager of | 
the tea gardens, who is charged with 
causing the death of a coolie, appears to 
have been committed for trial by the 
Sessions Court. 


Delhi Durbar- Imperial Responsibilities 
of the Indian Princes and Chiefs. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Den- 
bighshire, W.) I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India whether he 
will state if any steps were taken at 
Delhi, on the occasion of the intercourse 
between the Governor General and the 
Princes and Chiefs of India, to invite 
their co-operation with his Excellency in 
those special responsibilities of Imperial 
rule within the Empire of India which 
are regarded as under the personal charge 
of the Viceroy ; whether arrangements 
were then or have since been made to 
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renew and give practical effect to the 
plan described on the occasion of the 
Queen Empress’s Proclamation of 1877 
expressing Her Majesty’s desire to seek 
from time to time in matters of import- 
ance the counsel and advice of the Princes 
and Chiefs of India, pursuant to which 
the Order of Counsellors of the Empire 
was established ; and whether any com- 
munications which may have taken place 
between the Viceroy and the Secretary 
of State for India on this subject can be 
laid before Parliament at an early date. 


Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: I have 
received no communication from the 
Viceroy as to any action having been taken 
of the nature indicated in the first and 
second paragraphs of the hon. Member's 
Question. There are therefore no Papers 
that could be presented. 


Seistan Boundary Commission. 

*Mr. C. E.SCHWANN : I beg toask the 
Secretary of State for India whether the 
Resolutions or other Orders of the Indian 
Government, defining the objects and 
organisation of the Seistan Arbitration 
Commission, now travelling through the 
waterless Registan desert, and also the 
Seistan Boundary Commission under com- 
mand of Major MacMahon, can be laid 
before Parliament, together with estimates 
of the cost of the large military escort 
accompanying these. Commissions ; does 
the proposed boundary demarcation ex- 
tend to the Persian frontiers ; and, seeing 
that these operations are outside British 
India, will the expenditure incurred be 
borne by or debited to the Imperial 
Treasury ; has work on the projected 
Quetta-Nushki-Seistan Railway already 
commenced ; and from what funds, or 
under what guarantees, will that line be 
constructed. 


Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON : In ae- 
cordance with the sixth Article of the 
Treaty of 1857, Major MacMahon has been 
deputed to proceed to the Perso-Afghan 
frontier to settle certain disputes which 
have arisen between the Persians and 
Afghans in Seistan regarding irrigation 
rights. He has also been instructed to take 
the opportunity of demarcating, in con- 
junction with a Persian Commissioner, 
a portion of the Perso-Baluch frontier, 
which was settled but not actually de- 
marcated by a joint Anglo-Persian Com- 
mission in 1896, but regarding which 
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some misunderstanding has _ recently 
arisen. Major MacMahon’s escort con- 
sists of a troop of cavalry and two com- 

ies of infantry. I have received no 
estimate of the cost, but the expense 
will fall upon Indian revenues. I under- 
stand that the work has commenced on 
the line to Nushki, which will be con- 
structed from Indian funds. J do not 
‘ propose at present to lay any Papers on 
the Table. 


Russia and Afghanistan. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he is now able to state 
in what form Russia communicated to 
His Majesty’s Government her desire to 
enter into direct communication with 
the Amir of Afghanistan ; whether the 
correspondence is now complete and 
can be presented to Parliament; and 
whether Russian officers have as a fact 
made direct communications to the 
Amir. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cranporsp, 
Rochester): The communication was 
made by the Russian I'm bassy in London. 
The answer to the second Question is in 
the negative. His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment are not aware that any direct 
communications. have been made by 
Russian officers to the Amir. 


Death Duties—Assessment of Publicans’ 
Licences. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer if he will state on what 
principle publicans’ licences are valued 
for the purposes of the death duties, 
whether the estimated selling value for 
the time being is taken, or what other 
tule is adopted; and whether he will 
state the highest value assigned to any 
licence during the last five years. 


THE CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Ritcniz, Croydon): 
The value, for the purposes of the 
death duties, of a publican’s interest in 
licensed premises is the amount for 
which such interest would sell at the 
time of the death. No separate record 
has been kept of the values assigned to 
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such interests, and it would therefore 
not be possible to say what is the highest 
value that has been taken in any single 
case. 


Alien Criminals in the Metropolis. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether, 
having regard to the fact that nearly 
5,000 aliens were arrested by the London 
Metropolitan Police in the twelve months 
ending 31st October, 1902, he is now in 
a position to give the figures for the 
period Ist January to 3lst December, 
1902; and, further, if he can state how 
many aliens have appeared in the 


calendar at the Central Criminal Court, 
the London Sessions, the Surrey Sessions, 
and on the charge sheets at Metropolitan 
Police Courts, during the three months 
ending 31st January, 1903. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKERS 
Doweras, Kent, St. Augustine's): No, 
Sir, I cannot give these figures. | beg 
leave to refer my hon. and gallant 
friend to the answers which | have al- 
ready given to him on cognate points, and 
would ask him to believe that all trust- 
worthy information on this matter in 
my possession will be given to the Royal 
Commission in the best form that I can 
devise. The hon. Member shall have a 


copy. 


Sunderland and Durham County Blind 
Asylum—Labour Dispute. 
Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil): 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether he is aware that 
the blind ship-fender makers of the 
Sunderland and Durham County Blind 
Asylum have been locked out since 
October last in connection with a wages 
dispute;-and whether, seeing that the 
Mayor of Sunderland has offered to act 
as arbitrator and his offer been accepted 
by the men but refused by the governors 
of the asylum, he will use the powers 
conferred upon him by the Conciliation 
Act to have inquiries made anda Report 
presented on the facts of the case. 


Toe PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): Primé facie this does not seem 





Questions. 
to be acase for the application of the 


Conciliation Act, but [ am making) 
inquiries. 
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connected with agricultural or horti- 
cultural produce. Full publicity has 


_ been given to these powers, and those 


|interested have been invited to bring 


Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway— 

Orlando Bridge Shunting Fatality. 

Mr. C. E. SCHWANN :I beg'to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
his attention has been drawn to the, 
inquest at Bolton on Mr. Peter Fulton, | 
pc inspector in the employ of the) 

ancashire and Yorkshire Railway | 
Company, who was killed whilst super- | 


. ' 
intending shunting operations near | 


| specific cases under uur notice. We have 


no staff of inspectors to detect such illegal 
sales, and before a prosecution can take 
place the consent of the Treasury has to be 
obtained. In the case of hams and 


bacon the trade association most 


concerned has been able to provide the 
expert evidence necessary to secure 
convictions, and proceedings have been 
taken in forty-one cases. Particulars of 


Orlando Bridge Station; is he aware| twenty of these cases appear in our 
that it was alleged at the inquest that! Report for the year 1900, whilst the 
the accident was due to taking off | forthcoming Report for 1902 will con- 
a flagman who was on duty to give | tain those of the remaining twenty-one. 
warning of danger, and that the Com-/|In the case of fresh meat no specific 
pany were running passenger trains | complaints have reached us upon which 
over the goods line; and will the Board |a prosecution could possibly be based. 
of Trade inquire into the accident. I gather, however, from admissions madeto 
/me by members of some recent deputa- 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Notice of | tions that the meat of foreign animal, 
this regrettable accident has been duly slaughtered at Deptford and other 
given by the Railway Company, and the | wharves within ten days or less of their 
Board of Trade have received the arrival in this country, is often sold 
Coroner’s Return. I am not aware of| under the ambiguous description of 
the allegations stated to have been made | home killed or even home grown meat— 
at the inquest. I have, however, directed and I am now having inquiries made as 
an Assistant Inspecting Officer of Rail-| to the extent of this practice. If it is 


ways to hold an inquiry into the circum- | at all general I think some more accurate 


stances attending the accident. 


Meat Trade—False Descriptions. 
Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen | 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Agriculture if he will 
state whether action is being taken by | 
the Board or the local authorities to | 
prevent butchers selling foreign meat as | 
home grown; if so, will he state the 
number of convictions and name the 


punishments in his last official reports ; | 


and whether he will consider the 
advisability of amending the law with a 
view to more efficient prevention of the 
substitution of foreign for home grown 
meat. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansury, 
Preston): Local authorities have no 
power to institute proceedings in cases 
where foreign meat is sold as home 
grown. The Merchandise Marks Act 
1894 gave to the Board of Agriculture 
certain powers of prosecution in offences 


| definition of such terms may have to be 
| provided by Statute. 


| 


*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: I beg to 
ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 
he will endeavour to alter the law in 
order to bring——- 


Tue SPEAKER: That question has 


| already been answered. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): Can the right hon. Gentleman 
see his way to remove the obstruction to 
a prosecution. 


Mr. HANBURY: [ do not think that 
| there has been any obstruction from the 
Treasury. on that point. 


*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: I should 
like to know whether, if I bring in 4 
Bill of which the right hon. Gentleman 
approves, he will give me facilities for 
| passing it ? 
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Mr. HANBURY: I should like to see | Knocalassa Grazing Farm, Riverstown,. 
the Bill first. | 


County Sligo. 


| Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, S.): I beg to 
; : |ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 

MFarlane's Estate, County Mayo. | Lieutenant of Ireland ‘vhether he is 

Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): On/aware that a land bailiff, named 
behalf of the hon. Member for East | McDermott, has come into possession of 
Mayo I beg to ask the Chief Secretary |the Knocalassa grazing farm, situate 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland | near Riverstown, County Sligo, which 
whether he is aware that the M’Farlane | until recently was held by a Mr. Dodd, 
Estate, in the County Tyrone, has been of Dublin; and whether the Land 
in the Land Judge’s Court since 1882; Commission will advance the purchase 
and seeing that the tenants made an money of this farm to McDermott, or 


offer to buy their holdings in 1899, and will consider the advisability of — 
] 


their offer was accepted by the solicitor 
to the Receiver, will he explain why the | 
sale has not yet been carried out. 


| 


Tae CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHAM, Dover): The 
proceedings for the sale of this estate 
have been administered by Judge Mere- 
dith, Mr. Justice Ross having a personal 
interest in the matter. No offer to pur- 
chase on the part of the tenants was 
ever accepted. The negotiations for sale 
fell through for the reason stated in my 
reply to the hon. Member’s previous 
Question of the 28th July last. 


Hon. J. Browne’s Estate. 


Captain DONELAN: On behalf of, 
the hon. Member for South Mayo I beg | 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state how | 
long the estate of the Hon. J. Browne 
has been in the Land Judge’s Court ; | 
and whether, seeing that the tenants on | 
this estate signed agreements to purchase | 
their holdings in 1899, he will explain | 
why the solicitor to the Receiver is still 
pressing the tenants for their old rents ; 
and why the sale of the estate has not 


been completed. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The estate cannot 
be identified in the Land Judge's Court 
upon the information given in the 
Question. I have written a letter to the 
hon. Member asking him to defer the 
Question, and to supply some more 
specific information as to’the locality of 
ie aot when further inquiry will te 
made. 








+ See (4) Dabates, cxi., 1364. 


it used for the enlargement of the small. 
farms surrounding it. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The estate which 
includes this farm is administered in 
the Land Judge’s Court. The sale of 
the estate has not yet been brought 
before the Land Commissioners. But 
in any case the matter is at present 
solely within the discretion of the Land 
Judge, and the Commissioners have no 
duty imposed upon them such as sug- 
gested in the Question. 


St. Louis Exposition—Representation of 
the United Kingdom. 


Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, S$.) : I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if he will state what steps 
the Government are taking to insure 
that the United Kingdom shall be ade- 
quately represented at the Universal 
Exposition to be held at St. Louis in 
1904. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anpd FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Ba.rour, Manchester, E.): The Govern- 
ment have accepted the invitation of 
the United States Government to take 
part in the St. Louis Exhibition of 1904. 
The extent to which the country will 
participate, and the modus operandi, are 
under consideration. 


Mr. NORMAN: Will not the right 
hon. Gentleman at least give the House 
as much information on this subject as 
has been published, obviously on some 
sort of authority, in the daily papers? 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The authority | 
was not mine. Ido not know who has | 
given the information, and I cannot add | 
to the answer I have given to the House. 
There has been no authoritative state- | 
ment made to the Press. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr, A. J. BALFOUR: I will consult 
the Lord Advocate as to that. If the 
right hon. Gentleman desires to have a 


/more lengthened discussion, it can be 


managed. The committees that are to 


| be moved for are the National Expendi- 


‘ture Committee and the Municipal 


Select Committee on Private Business. 
Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushceliffe): I beg to ask the First) 
Lord of the Treasury whether he pro- | 
poses to take the steps needful to carry | 
into effect the recommendations of the | 
Select Committee on Private Business 
(which sat last session), which are em- | 
bodied in paragraphs 37, 38, and 39 of | 

their Report. 


| Trading Committee. 


Sir JOHN COLOMB: When are the 


| Army and Navy Estimates likely to come 
/on? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: These Estimates 


| will be brought on early next week. 


The Army Estimates will be taken first. 
Sirk HOWARD VINCENT: Having 


regard to the fact that the Motion with 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Perhaps the 
hon. Gentleman will defer this Question 
till next week, as there are some points 
on which I should like to have an 
opportunity of consulting the Chair- 
man of Committees. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS: Yes, I will put 
it down one day next week. 


Business of the House. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Will the right hon. 
Gentleman say what business is to be 
taken in the near future ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR 
business will be the 
mentary Estimates, if 
finished to-day, and the 
Supply taken yesterday. Then we pro- 
pose to introduce Bills and appoint 
committees, and that business should 
carry us over to the end of the sitting 
on Thursday. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Can the right hon. Gentleman say what 
Bills and what committees he refers to ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Bills 
introduced will be the Scotch Licensing 
Bill, the Employment of Children Bill, 
and the Naval Reserve Bill—not the 
Education Bill, or the Irish Land Bill, 
or, the Sugar Convention Bill. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: | 
The Scotch Bill will not be introduced | 
under what is called the ten-minutes | 
rule? 


: To-morrow the 
Army Supple- 
they are not 
Report of the 


| mittee 


| 
} { 


regard to Volunteers only secured second 
place in the ballot, can the right hon. 
Gentleman afford some facilities for the 
discussion of this very important sub- 
ject 9 


Mr. BRODRICK: We propose to 
pursue the ordinary practice in discuss- 
ing the Army Estimates. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES) 
(CHAIRMEN’S PANEL). 

Mr. HALsEY reported from the Com- 
of Selection; That they had 
selected the following six Members to be 
the Chairmen’s Panel and to serve as 
Chairmen of the two Standing Com- 
mittees to be appointed under Standing 
Order No. 47:—Mr. John Ellis, Sir 
Thomas Esmunde, Sir James Fergusson, 
Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice, Mr. Laurence 
Hardy, and Mr. Stuart Wortley. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Mr. HALsEy reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection ; That they had nomi- 
nated thefollowing Members toserve onthe 
Standing Committee for the consideration 
of all Bills relating to Trade (including 
Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and 
Manufactures, which may, by Order of 
the House, be committed to such Standing 
Committee :— Mr. Attorney General, Mr. 
Baird, Mr. Baldwin, Mr. Gerald Balfour, 
Mr. Beckett, Mr. Boland, Mr. Griffith 
Boscawen, Mr.’ John Burns, Mr. Burt, Sir 


Charles Cayzer, Mr. Chancellor of the 


Exchequer, Mr. Channing, Mr. Cochrane, 
Mr. Cohen, Mr. Jesse Collings, Sir John 
Colomb, Mr. Cremer, Mr. Crombie, Mr. 





1241 Supply. 


Dillon, Sir Frederick Dixon-Hartland, 
Mr. Doughty, Mr. Farrell, Sir Fortescue 
Flannery, Sir Henry Fowler, Mr. Gallo- 
way, Mr. Garfit, Sir Alfred Hickman, Sir 
William Houldsworth, Sir James Joicey, | 
Mr. Lambert, Mr. Bonar Law, Sir Elliott 
Lees, Mr. Lloyd-George, Colonel Long, 
Mr. Walter Long, Mr. Charles M‘Arthur, 
Dr. MacDonnell, Mr. William M’Killop, 
Sir William Mather, Mr. W. J. Maxwell, 
Mr. T. P. O’Connor, Mr. Parkes, Mr. 
Pike Pease, Colonel Pilkington, Sir James 
Rankin, Sir Charles Renshaw, Mr. | 
Herbert Roberts, Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. | 
Round, Mr. Runciman, Mr. T. W. 
Russell, Mr. Stuart Samuel, Sir Henry 
Seton-Karr, Mr. Thomas Shaw, Sir 
Barrington Simeon, Sir Edward Strachey, 
Mr. Talbot, Mr. Theodore Taylor, Mr. 
Tennant, Mr. Whitley Thomson, Sir 
William Tomlinson, Mr. Tully, Mr. 
George Whitley, Colonel Williams, Sir | 
Frederick Wills, Mr. John Wilson 
(Durham), Mr. Wolff, and Mr. Samuel | 
Young. 


Mr. HAsey further reported from the | 
Committee; That they had nominated 
the following Members to serve on the | 
Standing Committee for the considera- 
tion of all Bills relating to Law, and 
Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure 
which may, by ‘Order of the House, be 
committed to such Standing Committee : 
—The Lord Advocate, Mr. Secretary 
Akers Douglas, Mr. Asquith, Mr. Ather- | 
ley-Jones, Mr. Atkinson, Mr. Barlow, Sir | 
George Bartley, Mr. Butcher, Mr. Carew, 
Lord Hugh Cecil, Mr. Clancy, Mr. Cog- 
hill, Mr. Colston, Mr. Cripps, Mr. Brom- 
ley-Davenport, Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. 
Dillon, Mr. Tatton Egerton, Mr. Arthur | 
Elliot, Mr. Samuel Evans, Sir George | 
Fardell, Mr. Flynn, Mr. Vicary Gibbs, 
Sir Frederick Godson, Mr. Goulding, Mr. 
H. D. Greene, Mr. Haldane, Mr. Har- | 
wood, Mr. T. M. Healy, Mr. James | 
Heath, Mr. Helder, Mr. Hemphill, Mr. | 
Henry Hobhouse, Mr. John Hutton, Mr. | 
Jacoby, Mr. Brynmor Jones, Mr. Jordan, 
Mr. Lees Knowles, Mr. W. F. Lawrence, 
Sir Joseph Leese, Mr. Lloyd Morgan, Mr. 
Loder, Mr. A. K. Loyd, Mr. Lyttleton, | 
Mr. MacNeill, Mr. Middlemore, Mr. | 
William Moore, Mr. Arthur Morton, Mr. | 
Newdigate, Captain Norton, Sir Francis | 
Sharpe Powell, Lieutenant-Colonel Pryce- | 
Jones, Sir Robert Reid, Mr. Remnant, 
Mr. Matthew White Ridley, Mr. Bryn 
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| Aliens,” 
| Vincent ; supported by Mr. Forde Ridley, 


Supply 

Roberts, Mr. Parker Smith, Mr. Soames, 
Mr. Solicitor General, Sir Ernest Spencer, 
Mr. Stevenson, Sir Benjamin Stone, Mr. 
Thornton, Mr. Ure, Sir Howard Vincent, 
Mr. Robert Wallace, Mr. Whitley, and 
Sir James Woodhouse. 


Mr. HAusey further reported from the 
Committee; That, in pursuance of the 
provisions of the Private Legislation Pro- 
cedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, they had 
selected the following fifteen Members to 
form the Parliamentary Panel of Members 
of this House to act as Commissioners : 
—Mr. Emmott, Mr. John Edward Gordon 
(Elgin), Mr. Charles Hobhouse, Mr. 
Alfred Hutton, Mr. Brynmor Jones, Mr. 
A. K. Loyd, Mr. MacCrae, Mr. Pym, Sir 
Charles Renshaw, Mr. Abel Smith, Mr. 
Parker Smith, Sir Walter Thorburn, Mr. 
Eugene Wason, Mr. John Wilson (Fal- 
kirk), and Mr. Wylie. 


Reports to lie upon the Table. 


NEW BILLS. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES: OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 

“To enable local authorities to adopt 
the provisions of the Poor Law Officers’ 
Superannuation Act, 1896,” presented by 
Captain Jessel; supported by Mr. Hay, 
Mr. Galloway, Mr. Atherley-Jones, Sir 
Seymour King, Sir Blundell Maple, Mr. 
Sinclair, Major Rasch, Mr. Freeman- 
Thomas, and Mr. Wanklyn ; to be read 
a second time upon Thursday next, and 
to be printed. [Bill 69.] 


CRIMINAL ALIENS BILL. 


“To exclude and deport Criminal’ 
presented by Sir: Howard 


Mr. Cohen, Mr. Claude Hay, Mr. 
Plummer, Mr. Cathcart Wason, Mr. 
Harry Samuel, Sir Blundell Maple, Mr. 
Vicary Gibbs, and Major Rasch ; to be. 
read a second time upon Friday 20th 
March, and to be printed. [Bill 70.] 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the. 
Chair. | 
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CIVIL SERVICES (SUPPLEMENTARY) | altered. The first fact that stared them 
ESTIMATES, 1902-3. | in the face was that the United Kingdom 

| has expressly undertaken to defend— 

Crass II. _with its Army and Navy—-all those self- 


£3,700 (Supplementary), Colonial | governing colonies, and while they did 


Office. that, the annual charge on their Votes was 
increasing by leaps and bounds. The 
| self-governing Colonies practically con- 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dundee) | tributed nothing to the cost of services 
said he desired to call attention for | the benefits of which they shared equally 

a few minutes to one item contained | with ourselves. That very fact was the 

in the Estimate—the item covering the | raison d’étre of the Conference. Since 

further expenses incurred in connection | the original Estimate for the cost of that 
with the Colonial Premiers’ Conference. | Conference was passed, the Conference 

He did not oppose the Vote; on, the | itself had been held and had become an 

contrary he entirely approved it. But | accomplished fact. They had the results 

he wished to remind the Committee of | before them in a Blue-book, which he 
the very great importance of this| might be permitted to say—although it 

Conference. It was a Conference of | was not very artistically or systematically 

the Premiers of the ne gee | |arranged—was of enormous interest, 

colonies and it was called by the Colonial value and importance. He wished to 

Secretary to consider some difficult and | ask the Committee to consider the action 

delicate questions of Imperial govern-| of the Government in the management 

ment. As the debates of the House | of the Conference, and their possible 
showed, the Government had many $action in connection with its results. In 
difficult questions to settle in connection the Blue-book they had, in the first place, 
with the Empire, but he believed there the deliberate and formal statements 
were none more difficult and delicate or | carefully made by various members of 
important than those concerning our | His Majesty’s Government in respect of 
relations with the self-governing colonies. | matters of policy, while in the second 
So far as the Crown colonies were con- | place they had the results of the Confer- 
cerned—so far as India and our other ence in the Resolutions passed by the 
dependencies were affected—that House | Premiers. But unfortunately they had 
was the absolute master; it had only not one single word of the speeches made 
to settle the policy, and there was|or the reasons given by the Colonial 
no authority to interfere with its | Premiers in answer to the statements on 
decision. But with reference to the| the other side, and in that respect the 
self-governing colonies the position | Blue-book was deprived of much of its 
was entirely different. They had been | value. It was always possible for them 
told by a spokesman of the Government | to elicit the views of the Government on 
in that House that the self-governing | questions of policy, but they had no power 
colonies were in point of fact independent | of getting at the opinions of the great 

—-that they were sister nations bound to | self-governing colonies, and the ground 

us by a tie which was purely sentimental | on which they based thei? views on the 

and extremely slight, and that, slight | various questions discussed at the Con- 
though it was, we would not bind them | ference. 

by it for a single moment longer than 


they desired. That was a view expressed| ys. DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: Or det 
perhaps in terms a little too unguarded | ,74er! In this matter I am guided by 
on the part of the Government. But the |. oat Lelie ol Pe 8" hich 
chief question between ourselves and our oc. a ee 1 4 ee epee ve F 
colonies was that of Imperial defence. li h id e te ne gee 
The self-governing colonies were daily et a Pe - . GONE. ag 
and yearly increasing in population and | °UPP pmomtary Vote. 
in wealth ; they stood in the proportion, 
he believed, of one to four, and if they| Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said 
continued to increase at their present | he had no desire to discuss questions of 
rate—if to their number were added the | policy. He wished simply to direct the 
- Transvaal.and the Orange River Colony— | attention of the Committee to the results 
the numerical proportion would be largely | of the Conference and to the adminis- 
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tration by the Government’ of the 
expenditure in connection with it. He 
was commenting on the imperfect and 
defective nature of the Blue-book, in so 
far as it failed to give the speeches and | 
opinions of the Colonial Premiers. Hetook | 
it, however, that the resolutions passed at | 
the Conference were the resolutions of | 
the Colonial Premiers, and that the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, who 
resided, was in no way committed by 
them. But they had a right to know | 
what action the Government proposed | 
to take in consequence of the resolutions. | 
There was a preliminary question of | 
eat importance on which he desired 
information. A very important resolu- 
tion touching the political relations 
between the self-governing colonies and | 
the mother country was unanimously 
adopted on the Motion of the representa- 
tive of New Zealand. It was to the 
effect that it would be to the advantage 
of the Empire if conferences were held, 
as far as practicable, at intervals not 
exceeding four years, at which questions 
of common interest affecting the relations 
of the mother country with her. 
dominions over the seas could be dis- 
cussed and considered by the Colonial 
Secretary and the Premiers of the self- | 
governing colonies, the Secretary of | 
State being requested accordingly to 
arrange for such conferences after com- | 
‘munication with the Prime Ministers of 
the respective colonies. He was not pro- 
posing to discuss that question, but he | 
did want to know if the Government | 
had considered the point, and at what | 
conclusion they had arrived in regard to | 
it. It was a proposal that these con- | 
ferences should become a permanent | 
element in the constitution of the | 


Empire, and once this country authori- | 


{3 Marcu 1903} 


‘the cost of naval defence. 
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military defence of the Empire, and the 
proposed colonial contribution, and 
thirdly there was the question of the 
commercial relations between the mother 
country and the self-governing colonies. In 
regard to the Navy most clear and specific 
declarations of policy were laid before 
the Conference on behalf of the Ad- 
miralty. It was pointed out what was 
the real function of the Navy in Imperial 
defence, and how it served the whole 
Empire—the self-governing colonies as 
well as Ireland, Scotland, and England. 


|A suggestion was made without any 


hesitation on the part of the Admiralty— 
in the clearest possible terms—that the 
self-governing colonies should make some 
proportionate contribution to the ex- 
penses of this enormous and mighty 
Imperial armament. The Admiralty took 
up exactly the same attitude as many 
hon. Members had taken in years past, 
and had been severely censured for it, 
but he had nothing but praise for 
the Admiralty statement. He might, 


_ indeed, be allowed to go further and say 


that it had been a source of the greatest 
gratification to him to read what had 
oceurred at the Conference on that point. 
The net result of the Conference, he 


| gathered, had been a suggestion that the 


self-governing colonies should contribute 
something like a proportionate part of 
The Cape 
Premier proposed to increase the Cape 


contribution to £50,000 a year, without 
| condition, while the Natal Premier in 


the same spirit proposed to increase his 
colony’s contribution to £30,000, 


THE POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN (Worcestershire, 
E.): £35,000. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said 


tatively declared that it wished it should | ,, gladly accepted the correction; but 
be so it made a very important step |}, gathered from what he had seen in 


towards the consolidation of the Empire. 


The only other point on which he 
wished to say a few words was as to what 
was the net result of that important Im- 
perial experiment as revealed to them by 
theBlue-book. What were the great points 
considered by the Conference? The 
first was the question of naval 
defence and the contribution of the self. 
governing colonies towards the cost of 
it. Next came the question of the 





the newspapers that communications 
which had passed since the Conference 
had indicated a desire on the part of 
those in authority in Cape Colony and 
Natal to increase the figures mentioned 
at the Conference, and he would like to 
know if the right hon. Gentleman had 
any information to give the House on 
that subject. The second point he desired 
to raise was as to the Australasian squad- 
ron. He understood that it was to be 
increased, and that the payments both of 
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this country and of the Australasian | to him to be foundedon wholly different 


Colonies were to be increased, while the 
conditions as to localisation were to be 
mitigated to some extent. Still it was | 
to remain a local squadron ; it was to be 
what in the opinion of naval philosophers 
was a naval heresy ; it was to be more or | 
less detached from the British Navy to | 
which it properly belonged. Had the | 
Government been parties to the draft’ 
agreement which appeared in the Blue- 
book, and were they committed to it?) 
He trusted that they were. Next, he | 
had to ask if the Government had any | 
information as to the course of the pro- | 
ceedings in the Australian colonies with 
reference to that draft agreement. The 
proposals shadowed forth in the resolu- 
tions of the Colonial Premiers had been 
under discussion for some months: had 
the Government any information as to the 
likely course of legislation on the sub- 
ject ! 

On that point he thoughtthe Houseand 
the country might be interested to have 
further and better information. The 
appeal to Canada had met with no 
response. On the first and most impor- 
tant head of the subjects submitted to 
this great Imperial assembly there was a 
small increase on the part of the South 
African colonies, a small conditional 
increase on the part of Australia, but 
nowhere near a pro rata proportionate 
contribution, and there was nothing 
whatever on the part of Canada. In 
point of fact, from the figures submitted 
in this paper itself it was calculated 
that the contribution of the self-govern- 
ing colonies to the Imperial Navy, 
which cost this country something like 
16s. per head, was 4d. per head, and 
that, he thought, was a fabulous 4d. 
because it took into account the 
Australian contribution, which was 
not a real contribution. 


He would now say a word on the 
question of military defence. So far as 
he was concerned he could not venture 
to express in the same terms as he did | 
in the case of the Admiralty his assent 
to the statements made on behalf of the 








theories and ideas. The question he 
wished to put on that head was this: 
when this Conference was called upon 
to discuss Imperial defence, was it in 
any way inspired, or regulated, or 
governed, or guarded by the Committee 
of Defence, which they had been told go 
often had special care of Imperial 
defence? What part did the Committee 
of Defence take in the proceedings of 
this Conference, and if it took any part 
how did it explain the discrepancy—the 
logical discrepancy at all events—between 
the theories of defence on behalf of the 
Army and those on behalf of the Navy 
submitted to the Colonial Premiers? 
This much was clear from the statement 
made by the Secretary of State for 
War, that whether under the old system 
or under the new system—whether 
under the Army Corps system or under 
the previous one—a very large proportion 


| of the Regular Army of this country was 


held not for the purpose of the local 
defence of those islands at all, but for 
the purpose of Imperial defence in the 
possible benefits of which all the self. 
governing colonies were entitled to have 
ashare. That was true no doubt, and 
it was certainly clearly to be inferred 
from the statement made. If s80, 
obviously the same question of the 
colonial contribution arose in regard to 
the Army that had for so many years 
arisen in regard tothe Navy. If we had, 
or were going to have an Imperial Army 
on Navy linesfor the defence of the Empire, 
then thequestion immediately arose, ought 
not the self-governing colonies to pay any 
proportionate share of the very enormous 


expense of that Imperial Army? Pro- 


posals were made by the Secretary of 
State for War—he was referring to the 
contents of the Report simply—not in the 
same form as the naval demand, but they 
were really the same in substance. He 
asked them if they would guarantee a 
certain portion of their own local Militia 
—if they would undertake to set that 
aside. 





Army. He could not reconcile the 
statement made on behalf of His 
Majesty’s Government by Lord Selborne 
with the statement, equally made on 
behalf of the Government, by the Secre- 
tary of State for War. They appeared 


Mr. Edmund Robertson. 


| *Tur DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Order, 
‘order! I think the hon. Memberis direct- 
‘ing his remarks to matters outside the 
| Conference. 
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Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
wa dealing with the proceedings of the 
Conference, which they were paying for 
now. 


*Toe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I 
understood that the hon. Gentleman was 
referring to certain remarks made by the 
Secretary of State for War. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
was referring to the Report. “ Remarks” 
would be a very derogatory word to 
apply to the great State paper which was 
now laid before them. He did not wish 
to dwell upon it, but he thought that for 
the information of the House he might 
be allowed to say that what the Secretary 
of State proposed was that instead of 
making any contribution in money, which 
was the Admiralty demand, the colonies 
should undertake to set aside part of 
their local force under the name of an 
Imperial Reserve, with a fee of so much 

r head, which this country was to 
contribute. Whether it was due to the 
unfortunate terms in which the case of 
the War Office was presented, or whether 
the colonial representatives were confused 
and dazzled by the contradictory repre- 
sentations made to them he did not know, 
because the Report did not tell them, but 
That was 


the proposals were rejected. 
why he emphasised at the beginning the 
fact that they had before them statements 
made on behalf of his Majesty’s Govern- 
ment in full detail, but they had no 
corresponding statements on behalf of the 


colonial representatives. It was a great 
misfortune that the Committee had to 
content themselves with the bald state- 
ment of the results of the Conference as 
expressed in the resolutions of the 
Premiers. These were to be found on 
page 32 in regard to the Army. They 
would find from these resolutions that 
the proposals of the Government on this 
_ were substantially rejected by the 
remiers ; but the Committee did not 
know the reasons. There was one reason 
mentioned, but they did not know the 
detailed reasons. They had not a report 
of the speeches in which the colonial 
Premiers put forward their views. 

The Secretary of State for War failed 
more completely than the first Lord of 
the Admiralty did. He seemed to have 
failed entirely to carry the Conference 
with him, and the result was nothing 
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less than what he regarded as the positive 
rejection of all his proposals to induce 
the self-governing colonies to come into 
the scheme of Imperial defence so far as 
the Army was concerned. But there 
was just room for a little doubt which 
the right hon. Gentleman might possibly 
be able to remove. The Members of the 
Co'onial Conference refused to pass any 
resolution in favour of the scheme pro- 
posed, but they referred each colony to 
| the Secretary of State for War to sce if 
‘any agreement special to it could be 
come to. He asked the right hon. 
Gentleman whether anything had 
‘followed from this—whether any pro- 
| posal had been made on behalf of any 
colony apart from the Conference alto- 
| gether. Had any single colony come 
| forward and said “ Although the whole 
body will not come into the scheme we, 
'as an individual colony, are willing to 
come into it, and are willing to make 
‘our local militia part of the Imperial 
defensive force?” He thought the 
Committee ought to have some informa- 
tion from the Government on that point. 
One of the most interesting papers con- 
|tained in the proceedings of the 
| Conference was to be found on page 43. 
| That paper was laid before the Colonial 
|Premiers by the Government. It was 
‘called the Canadian, Australian and 
New Zealand contributions to the war. 
| The complaint he had to make about it 
was that in this House during the 
summer of last year some Members of 
the House, he himself certainly for 
one, endeavoured to obtain this 
information from the Secretary of 
State for War, and it was repeatedly 
refused on behalf of the Government. 
But although it was refused to 
the House it was given voluntarily 
to the Colonial Premiers. Apparently 
it was pressed upon their consideration 
in the form in which it appeared in 
the Blue-book. At the time this paper 
was prepared the total expense of the 
war to this country was £222,000,000. © 
That had been vastly increased since the 
time when the Conference met. He was 
quite sure that the people of this country 
did not realise that, in spite of the almost 
official manner in which many of these 
great colonies took up the policy of tbis 
country, and denounced all those in this 
country who disapproved of that policy, 


2Y 
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their contribution to this great Imperial 
War for which we had paid £250,000,000 
was less than £2,000,000 altogether. 


*Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I am 
obliged to remind the hon. Gentleman 
that the cost of the war cannot possibly 
be discussed on this Vote. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: No, | 


no, what I was discussing was the 


paper. 


*Tue DEPUTY CHAIKMAN: I 
understood the hon. Gentleman to be 
discussing the cost of the War. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
was discussing the results of the Con- 
ference, and this was one of the papers 
which had been laid before the Conference. 
He would not pursue the matter, but he 
wished to know why that was given to 
the Conference which was refused to the 
House. He hoped he might be in order 
in asking that. He thought he was 
entitled to ask further—was any proposal 
put before the Conference that they 
should pay an increased contribution to the 
War? If that was not part of the pro- 
ceedings he failed to see why this paper 


was produced. Surely he was entitled to 
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from the Colonial Secretary, on matters 
of trade laid down the rule, first of all, 
that there should be no Free Trade 
within the Empire. Their second pro- 
position—and this they made promise 
to recommend to their people—was that 

| the various self-governing colonies should 
give preferential treatment to the goods 

/manufactured by the mother country. 

And, in the third place, they prayed 
the Government of this country to give 
3 corresponding preferential treatment 
to the goods from their respective 
colonies. There was to be no Free 
Trade, but mutual preferential duties 
| between the mother country and the 
| self-governing colonies. And that was 

| the line taken in The Times by a gentle. 

| man who was not a political representa- 

‘tive, but a certain representative of 

| public opinion in Canada. Of course he 


: 
| was not entitled to discuss that as a 
| matter of policy, but it would be a 


'tremendous reversal of our historical 


| policy on matters essential to the well- 
being of the United Kingdom ; and he 
|thought there ought not to be any 
doubt at all as to the attitude of the 
Government on that point. This was a 
| Conference appointed by the Government 
| themselves, and here was the result, and 


ithe House of Commons was left in 


ask why this formidable document was | 
laid before the Conference on the partof the | 


Government. Was it to support an appeal | ] : } 
that they should pay for this Imperial | 0” which the Colonial Premiers were 
war in South Africa in proportion to | most serious and most emphatic. He 


doubt as to whether the Board of Trade 
was a party to this resolution or not— 


their strength, numerically or otherwise ? | 


There was one other point on which he 
wished to touch, and he trusted that he 
would not go beyond the limit assigned | 
by the Deputy-Chairman in discussing 
those Estimates. He asked the Com- 
mittee to consider for a moment what 
the resolution of the Conference was on 
the subject of their commercial relations 
with this country. It was not known 
what they decided about the Navy or the 
Army, or what they said about the 
war; but on this question of com- 
mercial relations there was not the 
slightest dubiety. And the matter was 
so grave and so important that the 
Committee was bound to have some 
explanation from the Government as to 
their attitude with regard to these 
proposals. The net result might be 
stated thus: the Colonial Premiers, 


thought that they ought to have, as far 
as possible, some declaration on behalf of 
the Government as to whether they had 
in any way assented to these propositions. 
He hoped he had kept within the ruling 
of the Deputy Chairman, but he was 
certain he had not alluded to anything 
but what was of the greatest and most 
material importance in the report. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said that the strict question under dis- 
cussion was the desirability, or otherwise, 
of the prolongation of this Colonial 
Conference, but it really seemed to him 
that it opened up a very serious matter. 
These Conferences were rather dangerous 
experiments. Let the Committee con- 
sider what they were. They had no 
official power, no official form; their 
decisions amounted to no more than 





whom he was distinguishing all through 
Mr. Edmund Robertson. 


pious opinions, and whatever resolutions 
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they might come to had no binding effect 
whatever on the various colonies. Under 
these circumstances he failed to see the 
use of them. The discussions might have 
been instructive if only the Committee 
had had full reports of what had been 
said, but if they had only a report of 


the formal utterances of the Colonial | 
tributions were not capitalised. 


Secretary, the Secretary of State for 
War, and the First Lord of the 
Admiralty, and not a word of what, 
after all, was the only interesting point 
of the proceedings, the speeches made by 
the Colonial Premiers, then the instructive 
value of the whole thing entirely dis- 
appeared. The Conference, as such, had 
no power, no authority to bind any one 
of the colonies. Each Premier had no 

wer to bind his own colony, much less 
had all of them power to bind all the 
colonies. It was impossible, therefore, 
for the Conference to come to any 
coherent plan, or any plan at all. He 
thought that, although these Confer- 
ences entirely lacked the serious element 
of a formal body, there was considerable 
danger that the Colonial Premiers should 
come to them, and that the colonial 
people who read of them might take 
them seriously, and might imagine them 
to be a kind of Imperial Council or 
Imperial Parliament capable of coming 
to conclusions, and of having those con- 
clusions carried out. 
danger. They could not put up an 


imitation body like this Conference and | 


pretend that it was something real. 


He would not traverse ground already 
covered, which referred to very serious 
and very important matters; but in 


regard to the subjects of defence and | 


trade, he would point out that no con- 
clusions of the slightest importance were 
reached by the Conference. 
were certainly made, and _ opinions, 
diverse opinions, were expressed ; but 
on account of the character of the 
Conference, no conclusions could be 
reached. It was said that by these 
Conferences they might always come to 
an entirely separate treatment between 
each separate colony and this country ; 
but it required no Conference for this 
country to adopt one treatment of one 
colony, another treatment of another 
colony, and a third of a third colony. 
On the contrary, a Conference interfered 
with that mode of treatment. What had 
they got? In the case of defence the 
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{colonies did not contribute a fortieth 
| part of the cost of the Navy. There 


was a contribution for the Navy from 


‘the Cape and Natal, but what -was 
| £75,000 out of £30,000,000 ? 
true that if the colonial contribution 


It was 


were capitalised, it would amount to the 
cost of an iron clad ;* but then our con- 
As a 
matter of fact the contribution of South 
Africa was infinitesimal; and the con- 
tribution on the part of Australia was no 
contribution at all. He had a number 
of papers from Australia which showed 
that they were very much occupied with 
the question of the Fleet and said— 


‘* We do not like the conditions under which 
we make a small contribution to the British 
Navy. What we mean is to have a Navy of 
our own, and to have nothing to do with 
yours.” 


This sentiment was put in a very crude 
form by one of the Australian papers— 


‘* Australia means to order now a cock-hat of 
her own.” 


The contributions from the colonies did 
not amount to much; he would go 
further and say that it could not amount 
to much. We must take upon our own 
shoulders the whole cost of the Navy, 
for we would never get any material 
contribution in cash or in meal or in 
malt to our expenses for defence from 
the self-governing colonies. Their con- 
ditions were different from ours. They 
were forced to put very heavy duties 
on imports, and we could not expect to 
have contributions from them for the 


| Navy, the Army, or in any other form. 


An Hon. MemsBer: You derive from 
anada a contribution in the shape of 
preferential tariffs.] Yes, but he should 


Suggestions | like to know what that amounted to ? 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN said he 
hoped the hon. Gentleman would respect 
the ruling he had given. He could not 
go into questions of policy on this Vote; 
that could be done when the main . 
Estimates came on a short time hence. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES submitted 
that he was strictly dealing with the 
policy of prolonging the Conference— 
the business of which was to discuss 
whether we could or could not get con- 
tributions from the colonies. His 
argument was that the Conference was 
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useless, and its prolongation was worse 
than useless. His point was that these 
Conferences were not harmless, as they 
were represented to be, but that there 
was an element of danger in them. If 
ever they were to have another Con- 
ference, they should have a full report 
of what took place, and not a one-sided 
report of what the Colonial Secretary or 
the Secretary for War or the First Lord 
of the Admiralty said. 


Sir ROBERT REID (Dumfries 
Burghs) said that in regard to the ruling 
which the Deputy Chairman had given, 
that the Committee could not discuss 
questions of policy on the Supplementary 
Estimates, was not it a rule that the 
Committee could not discuss questions 
of policy which might have arisen on the 
original Estimates? but, if between the 
original Estimatesand theSupplementary 
Estimates a new question arose such as the 
result of the prolongation of the Con- 
ference, could not the policy arising out 
of that prolongation, as shown in this 
particular document, be discussed ? 


Tat DEPUTY CHAIRMAN said that 
the sum for the Colonial Conference in 
the original Estimates was £3,000, and 
an additional sum of £1,500 was asked 
for to make up the cost of the Conference, 
on which a new discussion on policy did 
not arise. 


Str ROBERT REID said that all he 
would point out was that this was the 
first time that they had had the Blue-book 
before them, and therefore its contents 
could not have been precedently dis- 
cussed. 


Tae DEPUTY CHAIRMAN said that 
the Blue-book had been printed after 
the original Estimates had been issued, 
but according to all the precedents the 
policy of which the Blue-book was the 
subject must be discussed when the main 
Vote came before the Committee. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
wished to ask whether on the Vote they 
were asked to pass that day it was or 
was not competent to discuss the contents 
of the Blue-book. 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


{COMMONS} 
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*Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said he should like 
to ask the Deputy Chairman specifically 
whether the debate would be in order if 
continued at the point raised by the hon. 
Member who opened it—viz., on the de- 
clarations made by the Government at the 
Conference. Hesubmitted that the Com- 
mittee would not have an opportunity 
of discussing these except on the present 
occasion. He submitted, on a point of 
order, that there would be no further 
opportunity of discussing the declara- 
tions of the Government themselves. 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 
proper time for the discussion of the 
— of policy is on the Vote for the 

colonial Secretary’s salary. Then the 
whole question of policy can be discussed. 
I am very reluctant to lay down a 
ruling of my own, but, by the rulings 
of my predecessors, I am quite clear that 
the question of policy cannot be now 
discussed. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said the policy 
of the Colonial Secretary could no doubt 
be discussed on his salary, but the 
declarations made by the Secretary of 
State for War and by the Admiralty 
could not be discussed except they were 
discussed separately on different items, 
which would be extremely inconvenient. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he would 
remind the Chairman of the ruling of 
Mr. Speaker Peel, which was that 
although on Supplementary Estimates 
the policy underlying the original 
Estimates could not be discussed, never- 
thelessa Supplementary Estimate might 
be such as, from its amount, or from any 
other circumstance, to raise in itself a 
question of policy. ; 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: That is 
not quite a similar case. All Ministers 
have salaries, and, therefore, any question 
affecting them can be discussed on the 
Votes for their salaries. 


*Smr CHARLES DILKE said he put his 


suggestion as a matter of convenience. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he would strictly observe the ruling of 
the Chair. He thought the Committee 
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would see that there were obvious diffi- 
culties in discussing in the Conference 
held last year the policy of the Govern- 
ment in relation to both the Naval and 
Military services, the whole trade re- 
lations of the Empire, and the administra- 
tion of the Colonial Office at large. 
Many matters of great importance were 
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| Conference came to an end the question 
of the publication of the proceedings was 
discussed, and it was feared that some of 
the members of the Conference were 
|adverse to that course being taken. If 
| there was lurking in any hon. Member’s 
mind a suspicion that the Government 
had suppressed for purposes of their 
own— 
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raised at the Conference ; but he thought 
the questions which were really germane 
to the Vote were not so much the views 
expressed by the Colonial Premiers who 
attended, or of Members of His Majesty’s | tion than 
Government who were present, as the | kind. 
questions raised by his hon. friend the | 
Member for Kings Lynn as to whether) Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
such conferences should be held, and | he was extremely glad to hear it ; but he 
that raised by the hon. and learned | had in his mind a complaint which was 
Member for Dundee as to whether they | made by a journal, for which of course 
should be repeated. He would begin by | the hon. and learned Member was not 
clearing away one misapprehension which | responsible, that the Government had 
he thought existed in the minds of some | kept back that part of the proceedings. 
hon. Members who had spoken, and) He thought that the great stress which 
which could only have arisen from an | was laid by the hon. and learned Member 
imperfect reading of the Blue-book. | on the absence of the speeches of the 
The hon. and learned Member for | Colonial Premiers was calculated, though 
Dundee and his hon. friend made it a| not intended, to renew or perpetuate a 
matter of serious complaint that the misunderstanding which would have been 
views of Ministers were printed at length, | mischievous in this country, and infinitely 
although they had little or no interest | more mischievous in the colonies, if it 
for his hon. friend | Mr. GissoN BOWLES: | were thought the views of the repre- 
Not at all.] while the matter which | sentatives of the colonies had been 
would have interested him, namely, the | suppressed. 
arguments put forward and the language | 
used by the Colonial Premiers was not! Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
reported in the Blue-book. It would | never saw the suggestion. 
have been the wish of the Secretary of | 
State and of His Majesty’s Government | 
to have published the whole proceedings | of eourse he would acc ept the hon. and 
ith Genference if they sould; and 10" fogmod” Gentleman's statement "tha 
useful, not sale tee the information of | Ate Wet Bo misnpp poems. in Be 
, y | mind, and that it was very far from his 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said 





that nothing was further from his inten- 
to suggest anything of the 


Mr AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 


the people of this country but also for | 
the information of people in the colonies, | 
if the views expressed by the Colonial | 
Premiers had been fully published in the | 
official report of the proceedings. At | 
the commencement of the Conference, in | 
accordance with precedent, it was agreed | 
that the proceedings should, for the time | 
being, be treated as confidential, in order 
that everyone might be at liberty to | 
express with perfect freedom his opinions, | 
and discuss with absolute fulness and | 


intention to convey such an Opinion to 
anyone else. But he thought the hon. 
and learned Member would not blame 
him, as there had been such a misappre- 
hension, for stating in the clearest and 
most emphatic terms that the Secretary 
of State and His Majesty’s Government 

would have been very glad to have 
published full reports of the whole pro- 
ceedings, and that the somewhat trun- 
cated form in which the report was 


care the various questions which might | published was due, not to the wishes of 
arise, and that no publication should take |His Majesty’s Ministers, but of other 
place without the assent of those who had | members of the Conference. 

taken part in the proceedings. This was | The hon. and learned Gentleman 
stated in the very first page of the| asked him what were the intentions 
summary of the proceedings. When the | of the Government as to calling such 
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a Conference on a future occasion 
If he understood the hon. and 
learned Gentleman aright he thought 
that the periodical recurrence of 
such Imperial Conferences would have 
the best effect, and would form a 
new link in our Imperial chain. His 
hon. and learned friend the Membur for 
Kings Lynn thought that the Confer- 
ences were dangerous, and fruitless of 
good result, and that the summoning 
of any future Conference had better be 
avoided. In that matter, he agreed with 
the hon. and learned Gentleman oppo- 
site, and not with his hon. friend. He 
believed that view to be generally shared 
by all who had most closely followed 
the recent history of our Imperial 
relations; and he believed that those 
Conferences contained a germ which 
might blossom into the most fruitful 
possibilities in the future. They offered 
an opportunity for bringing together 
those responsible for the administration 
of the King’s great self-governing 
colonies and responsible Ministers of 
the day in this country for a personal 
interchange of views on all the great 
questions which arose between the 


colonies and this country, and questions 
which affected the harmonious relations 
of one part of the Empire with another, 


upon the satisfactory and amicable 
settlement of which depended the future 
of the Empire itself. That was the 
opinion of the Government, and, without 
committing themselves to the specific 
period of four years, His Majesty’s 
Government were certainly of opinion 
that periodical Conferences of this kind 
should be summoned regularly to dis- 
cuss matters of common interest to the 
whole Empire. They could only be 
productive of great good, and they bore 
with them great hopes for a closer and 
more intimate connection between the 
Empire at large, a greater assimilation 
of our Imperial interests, and a better 
understanding between all parts of His 
Majesty’s dominions. He said that, 
in spite of the fact that, as his hon. 
friend pointed out, the resolutions of 
the Conference were binding on no one. 
They were the opinions of those present 
on certain subjects which had been 
discussed, and were undertakings by 
certain of the Colonial Premiers present 
that they would make definite pro- 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 
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posals to their own Parliaments. Of 
course they had no more authority to 
bind their own Parliaments than His 
Majesty's Ministers had to bind this 
Parliament; but they involved an in- 
dication of what the Premiers thought 
might fairly and properly be submitted 
to their respective Parliaments, and of 
what they might hope their Parlia- 
ments would agree to. 


He was referred to certain newspaper 
paragraphs which, if he had seen them, 
he had not in his mind at the present 
moment. He was asked whether he 
could add anything to the statement of 
the results as regarded naval and military 
contributions contained in the Blue-book. 
Communications had been passing between 
the Ministers concerned here and some 
of the Colonial Governments on this 
subject, but he had nothing to add to 
the statements which were summarised in 
the Blue Book; and he had at present 
no- reason to suppose that further con- 
tributions were likely to be offered, 
though, of course, they would be the 
first to welcome them if such action were 
taken spontaneously by the Governments 
concerned. The two hon. Gentlemen who 
had spoken had each of them, in respect 
to the domain of naval and military 
expenditure, rather belittled the results 
of the Conference, and had emphasised 
how small a proportion of Imperial Naval 
and Military expenditure was represented 
even by the increased Colonial contribu- 
tions which the Premiers undertook at 
the Conference to recommend to their 
respective Governments. He deprecated 
the spirit in which both hon. Gentlemen 
looked at the matter. The great Colonies 
with their own representative institutions 
were in truth sister nations practically 
independent of the country and bound to 
it by a tie of which it might perhaps be 
true to say, as the hon. and learned 
Gentleman said, that if viewed by a 
lawyer through a lawyer’s spectacles it 
was extremely slight ; yet it was a tie 
of sentiment and affection which had 
proved of great value to them in recent 
years, and which he believed, if met by a 
similar spirit in this country, would stand 
ary strain that future events were likely 
to put upon it. He thought first of 
the assistance of all these great 
self-governing Colonies in the great 
Imperial War that they had just waged. 
After they had found troops from all the 
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King’s dominions fighting side by side that House. here was one specific 
with the troops sent out from this matter to which, perhaps, he ought to 
country it was a bad moment to choose refer. The hon. and learned Gentleman 
to seek to minimise the service they had | opposite had referred to the trade 
performed. He did not wish to be relations of the Empire, and had asked 
understood as expressing an opinion on | whether His Majesty’s Government was 
behalf of the Government that the bound by that resolution. He had 
proportion of expenditure which this already told the Committee what the 
country bore to that which the Colonies effect ‘of that resolution was generally 
bore could always, or ought, always to with regard to all the Governments 
be maintained, but if there was a/| concerned. Any Government, from 
change it would have to come as whichever side of the House it was 
a free and spontaneous offer from the ¢hosen, would have to deal necessarily, 
colonies and not from any attempt upon | most conscientiously and with thie 
our part to impose a greater contri utmost consideration with any resolution 
bution upon them. The Colonial Secre- coming from a body of the character of 
tary had never hesitated to put this the Jate Colonial Conference, but this 
subject clearly and frankly before the resolution was not binding on the 
Colonial Governments and the colonial (s5vernm ent, and the particular clause 
people themselves, "both in and out of to which the hon. and learned Gentle- 
the Conference. But applications upon jan had referred was expressly put 
this subject “Siti he ventured to think, forward in the names of the Prime 
better made direct to the colonies than Ministers of the colonies and not in the 
in the form of a complaint to that House name of the Conference asa whole. He 
of how little the Colonies were doing, or | had now dealt with all the points which 
in the form of a grudging criticism of jaq been raised, so far as they could be 
what they had accomplished. dealt with within the limits of that 
What had resulted from the experience | debate and he was certain the Committee 
of recent years, due in no small degree | at large would be of opinion that these 
to these Colonial Conferences, had been | Conferences were not without valuable 
a better appreciation on the part of the results with regard to our future relations 
colonies of the great burden which rested with our colonies. 
on the shoulders of the people of Great | 
Britain; a greater appreciation of how! Mr. JAMES LOWTHER#> (Kent, 
Imperial, in the truest sense of the word, | Thanet) thought the Committee would 
was the task we weredischarging,andhow endorse the opinion expressed by the 
intimately in that respect were the best right hon. Gentleman as to the attitude 
interests of the colonies bound up with which that Committee ought to adopt 
ours. If a proper appreciation of those with regard to the proposals con- 
things was spreading that was no small tained in the Blue-books. It had to 
achievement in itself and gave good| be remembered that great delicacy 
ground for hope that if the results and caution was necessary in dealing 
attained were not great in quantity or with matters of that kind. There was 
equally spread over all the great self-| one striking illustration of the argu- 
governing colonies, yet what had been | ments brought to bear by cne of our 
hitherto achieved had been in the right | colonies years ago when it was sought 
direction, and they might look forward | to make them pay a larger contribution 
with hope to a still greater extension in | to the Imperial expenditure than they 
the future. He would not say more—in | were willing to bear. It would be as 
fact, within the ruling of Mr. Deputy- | well, perhaps, to bearthat in mind. In 
Chairman he could not say more upon | the last few months there had been most 
the subject of naval and military | authoritativeexpressions of opinion by the 
defence. So far as those subjects required | Premiers of our self-governing colonies. 
any further discussion they would have | It was perfectly true that the Colonial 
to be discussed on the Naval and Military | Secretary was not a party to the adop- 


Estimates, and the policy expounded by tion of the resolution. The right hon. 
the Ministers at the Colonial Conference | Gentleman’s real position was that of 
must be defended by those Ministers in| President of the Conference to enable 
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others to inculcate their views, and he; Mr. JAMES LOWTHER said he 
very properly took no part in the vote would not pursue the subject further, 
for this resolution. But the resolution | as the present afforded an opportunity 
was unanimously adopted, and as an for only a truncated discussion on the 
authoritative expression of opinion from document which had been placed in 
the highest authorities 


concerned | their hands. 

deserved a little more consideration with | 

regard to the question of preferential} Vote agreed to. 
trading. The question of how much we es 
should endeavour to obtain in the way Grass V. 
of a cash contribution towards the Motion made, and Question proposed, 
naval and military establishment was a|‘‘That a Supplementary sum, not ex. 
very delicate matter to touch on. The | ceeding £1,016,000, be granted to His 
Colonial Premiers resolved that a system | Majesty, to defray the Charge which 
of preferential trading should be carried | will come in course of payment during 
out by which colonial produce should re- | the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
ceive favoured terms, and that they | 1903, for sundry Colonial Services, in- 
should give in return these services. | cluding a Grant-in-Aid: ”’ 

Canada gave 25 per cent. preference to} Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) called atten- 
British goods, and after a brief experi-| tion to the item of £1,000,0U0 as a grant- 
ence extended that preference to 33} per |jin-aid of the local revenues of the 
cent. That was a bund fide Government | Transvaal and Orange River Colony. 
act which showed that Canada was|The note attached to the Estimate 


earnest in her convictions, and he was 


sorry to see that a tendency had been | 


developed to mimimise and detract from 
the important success of that attempt. 
The result was that we had been 
receiving one-third of the duties and 
iving nothing in return. He had told 
ir Wiltrid Laurier that this was like a 
man who constantly dined out six or 


seven nights a week, but never gave even | 


a mutton chop in return. 


All the other colonies had unanimously | 


concurred in the general principle. The 
criticism that Canadian trade with 
countries other than the British Empire 
had relatively increased to a larger extent 
was by no means as conclusive as some 
assumed it to be. The tariff, of course, 
applied in the case of the United 
Kingdom and the— 


THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 
right hon. Gentleman is transgressing the 
ruling I gave just now. He cannot go 
into the policy of the trade relations with 
different colonies. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER said he 
would confine himself to the contents of 
the Blue-book. 


THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: It would 
not be in order to discuss the Blue-book 
at this stage. That must come on when 
the Vote for the Colonial Office is under 
discussion. 


Mr. James Lowther. 


| stated that the sum was required 


| ‘To meet the cost of maintenance of South 
| African Constabulary in excess of 6,000, until 
the strength of the force can be reduced to that 
number.” 

The original Vote was for 6,000 con- 
stabulary, at a cost of £1,800,000, or at 
the rate of £3CO per man per annum, so 
that the Committee were now apparently 
asked to vote the money for an additional 
| 3,300 men for the whole year, or fora 
proportionately larger number for a 
shorter period. He did not object to 
the number of the men. It would no 
doubt be satisfactorily explained that 
the increase in number was counter- 
balanced by the withdrawal of so many 
military, and the more the force in 
South Africa was assimilated to a civil 
police force the better it would be. 
What he wished the Committee to 
notice was the great disparity between 
the pay of these men and the cost to 
the country. The pay at 5s. a day 
amounted to £91 per annum, so that, 
allowing a substantial addition over the 
whole force for the higher pay of the 
superior officers, the amount required in 
pay could not be more than £110 or 
£120 at the outside. But the amount 
this country had to pay was £300 per 
man per annum. The reason for this 
difference was doubtless the immense 
cost of living in South Africa. Accord- 
ing to a Memorandum placed before the 
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Colonial Secretary a few weeks ago by 
the mine owners in Johannesburg, the 
average wages paid to a skilled white 
labourer in the mines was £24 10s. 9d. 
per month, while the cost of living, if 
the man was married, amounted to 
£24 10s. He had no doubt that the 
cause of the great discrepancy between 
the pay of the men and the cost to the 
country was the fact that with the 
settlement of South Africa had come the 
time of rings and combines. Probably 
not more than one-third of this 
£1,000,000 would go in wages, the 
balance being required for clothing, the 
food of horses and men, and the neces- 
sary articles for the maintenance of the 
force. It was well known that great 
financial corporations had taken advan- 
tage of the settlement of the war to form 
rings in the supply of necessaries. The 
Committee heard some time ago of a 
certain cold storage company. That 
company, after paying a dividend of 
1,000 per cent., hai dissolved, but its 
place had been taken by an even more 
powerful monopoly. 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN said it 
would be out of order to discuss the 
causes Of the high prices of food. All 
the Committee had to discuss was the 
extra money required for the mainten- 
ance of the South African Constabulary. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
the additional cost was dueto themainten- 
ance of 4,000 men beyond the 6,000 
required for police purposes, until they 
were disbanded. 


Mr. WHITLEY said the right hon. 
Gentleman had _ stated that this 
£1,000,000 was for the pay and expenses 
of these men, and he submitted that he 
was entitled to argue the question. The 
tight hon. Gentleman had admitted that 
the Vote was not for pay alone, and he 
submitted that he was entitled to argue 
why the pay was such a small item and 
the expenses on the other hand were 
such a large proportion of the Vote. 


_ THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: There 
is a note that the extra money is re- 
quired for the extra 4,000 men of the 
constabulary. The hon. Member would 
be in order in discussing that. 
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Mr. WHITLEY said his whole point 
was, what was the reason why these men 
cost the heavy sum which was indicated 
on the Estimate, and was it not a question 
as to whether so many men were required 
or not ? 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 
hon. Member would be perfectly in order 
in discussing that on the ordinary 
Estimates, but on this Supplementary 
Vote it is not in order. 


Service Estimates. 


Mr. WHITLEY said this was some- 
thing which had arisen since the original 
Vote was passed, and it was actually 
part of the £1,000,000 which they were 
now asked to approve. 


THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 


extra money is asked for on account of 
the extra men, and on that point the 
hon. Gentleman would be quite in order. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion) pointed out that the 
£1,000,000 was for the extra men. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
thought there was some misapprehen- 
sion upon this point. An Estimate was 
originally taken for 4,000 men and they 
were raised, and the estimated cost of 
that foree was on an average,, with 
horses, outfit and keep, £250 per man. 
Nothing had occurred since the war or 
in recent experience to increase the cost 
per man, as the hon. Member opposite 
seemed to suppose, since the money for 
the original 6,000 men was voted, but 
His Majesty’s Government had felt that 
this additional 4,000 men were no longer 
required for police purposes, and they 
ought not to be charged upon the 
colonies but should be paid for out of 
the Imperial funds because they had 
been raised for Imperial purposes. The 
cost was exactly the same per man, and 
nothing had since happened to increase 
that cost. 


Mr. WHITLEY said that hardly 
seemed to him to cover the point. 


Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I cannot 
allow the discussion to go on after my 
ruling and after what the Minister in 
charge has said. Therefore, it will be 
out of order to discuss this point further. 
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Mr. WHITLEY said that all he de- 
sired to do now was to express his 
surprise that on a vote for £1,000,000 
the rules of the House did not allow 
them to discuss the matter. 


THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: It 
would be out of order to discuss now the 
procedure of this Committee. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) said he did not 
quite understand to what the addi- 
tional cost was due. The original 
Estimate was for 10,000 men at £750,000, 
and he wanted to know if there was no 
additional cost of maintenance; if 
the number was the same as the War 
Office originally estimated, how was it 
that they were now asked to vote this 
additional sum. The sum put down 


now was £1,000,000, but £750,000 was | 


printed in the Budget as asked for some 
months ago. He understood that the 
numbers had not been altered, and the 
cost of maintenance remained the same. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that when the organisation of the per- 
manent police force was undertaken 
Lord Roberts was of opinion that 10,000 
men would be required. Even at that 
time Lord Milner thought a smaller 
number would suffice, but it was decided 
at that time that it would be desirable 
to raise 10,000 men, or an additional 
4,000 beyond what Lord Milner thought 
would be required. After the conclusion 
of the war the Secretary of State for 
War felt some hesitation about putting 
on his Vote any part of the payment for 
the South African Constabulary, which 
were, after all, a civil force. His Majesty's 
Government entered into communication 
with Lord Milner as to what force would 
be sufficient as a permanent constabulary 
forthe new colonies .After hearing Lord 
Milner’s views, and in accordance with his 
advice, the force was fixed at 6,000 
men. That in the opinion of the local 
authorities was a sufficient force to 
secure the proper discharge of all the 
duties which fell upon the constabulary 
force in those parts. The 10,000 con- 
stabulary, had then been raised, and 
they could not at once disband in South 
Africa 4,000 out of the 10,000 men 
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Accordingly it was arranged with Lord 
| Milner that he should stop all recruiting 
for the constabulary force and fill up no 
| vacancies; and that, as opportunity 
offered and as he was able to do so 
_without inflicting injustice upon in. 
dividual troopers or upsetting the labour 
market and thus causing distress in 
South Africa, he should diminish the 
number of the constabulary until they 
reached 6,000. That was to be a 
gradual process and the reduction had 
to be spread over the whole year. His 
Majesty’s Government now asked the 
Committee to vote the cost of those 
additional 4,000 men _ from- Imperial 
funds on the ground that they were no 
longer required for the purposes of the 
constabulary force in South Africa. 
The reduction of the extra force was 


' now going on and it was felt that this was 


an operation which could not be properly 
charged to the two colonies. The hon. 
Member opposite had asked him why 
the expense was so large. The reason 
was that this process of getting rid of 
the extra 4,000 men could only be done 
gradually and would not be complete 
probably until the end of the next 
financial year, namely, the 31st of 
March, 1904, so that the expenditure 
included in this Vote really covered 
something like one and a half years. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON pointed out 
that last June in the amended Budget 
the Estimate was for £750,000 and 
£1,000,000 was now asked for. He 
wished to know what was the explana- 
tion of the extra £250,000. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that £750,000 was the estimated cost 
from July, 1902, to March, 1903. Mean- 
while the 4,000 men had been from 
week to week further reduced, but they 
_would not be wholly got rid of before 
the 3lst of March, 1904. The extra 
| sum was for the cost of maintaining the 
-men while they were being reduced to 
the number of 6,000, and it was the 
‘cost of maintaining the smaller number 


for the longer period. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.) asked with 
respect to the 3.000 vr 4,000 men who 
were not wanted, whether they were 
raised before the conclusion of the war. | employed and what they were doing. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that so many as were retained in the 
service were still there. They were 
used during the war mainly as a 
military force. Now that the war was 
happily over the nennned was being 
organised. It was not possible to dismiss 
those 4,000 men without causing terrible 
hardship, and without throwing on the 
labour market a large number of men 
who had no resources. The forces would 
be diminished as rapidly as opportunity 
offered. 


Mr. BRYCE said nobody complained 
of the men being properly treated, but 
he wanted to know what they were 
doing. Were the men at present drilled 
and organised as constabulary in these 
two colonies ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Yes, 
Sir. 


Mr. BRYCE: But they are not wanted. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he was exceedingly unfortunate in en- 
deavouring to make himself understood 
on this subject. He would try to use 
plain language. The permanent force 
was not required above 6,000. It would 
be reduced to 6,000 as opportunity 
offered, but in the meantime so many as 
were retained were serving as constabu- 
lary. He was by no means prepared to 
say that the whole of that force could be 
disbanded at once. He hoped they 
would be disbanded before the end of the 
next financial year. 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield) : What is the cost per man of 
those who joined the constabulary ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
£250 per annum. 


*Mr. MARKHAM said he knew that 
was according to the Estimate, but he 
had reason to believe that the Estimate 
was not being fulfilled, and that the 
cost greatly exceeded that amount. His 
hon. friend on that side of the House had 
referred to the cost of living as an argu- 
ment why the constabulary had cost so 
much. He had said it cost £24 per 
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month for a man living in South Africa. 
The hon. Member begged to point out 
that the cost before the war for an un- 
married man was £6 to £7 per month. 
That was the charge made by all 
the mines where men were clubbed 
together. There was _ considerable 
discontent among the constabulary in 
regard to the question of pay. The cost of 
the constabulary per man was £250 per 
annum, and he thought the Committee 
ought to have some explanation, on 
behalf of the Government, how that 
amount was made up. The men there 
were quite unable to live on their pay. 
In the speech the Colonial Secretary 
made in July last he stated that Lord 
Milner had informed him that he 
trusted the revenue of the Transvaal 
would be able to meet all the expenses 
of the administration of the country. 
He would therefore ask whether that 
estimate was wrong and why, in view of 
the fact that the Transvaal returns 
showed a very much increased revenue 
as compared with what it was before the 
war, the whole of this expenditure was 
being thrown on the Imperial exchequer ? 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said everyone 
must sympathise with the statement that 
proper consideration should be given to 
these men. What had happened? The 
Government took money for 10,000 
men. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Noe 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Well, they 
raised 10,000 men, and if they did not 
take money for them he thought they 
ought to have done so. When they 
reduced the number from 10,000 to 
6,000 he thought they would have asked 
for £1,000,000 less. The second 
remark he had to make was that this 
money provided for £260 per man and 
horse. Were they going to keep the 
horses also? Otherwise the sum they 
asked was too large. He had no desire 
to do any injustice to the men or the 
horses, but was it necessary to keep the 
horses for a year? He had another 
remark to make on this item which he 
hoped the Committee would attend to, 
for it was a very important one 
and affected a great many millions of 
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money. There was the following note 
near the bottom of the page :— 

“The expenditure out of this grant-in-aid 
will be subject to audit by the Comptroller and 
Auditor General, but no surrender will be made 
of any balance unexpended at the close of the 
financial year.” 

If there was to be no surrender what 
was the use of the audit ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he would explain that. 


financial year it was quite clear that 
there would be no money available to 


pay the men during the next financial | 


year. There would be an audit by the 


Comptroller and Auditor General, and | 
any sum not required for the purpose | 


for which the money was voted would 
be ultimately returned. 


of the money and see that it was spent 


on the purpose for which the House. 


voted it, but that portion which was 
not spent on the 31st March this year 
would not have to be surrendered at 
the end of the month. The money 
would run over into next year for the 


purpose to which it was proposed to | 


devote it. 
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| year, and that the portion of it not 
| expended should be surrendered. If that 
‘condition did not obtain there was no 
purpose in the world for having any 
| audit at all. He said that was calculated 
|to deceive the House of Commons. If 
| they were going to make this grant-in- 
|aid a gift out and out they shonld not 
| pretend that there was to be an audit at 
all. The right hon. Gentleman had told 
the Committee that the sum would 
probably be expended partially in the 
next year. He very much doubted 
whether the Comptroller and Auditor 
General would have any authority over 
that. It was not a proper proceeding to 
| suggest that there was to be an effective 
audit when they were at the same time 
told that there was to be no surrender 
of the unexpended balance. 


The Auditor | 
General would control the expenditure | 


Sik ROBERT REID said the point 
raised by the hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn was one of considerable importance. 
| When the money was asked in the form 
of a Supplementary Estimate it was 
understood that it was a supplement to 
| what had already been voted for that 
year. What was now proposed was 
practically a very novel departure. 


| Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said the right | 


hon. Gentleman had avowed a financial 
misdeal of the most alarming descrip- 
tion. The Committee were asked to 


vote money for the year ending 3lst 


March which the right hon. Gentleman 
was not going to use in that year. 
was a destruction of the whole financial 
system of this country. It was a cir- 


cumstance which he would commend to | 


the attention of the hon. Member for 
Oldham who was sitting behind him. 
He hoped that when the Postmaster 
General was examined before the Com- 
mittee on accounts he might attempt to 
justify this system of finance. He 
doubted whether the Committee had 
the power to vote the money in face 
of the avowal they hadjust heard. This 
grant-in-aid of local revenues, amount- 
ing to £2,842,500, was, they were told, 
to be subject to audit by the Comptroller 


That | 


Str ROBERT REID: Said he was sorry 
to hear that there were precedents. 
That demand of the Government for 
this money was based on the supposition 
‘that no part of that sum of £2,800,000 
was contributed by the Transvaal or 
Orange River Colony. He would like 
to ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 
he could lay before the Committee a 
‘statement of the actual receipts and 
outlay of the Orange River Colony and 
the Transvaal. When they asked to 
' know what was the state of the accounts 
of those colonies and if there was an 
|annual deficit, it might be found that 
‘instead of that being a land flowing 
with milk and honey it might involve 
|a serious and heavy outlay on the part 
of this country. Under whose super- 
vision was this money to be applied! 
| Was the Colonial Office itself to keep the 


and Auditor General, but no unexpended | supervision, and would it satisfy itself, in 
balance was to be returned. The whole! order that it might Satisfy this House, 
purpose of an audit was to see that the | thatthe money would be applied to that 
_money was properly expended within the | particular purpose for which it was voted! 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 





, 1973 Civil 


He hoped it would not be applied to any 
kindred purpose. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that the hon. and learned 


of some novel financial heresy which 
would lead the Committee into most 
dangerous paths where they would be 
able no longer to safe-guard the financial 
interests of the country. He was tread- 
ing the beaten path, often trod before, 
and pursuing the ordinary and usual 
practice in regard to grants-in-aid for 
Colonial Services or Protectorate Services, 
or for Civil Services at home. The hon. 
Gentleman below the Gangway, and the 


hon. and learned Member who had just | 


spoken, had asked him for further 
explanation as to whether the estimates 
formed of the financial condition of the 
Transvaal had been realised. He had no 
idea that such a question would be asked 
and accordingly had not provided himself 


with the figures; but he believed that | 


these expectations had been fully and 


completely realised. He had no doubt 


that the resources of the Transvaal would 


be sufficient in the present financial | 


year to meet the whole of the current 
expenses of the Transvaal administration, 
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order to take advantage of opportunities 
of other service under the Government 


or elsewhere that they could be got 
rid of. 


S-rvice Estimates. 
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Member | 
seemed to think that he had been guilty | 


Str ROBERT REID asked if the 
remaining 6,000 would be paid for by 
the Transvaal. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that they would, and that the sum he 
was asking the Committee to vote was 
an adjustment which he believed, on the 
whole, to be fair between the conflicting 
claims of the local administration as 
representing the taxpayers of the 
Transvaal, and the Government as 
representing the taxpayers of this 
country. ‘The final adjustment between 
the two would include all sums that the 
Committee would be asked to vote in 
connection with the administration of 
the Transvaal. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham) said that the right hon. Gentle- 
man told the Committee that this. 


Vote was asked for in the process of mak- 
ing the reduction of the South African, 
Constabulary from 10,000 to 6,000, and: 


‘that the reduction was to be spread: 


and the Government were not asking the over a period which began before this. 
Committee to vote this money because | debate took place, and which would not 
the resources of the Transvaal had fallen | terminate until the end of the financial; 
below working expenses, but because this | year 1904. During that period they 
money would not bea fair charge on the | would be paying at the rate of £250 a 
Transvaal at all. These men were raised | year per man—the total number, estim- 
for Imperial purposes and were used to | ated in thousands, being admittedly not 
relieve the troops and to make upthe| wanted for the greater part of that 
diminution in the number of soldiers! period. The right hon. Gentleman said 
that would otherwise have been required. | that these men joined under contract 
Now that the war was over they had to | and that that contract could not be 
consider what the permanent position | broken. No one suggested that any 
was to be. Clearly what constabulary contract should be broken; but the 
was necessary for colonial purposes the | contract only referred to pay and allow- 
Transvaal ought to pay for; but it was | ances, and it seemed absurd to keep men 


not right that we should impose this 
burden on the Transvaal]. It was the 
opinion of the Government that these 
4,000 men were not required for colonial 
constabulary purposes and therefore they 
proposed to pay for them until they 
were got rid of. That operation would 
be spread over sometime. Of course the 
men joined under a contract, and the 
contract was binding on the Govern- 
ment ; and it was only as the men were 
willing to remain in the Transvaal in 


under arms and under semi-military 
conditions for that considerable period 
when, probably by some arrangement 
for the payment of a lump sum, the 
amount could be considerably reduced. 
He would point out that the extra ex- 
penditure would amount to £150 per 
man during the greater part of the 
year and a half for between 2,500 and 
3,000 men. He thought it would be 
admitted that the Government were 
dealing very generously, if not lavishly, 
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with this question. In England, when | 3lst of March 1904, as they would haye 
men in the Government dockyards were | parted with the power over the mone 
dispensed with they were not treated | which they now possessed and which 
in that fashion. It had always been held they ought to retain. They ought to be 
that the Government ought not to in aposition in the ensuing year to attach 
adopt any charitable view inthat regard, such conditions to the expenditure ag 
even in dealing with public money ; that might be required ; and he was quite sure 
they ought to deal with such money | that if the financial principles which his 
only in the public interest. | right hon. friend the Postmaster Genera] 
| had advanced were adopted, they would 
Mr. BRYN ROBERTS wished the right | have filched from them a power which 
hon. Gentleman to tell the Committee if | they ought to retain. 


any attempt had been made to ascertain | 

whether these 4,000 extra men would/ .Sirm BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 

not accept a small sum to be discharged | N.) said he was rather astonished to 
hear the Postmaster General state that 


at once. If some of them were to re-|! ; 
main for a year that would mean £250, | It was impossible to surrender whatever 


and he ventured to say that there was| balance might be left, because that 
not one who would not accept half the| balance, after the 31st of March, would 
amount to go at once. Why was not| be used to pay the constabulary for the 


that done? It would save the country | next year. He understood, however, it 
£500,000 at least. was the intention of the Government 


to bring in a Vote on Account before the 


Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni-| 31st of March, and any money required 
versity) said it was perfectly clear|for the purpose could be included in 


from the extremely lucid statement | that. 


which the right hon. Gentleman had| , 
given the Committee that this was| *“Lirut.-Cotons. GEORGE KEMP 
(Lancashire, Heywood) said his hon. 


not a grant-in-aid. It was really an| \» 
lanpaciel service payment for Imperial friend the Member for Oldham suggested, 
services for Imperial purposes. It was | he thought very properly, that it might 


onlyasa matter of convenience that it had |have been well to have offered these 
been put in the form of a grant-in-aid, men a lump sum to terminate their service 
part of which was being expended for, instead of keeping them on for a longer 


this financial year and part to be expended period. 


in the next financial year. But no one} 
ever asked the House of Commons for! Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 


a distinctly Imperial service in a Supple- that he had carefully guarded himself 
mentary Estimate not for this year | against the suggestion that the whole 
but for the next year. He knew that |of this force was unnecessary at the 
the Comptroller and Auditor General | present time. He believed it was not 
in former days would have demanded, | possible to allow all the men to go at 
if this had been a grant-in-aid made | once, if they were willing ; but even if 
for the purposes of the present year, the | that were possible, there were contracts 
surrender of the surplus which was not that should be observed. He had already 
expended. He did not think that any | assured the Committee that the local 
grant-in-aid had ever been given for a/| authorities would take every opportunity 
service which was specifically not a | to reduce the strength of the force, 
service for the year in which it was | according to the measure of the possi- 
granted, but for the succeeding year. | bilities of the case. They were, how- 
If the Committee passed the Vote, | ever, in a transition period. 

Parliament would lose control over the | 

money. As had been suggested, Parlia- | *LigvuT. - CoLoNeL GEORGE KEMP 
ment next year might desire to make | asked if he were right in understanding 
some arrangement with those men ;/ that none of these men could be dispensed 
but that would not be in their power; with at present. ‘The question he 
if they now voted all the money required | wished to ask was whether any efforts 
for this particular purpose up to the | had been made to ascertain on what 


Mr. Winston Churchill, 
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terms the men would terminate their 
gervice at once. He had a similar case 
in mind. Last year a considerable 
number of yeomanry were employed, 
and he knew from his own personal 
experience that the large bulk of them, 
on being brought down to Capetown in 
September or the end of August, 1902, 
would have gone home and terminated 
their service, had they been offered a 
fortnight’s furlough and their war 

tuity. This, however, the Government 
refused, and was thereby put to the 
expense of housing and feeding 
them till January, 1903. An enormous 
and unnecessary expense was thereby 
cast upon the country. This was a 


parallel case, and he wished to know 
whether steps would be taken to avoid a 
similar waste of public money. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that as far as he understood, and his 
information was not very full in regard 
to this matter, such means as his hon. 
friend suggested would certainly be 
taken to assist the disbandment of this 
force. He quite appreciated the point 
raised by his hon. friend, and he would 
see that inquiries were instituted as to 
whether all that was possible was being 
done, in the manner suggested, or 
whether anything further could be 
done. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said the 
Vote was in aid of the local revenues 
of the Transvaal and Orange River 
Colonies, and after what had been 
said by the right hon. Gentleman, he 
hoped it would be the last grant 
for that purpose. He should be glad 
to have a statement as to the total 
amount granted during this year under 
that head; and he thought that they 
ought to have a more formal balance- 
sheet than they had. The right hon. 
Gentleman almost admitted that the 
Vote was in an unsatisfactory form, but 
not a word had been said by the right 
hon. Gentleman as to mixing up the 
expenditure of this year with the ex- 
penditure of next year. Two hon. 
Gentlemen had spoken, each of whom 
had held the office of Secretary to the 
Treasury, and they both disapproved 
in the most emphatic way of the Govern- 
ment asking for money, not only for the 
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year ending 31st of March, but also for 
the following year. The Constitutional 
practice was that the expenditure for 
each year should be kept within the year, 
and that money should not be taken for 
expenditureafter the 31st of March in any 
particular year. On that ground alone 
the Estimate ought to be withdrawn. 
It had further been made clear by the 
hon. and gallant Gentleman that there 
was extravagance connected with this 
matter, and the hon. Member for Oldham 
suggested that with care £200,000 or 
£300,000 might have been saved, but 
that the Government lost the opportunity 
of effecting thateconomy. The sugges- 
tion of the hon. and gallant Gentleman 
was that if a conciliatory spirit were 
shown, and if a gratuity were offered to 
these men, they might be disbanded in a 
much shorter time than was contemplated 
by the Government. The Committee 
should remember that those 6,000 or 
10,000 men—they never had the exact 
number—were not the only forces main 
tained in the South African colonies. 
They had there from 30,000 to 40,000 
soldiers ; and, therefore, the matter might 
be dealt with in a quicker and more 
satisfactory way. He thought he would 
be expressing the views of many hon. 
Gentlemen if he moved the reduction 
of the Vote by £100 on the two grounds 
he had mentioned ; first because it was 
very unsatisfactory to take money for an 
ensuing year, and secondly because there 
had been extravagance. He begged to 
move the reduction of the Vote by 
£100. 


Service Estimates. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That asum not exceeding £1,015,900 
be granted for the said Service.”—(Jr. 
Lough.) 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he 
thought that the Postmaster General had 
put himself into a more serious situation 
than he had any notion of. He had 
stated the most amazing financial heresy 
of which any Minister could be capable. 
He who had been Secretary to the Trea- 
sury suggested that an unexpended 
balance should not be returned. The 
Comptrollerand Auditor General, however, 
distinctly laid it down that such balances 
should be returned. Further, they did 
not know whether the money would be 
expended for the purpose for which it 
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was intended or whether it would be 
spent for some other purpose; and at 
the same time they had the amazing, 
incredible and unprecedented avowal 
of the right hon. Gentleman that the 
money was to be expended, not in the 
course of the current year, but in the 
course of next year. The Votes of this 
House were always framed with a view 
to expenditure for the current year. 
That was the whole foundation of the 
financial system, and at the end of their 
financial year unexpended balances were 
surrendered and went into the Treasury 
in alleviation of the National Debt. He 
should not have expected from the right 
hon. Gentleman such an avowal. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said that 
under this Vote, if passed in this shape, 
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there was no possibility of the Govern- 
ment getting back the unexpended 
balance which was obtained. What were 
they going todo withit? Was the House 
of Commons going to give a blank cheque 





to the Government to spend money in 
any way they desired? He could not 
understand the Government proposing | 
this enormous vote without giving the 
Committee an opportunity to discuss 
it on the revised Estimates. Only a few 
months ago this Vote was asked for in 
the shape of £700,000; now it came 
befdre the Committee in the shape of 
£1,000,000. That in itself showed that 
these Estimates were a of the vaguest 
description, and an opportunity ought to 
be given to discuss them at least once a 
ear. Yesterday, when a small Vote was 
eine discussed, the Secretary to the 
Treasury by his remarks had almost com- 
pelled the view to be taken that when 
there was likely to be a surplus the 
Treasury rather suggested to the Depart- 
ments that the Supplementary Estimates 
should be as large as possible in order 
that the charge should not be paid in this 
year. This Department had evidently 
said, “Very well, take our £300,000 
and make it £1,000,000.” The right 
hon. Gentleman representing the Coionial 
Office had stated that grants-in-aid 
were of common occurrence, but he 
had subsequently stated more than once 
in the debate that this grant was not 
drawn to any particular colony at all ; it 
was rather a grant to ourselves, and in 
our own service, and if that were so the 
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same system of surrender ought to 
yoy with regard to this Vote as - 
others. 


Sir ROBERT MOWBRAY (Lambeth. 
Brixton) said that, although it had been 
stated that no balance would be sur. 
rendered at the end of the year, he took 
it for granted that when the accounts 
were audited by the Comptroller and 
Auditor General, and it was found there 
was an unexpended balance it would be 
surrendered to the Chancellor of the Ex. 
chequer. He could not contemplate for 
a@ moment such a thing as the Secretary 
to the Treasury or the Postmaster 
General refusing to surrender it. He 
had sat for many years on the Public 
Accounts Committee, and they did not 
like these grants at all. Now the 
Government were going a step further. 
He could not understand why the Post- 
master General, as representing the 
Colonial Secretary, had not presented an 
estimate up to the end of the year. 


Sirk J. BLUNDELJ, MAPLE (Can- 
berwell, Dulwich) desired to have the 
matter made quite clear. What date 
did the Colonial authorities take for the 
expenditure of this money? These were 
grants-in-aid of local revenues, but was 
it not the fact that Cape Colony took 
over all liabilities such as this? With 
regard to horses and all accoutrements 
there was such an agreement, and tomake 
a precedent in this case would be dis- 
astrous. It was a great pity the 
Government would not take the 
Vote back and properly estimate it. 
This was a part of the dreadful extrava- 
gance from which they had suffered 
during the war. To put a cool million 
down as a Supplementary Estimate in 
this way was a very serious matter, and 
he thought that they would be well 
advised if they withdrew this Vote and 
brought it into the ordinary Estimates 
when it could be fully discussed. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that, although as was stated in the foot- 
note to the Estimate, any unexpended 
balance of this grant-in-aid would not be 
surrendered at the end of the financial 
year, the expenditure, would be audited 
by the Comptroller and Auditor General 
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and any balance found by him to be un- | 
expended when the transaction was | 
closed would be surrendered. 
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The Government was under an obliga- 
tion in respect of 4,000 of these con- 


|stabulary. The men were raised when 


| they were not wanted for civil purposes, 
'and now that the war was over the 


Sir R. REID: When ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Possibly in the course of next year. 


Sir R. REID said he was glad to hear | 
that when the transaction was closed 
any unexpended balance would be 
surrendered, because, so far as he knew, 
there was no Act of Parliament by which 
that was required to be done, except at 
the end of the financial year. But even) 
though, formally or informally, any such | 
unexpended balance was to trickle back | 
to the Treasury, the other matter to 
which reference had been made, re- | 
mained. The right hon. Gentleman had | 
said that it was common precedent in | 
the case of grants-in-aid for the money to | 
be granted for a coming year. Was) 
there really any precedent for a trans-| 
action such as that now proposed? This | 
was supposed to be a Supplementary | 
Estimate “of the amount required in 
the year ending 3lst March, 1903,” but | 
it extended not only past that date, but | 
for an indefinite period beyond. He) 
was not acquainted with the ways of the | 


Government was under an obligation to 
pay them until they could be discharged. 
The natural way of doing that would be to 
put down an estimate of the cost of pay- 


| Ing or compounding with these men up to 


31st March of the present year, and then 
in the Estimates of next year to put 
down a sum for the year ending 31st 
March, 1904. That would have been the 
proper constitutional mode of procedure, 
but what were the Government asking 4 
Not for a sum of money with which they 
would discharge Imperial obligations, but 
for £1,000,000 to hand over to the 
Government of the Transvaal, over which, 
once the money was handed out, neither 
the House nor the Government would 
have any control whatever. It was true 
that the right hon. Gentleman had said 
that at the close of the transaction, if any 
of the money remained unexpended—a 
most improbable contingency — by the 
free choice of the Transvaal Government 
the balance would be returned to the 
exchequer. But Imperial obligations 
ought to be discharged through our own 
Government, who were responsible to, 
and controlled by, that House. He should 
certainly vote against the proposal to 
hand £1,000,000 to people over whom we 
had no control whatever, unless the 


Treasury further than to know that they | Government agreed to withdraw the 
required to be constantly watched and | present Supplementary Estimate, and 
controlled by the House of Commons, | bring up one asking to be voted to them, 
but if it was their practice to ask the and not to the Transvaal Government, the 


House in a Supplementary Estimate of sum required for the current year, putting 


am, antes: sumeived tahies. tie “on | on next year’s Estimates the amount 


élusion of the financial year, for money | : : : ee 
required not for the financial year at. required to discharge their obligations 
all, but for a subsequent year, and pos- | in that year. 

sibly two subsequent years, it was a very | 
bad practice, contrary to the ancient | : 
usages of the House, and one of those | Mr. LOUGH in order that the Com- 


dangerous innovations which ought to | mittee might vote on the whole Question, 


‘ be checked at once. For his own part, | asked leave to withdraw the Amendment. 


he would have no hesitation in voting, 
not only for the Amendment, but against 
the whole Estimate, on the ground that 
it was an unconstitutional demand, and a 
violation of the fundamental principle on 
which Parliament voted money. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn, 


Main Question put. 





Sm JOHN GORST wished the Com-| The Committee divided:—Ayes 215; 
mittee to realise the point at issue. | Noes, 148. (Division List No, 14.) 
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Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
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Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Man 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Sir George T. T. 
Bignold, Arthur 
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Brotherton, Edward Allen 
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Bull, William James 
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Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
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Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
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Denny, Colonel 
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Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
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Fisher. William Hayes 
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Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hn. Vicary (St. Albans 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
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Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
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Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. Wm. 
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Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
| Hatch, Ernest Frederick G. 
| Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hogg, Lindsay 
H 





| Hope, J. F. (Shef., Btside) 
| Hoult, Joseph 
| Houston, Robert Paterson 
| Howard, J. (Midd., Tot? ham 
| Hudson, George Bickersteth 
| Johnstone, Heywood 
| Kimber, Henry 
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| Laurie, Lieut.-General 
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| Lawson, John Grant 
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| Lockie, John 
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| Macdona, John Cumming 

| Maconochie, A. W. 

| M’Arthur, C. (Liverpool) 

| M’Calmont, Colonel James 
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Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
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Morgan, D. J. ( Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 


| Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
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Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) . 
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Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
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Roberts, Samuel Sheffield) 
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Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
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Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, C. Hilton (Lincoln) 
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Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith,H.C.(North’mb. Tynside: 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks 
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Stone, Sir Benjamin 
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Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J. W.( Worcestersh.N.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. HnE. R.( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Six Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 
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Abraham, W. (Cork, N.Z.) 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Ambrose, Robert 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
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Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
| Gilhooly, James 
| Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
| Goddard, Daniel Ford 
| Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
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-it would be right and proper that the 


Bryce, Right Hon. James 
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Crean, Eugene 
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| MacNeill, John 
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| Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) | Sullivan, Donal 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A 


Strachey, SirEdward 


Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen E) 
Thomas,Sir A, (Glamorgan, E) 
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M’Govern, T. 
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Dewar, John A.(Znverness-sh.) Malcolm, Tan 


Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 


; s | Maple, Sir John Blundell 
> oe Se. Soe | aalhem, Arthur Basil 


| Murnaghan, George 


Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) Murpty, John 
Duffy, William J. 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Frank 
Emmott, Alfred 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 


Faber, George Denison (York) | O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W) 


Farquharson, Dr. Robert O’Dowd, John 





‘ 6) ith | O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
ee Ss Mane Chet O’ Kelly, James(Loscommon,N) 


Ffrench, Peter / 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond: | O'Mara, James 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 


ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATE, 
1 


£100 (Supplementary) Pay, etc., of the 
Army.) 


Sirk J. BLUNDELL MAPLE said this 
was another most extraordinary Vote 
which they were asked to give. He wished 
to protest against Votes nang taken in this 
way, for in regard to this Vote they had 
had no time, no particulars, and they were 
unaware altogether that the Vote was 
coming on. There were items in this 
Vote which required a good deal of 
consideration and upon which he thought 





Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Norton, Capt.Cecil William 
| O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid | Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, James. (Wicklow W | Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk Mid) 


| O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Vincent, Sir Edgar (Ezeter) 
Wallace, Kobert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Catheart(Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George( York, W.R.) 


Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS ror THE Nors— 


Mr. Lough and Mr. 
Churchill. 





Committee should have some information. 
Seeing this morning that the Vote was 
put down, he wrote a letter to the 
Minister in charge, which he thought 
would explain a great deal of what was 
felt upon this question. In that letter 
he asked certain questions respecting the 
enormous quantity of horses which were 
bought for South Africa, and which 
had been returned at great expense to 
England, hundreds of them going to 
different centres, like Colchester, before 
being sold. In that letter he asked the 
Minister in charge of this Vote to inform 
himself as to the details of the sale of 
hundreds of these horses which were 
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returned, the cost of bringing them home 


Army 


and keeping them for many weeks before | 


being disposed of, the cost of conveyance 
to the different centres where they were 
sold, the auctioneer’s expenses, and 


whether the sum set down included also | 


the sale of horses-saddlery etc., during 
the last financial year. 
would be surprised to hear that a large 
number of the horses bought by the 
Remount Department were not delivered 
in South Africa, where horses were very 
badly wanted, but many of them were 
at once sent to England at a very large 
extra cost. They were then taken 
to Colchester and other large centres 


in hundreds and kept there for a long | 


time. He had seen photographs of some 
of those horses, and all he could say 
about them was that he never saw such 
shocking rubbish in his life. After 
being there some weeks these horses were 
sent to different parts of the country, so 
many per week, and sold, and most of 
them fetched less than £10 apiece. There- 
fore, horses which cost on an average £25 
and £30 each to land in South Africa, 


and for which this country had to pay for | 


bringing back again to England, were taken 
to Colchester and sold for a paltry sum of 
£10 apiece or less. That was a question 


which he thought should be thoroughly | 


gone into. It was one of those matters 
which belonged to the Remount Depart- 
ment. He believed they were promised 
that that Departmentshould bereorganised 
and gone into. But nevertheless, things 
were pretty much now as they were 
before. They had had certain Com- 
mittees dealing with these matters, but 
from what he had gathered, there had 
been no change whatsoever. He referred 
particularly to this question, because if 
they passec this Vote for £100 they could 
not discuss the matter again. It seemed 
to him to be an extraordinary thing for 
the Government to ask for just £100. 
In the Estimate there were items amount- 
ing to £5,500,000 ang yet they only put 
down a Vote for £100, and when this 
Vote was agreed to, the whole question 
would have been voted upon. At the 
foot of the Estimate there was a note as 
follows— 


**This further amount is required mainly to 
provide for the terminal charges in connection 
with the late war in South Africa. The 
additional receipts are due to sales of surplus 
animals, supplies, vehicles, stores, etc., in South 
Africa on the conclusion of the war.” 


Sir J. Blundell Maple. 


{COMMONS} 


The Committee | 
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| There were sales in South Africa, but 
what about the horses that were brought 
‘over ¢ Did they belong to the different 
regiments to which they had been sent ? 
| He contended that these horses ought 
/never to have been brought back to 
| England. They ought to have been sold 
in South Africa, where the people were 
badly in want of horses. They would 
have brought a better market there. 
They might be rubbish, but still they 
; would be a great deal more valuable in 
|South Africa than here. By bringing 
them over here the Government were 
putting the country to further expense. 
| He did not think the Committee should 
pass this Supplementary Estimate with- 
out further information as to the course 
which had been pursued in this matter. 
In reply to a letter he wrote to the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office he 
received the following telegram to-day— 


‘Your letter received. Only just learned 

myself that that Vote would be taken to-day. 
Will endeavour give particular answer your 
questions. 
That telegram was sent at a quarter to 
twelve o'clock, so that the noble Lord 
was unaware till then that this Vote was 
|to be taken to-day. He supposed that 
the whole matter for the present year 
would be disposed of now, and that the 
| Committee would not be able to deal 
| with it again. He hoped they would 
hear something from the Secretary of 
| State for War which would enable them 
to better understand the subject to which 
| he had called attention. 


| *THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
‘THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 


| Lancashire, Westhoughton) said he did 
'not know why the private telegram he 
/sent to the hon. Baronet should have 
| been brought into the debate. He was 
| glad to say that on this question of 
|horses he could himself take the sole 
and the fullest responsibility for what 
had been done. When the war closed 
| the purchase of horses was proceeding. 
'A large number were on board ships, 
| and there were contracts that could not 
be broken. The question arose whether 
the horses should be sent to South 
Africa or to England for sale. The 
general officer commanding in South 
Africa was consulted, and his advice 
was not to sell in South Africa, and 
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1.246 were brought home from South 
Africa and 2,451 from Canada. Some 
of the horses brought home were 
of the kind required for the artillery 
units, and what to do with the re- 
mainder was the subject of consideration. 
They consulted the general officer com- 
manding in South Africa as to whether 
there would be a sale for the horses out 
there, and his answer was that there 
would not be a market. The hon. 
Baronet had talked of giving the horses 
away, and stated that the horses were 
wanted there. But there was the ques- 
tion to be considered whether it was wise 
to give away too many horses in South 
Africa. For that reason they thought it 
right only to sell horses in South Africa 
with the consent of Lord Milner. That, 
he thought, was perfectly right. There- 
fore came the question: What were they 
to do with these horses when they were 
brought home to this country? Some of 
of these horses were of a kind which the 
War Office knew would have to be bought 
for the artillery units. It was therefore 
cheaper to bring back in the transports 
which were coming home the horses 
which would be required for the artillery 
units. As to the remainder of the horses, 
they consulted as to what ought to be 
done. The animals came in the autumn, 


Army 


and all stables being full they were put 
out to grass by arrangements made 
through the general officers commanding 


in various districts. Then as winter 
approached further arrangements had to 
be made. The horses could not be kept 
out at grass, and the question arose 
whether they should be sold, and putting 
them all on the market at once meant 
that a good price could not be secured, or 
whether sheds should be put up and the 
sales spread over a longer period. The 
alternative was adopted of cutting losses. 
The best of the horses were exchanged 
for those that were inferior among the 
mounted troops, and others were sold to 
the Yeomanry. They were, therefore, 
the worst of the horses that were sold 
at an average of rather over £14 each. 
If the horses had been kept during the 
winter a better bargain would not 
have been made, and according to a 
telegram received from South Africa, 
large sales had been effected there at 
£12 each, and the horse’ market 
being apparently satisfied, the average 
price was not likely to increase at all 
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prvnctionstely to the quality of the 
orses they had to offer. It would there- 
fore be seen that by selling in England 
they got £2 per horse more than if they 
had been sold in South Africa. 


Estimates. 


*Sir ARTHUR HAYTER (Walsall) 
said he agreed with the hon. Baronet 
the Member for Dulwich as to the extra- 
ordinary character of this Supplementary 
Estimate. The Committee would, at 
any rate, be of opinion that the Estimate 
presented was one of the most striking 
illustrations of the difficulty of proceeding 
by Estimate when they had to deal with 
war. He drew attention to an item of 
£2,600,000 for gratuities to troops for 
active service. There had been already 
paid on this accountin 1901-2 £2,340,000, 
and last year the Committee was only 
asked for £350,000. He wished to know 
what was the meaning of this great dis- 
crepancy. Hecould not understand how 
the right hon. Gentleman the Secretary for 
War should have taken such a ridiculously 
small sum last year as £350,000, and 
then come down at the end of the 
financial year to ask for £2,600,000. 
Then he desired to ask a question as to 
the China Expeditionary Force, a sum 
for which was taken at £200,000. He 
did not suppose that the Committee 
remembered that in 1900 a sum of 
£3,500,000 was taken for the cost of 
that expedition, and in 1901 £630,000 ; 
but for the present year only £50,000 
was asked for. Why was there £200,000 
additional required now in a Supple- 
mentary Estimate? He could under- 
stand that when. these wars were 
financed from India, where there was a 
different audit from here, there should 
*be a delay in presenting the accounts, 
but he could not see why £200,000 was 
demanded for the cost of the Chinese 
War so long after it was over. There 
was a note on the Estimate in regard to 
a large sale of vehicles in South Africa. 
This question had come before the Public 
Accounts Committee, which was informed 
by officers of the Department that every 
waggon had been numbered and would be 
accounted for, and that at the close of 
the war the Government would not be 
damaged by the sale of them. He would 
like to know whether that sale had been 
satisfactory, and that the statements of 
the officers had been borne out in fact. 
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form of this Vote was extremely incon- 
venient and somewhat misleading. The 
Committee was asked to vote only £100, 
but in reality it was a vote for £5,500,100. 
He presumed that this would be 
called an Excess Vote, but while the 
Committee was voting that £5,500,000, 
no Ways and Means would be re- 
quired for raising the money as usual, 
because it was provided for in conse- 
quence of a mistake on the other side. 
The Government had under-estimated 
expenditure by that amount, but they 


had also under-estimated the appropria- | 


tion-in aid to an equal amount. As a 
matter of fact this Vote was to authorise 
the application of £5,500,000 as the pro- 
ceeds of a rummage sale of old horses in 
South Africa, and the addition of that 
sum to their original estimates. Again 
he must complain of the form of this 
Vote, and the way in which information 
was withheld. [t was invariably the 


case when a Supplementary Estimate was 
made to show the amount of the original 
Estimate, and he could only suppose 
that that had not been done in this case 
because of the amazing results which 
would have flashed immediately on the | 


attention of the Committee. He had 


had therefore to take his way to the | 
Vote Office to get the original War 
Office Estimates, so that he might supply | 


to the Committee what his right 
hon. friend ought to have submitted 
himself. 


Take item 8 ; they were asked to vote | 
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|Supplementary Estimate was £200,000, 
| so that the supplement was four times as 
large as the original. That betokened a 
habit on the part of the Departments 
of making the Estimates what they 
pleased before the House of Commons, 
and then coming again to the House to 
ask for three, four, five, and even eight 
times as much as the original Estimate, 
as a Supplementary Estimate. That, he 
contended, was an abuse of the term 
“Supplementary Estimate.” The Sup- 
plementary Estimate was only justifiable 
at all when some contingency had arisen 
which could not have been foreseen 
when the original Estimate was framed. 
That was not true of any item on the 
paper laid beforethe Committee. It was 
disgraceful to any Government to be so 
much out in an Estimate of £60,000,000 
as by £5,500,000. He ventured to sug- 
gest that if it had not been for the fact 
that the right hon. Gentleman had got 
£5,500,000 for the horses—a very good 
price, considering that they were the 
worst horses in the habitable world— 
forage, and stores, the Estimate would 
have been out by £5,500,000, This.sum 
of £5,500,000 should have been allowed 
to go to its proper destination, viz., the 
extinction of debt. As the Committee 
knew, the Army and Navy Departments 
were allowed to divert sums from one 
Vote to another, but that was not the 
‘ease in other Departments without 
| Treasury sanction. He supposed that 
| the right hon. Gentleman did not require 
to go to the Treasury for authority to 


£2,600,000 for gratuities ; that was to. make this: diversion, and therefore he 
say, this was a Supplementary Esti-| held that this Excess Vote was very 
mate to the sum originally voted for that | deceiving. The original sum was not on 
item. It might naturally be supposed | the Paper, so that the House might see 
that the Supplementary Estimate would | what was the proportion between the 
be very much less than the original. It | original Estimate and the Supplementary 
was nothing of the sort; it was enor-| Estimate, and that they were really vot- 
mously greater; it was about eight | ing their own horses to remedy a tre- 
times greater. The original sum asked | mendous mistake. 

for in 1902-3, with all the wisdom of the | 

War Office, for gratuities to troops on| Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
active service, was put down at £350,000, | E.) said that he also had a complaint to 
and the Committee were now asked to| make. A part of the sum asked for 
add to that £2,600,000. He maintained | was for the China expedition, which was 
that that was a most amazing instance lover a long time ago, and another part 
of Supplementary Estimates. There was! was for an expedition not yet completed, 
an almost equally remarkable instance: and about the military details of which 
under theitem 4. 4. The whole of the|they had no information. Under the 
original sum asked for for the China Ex-| ruling of the Deputy Chairman, the 
peditionary Force was £50,000, while the | Committee could not discuss what led to 
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the latter expedition, he meant the 
Somaliland expedition. The Estimate 
put down for that expedition was no 


{3 Marcu 1903} 
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intended to occupy a line of entrenched 
| posts touching on theone hand the 
| Italian frontier, and on the other hand 


jess than £50,000, the details of which a sterile and waterless tract of country. 


had never been explained or put before 
the House. 


He thought the Committee ought to get 
some outline of what the right hon. 
Gentleman’s advisers intended to do. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he would | 


eall attention to the fact that this 
Somaliland Vote was an entirely new 
item. It was not on the original Esti- 
mate, and, therefore, was one of the | 
Estimates which involved a question of | 
policy. He submitted that the hon. 
Gentleman would be directly in order in 
discussing the policy which led up to the 


expedition. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said he 
would ask the Deputy-Chairman | 
whether he would be in order in dis- 
cussing the policy of the Somaliland 
expedition. 


*Toe DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN said that 
it depended upon the Minister in charge 
of the Estimate stating whether the 
Somaliland Expedition was a new item 
or not. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said he 
would therefore go on. Unless contra- 
dicted by the right hon. Gentleman in 
charge of the War Office, he maintained 
that this was a new Vote, and that the 
Committee were entirely in order in| 
discussing the Somaliland expedition. 
It raised a very considerable point, to 
which he hoped the Committee would 
give attention. This was not the first 
Somaliland expedition. They had had 
one under Colonel Turnum which came 
to grief. That officer's Somaliland levies 
were scattered like chaff, and he had to 
withdraw. The consequence of that | 
retreat was that we were Now engaged 
in an expensive expedition which might | 
assume larger proportions than the | 
public anticipated. Troops had been | 
hastily gathered together from India, | 


Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Member 
who has just sat down has asked what 
| is the intention of the Government with 
regard to Somaliland. ! think that 
before we separated in December last 
my noble friend the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs stated the 
position. As was stated by the First 
Lord of the Treasury, there is no inten- 
tion whatever of undertaking operations 
on a large scale in Somaliland. On the 
contrary, it is necessary to make this 
advance in order to punish the Mullah 
and to reassert our power, because it is 
absolutely necessary for us to protect the 
tribes who are under our protection. 
Beyond that point, and also checking 
any advance of the Mullah into our own 
territory, there has never been the 
slightest intention of going. Under the 
circumstances, it was quite impossible for 
us to leave the matter alone without a 
very considera ble loss in the position which 
we have taken up with regard to the 
tribes After most careful consideration 
the expedition was framed on the smallest 
scale which was in any way commen- 
surate with the circumstances of the case, 
and we have provided all that was 
required. The Government have every 
reason to believe that the advance will be 
covered by this Vote, anc will be suffici- 
ently provided for by the troops which 
are now either at or en route to Obbia. 


We do not anticipate an enormous ex- 


penditure on this expedition, nor do we 
intend to establish a very !ong line of posts 
over a desert country. It will not be 
expected that I should say what course 
the officer on the spot intends to pursue, 
but I may say that I do not think there 
are any hon. Members in the House 


from Natal, from Uganda, and from the | more anxious than those who sit on the 
King’s African Regiment. They ought | Ministerial Bench to keep this expedition 
to have some explanation from the| within the narrowest possible limits. 

Minister as to what was the intention of | This sum of money has appeared for the 
the War Office. They ought to know | first timein the War Office Vote, but it 
whether the Government were going to | was discussed on the Foreign Office Vote. 


repeat the policy of making an advance 
snto the interior, or whether they 


| My hon. friend has made one of his usual 
vehement attacks on officialdom for the 
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manner in which this Vote has been | the Foreign Office, and at another time 


presented to the House. 


When an/ by the 


War Office. The War Office 


Excess Vote is taken it isalways necessary | had now tken over this Somaliland 


to know the circumstances connected | expedition 


with the original Estimate. The late | 
_ would pay for the troops or which they 


Chanceilor of the Exchequer explained 


to the House last March that he was/| 


not taking sums for the conclusion of 


the war, because we did not know under | 


what circumstances the war might con- 
clude, or what sums would be required 


or what troops could be withdrawn. | 
What has taken place has been the’ 


obvious and proper course. The gratui- 
ties and the withdrawal of troops have 
caused a large expenditure. On the 
other hand we have got rid of the whole 
of the supplies in South Africa to the 
best advantage. A bargain was struck 


with the civil government, and the War | 


Office did not come badly out of that 
transaction. As regards the remvining 


the civil government all that they could 


possibly take for distribution among | 


those who were re-settling in the country. | 


As my noble friend explained, we took a 


lower price for the residue of the animals | 


which, of course, were not the best A 
certain number of them were brought 


to this country and after the best had_ 


been taken out the remainder were sold. 
That is really the explanation of this 
Vote. War conducted on such a large 
scale must cause a large excess, and I 


do not think the sum of £5,000,000 is | 


exceptional in an Estimate which has 


already grown, I think, to £80,000,000 | 
or £90,000,000 during the course of last | 


year. I do not think any of the remarks 
which apply to the Army Estimates are 
applicable to this Vote. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER 
(Staffordshire, Lichfield) said that some- 
thing had appeared with regard to the 
Somaliland expedition in the Foreign 
Office Vote, but now the whole 
of that expenditure had 
over to the War Office 
now included in _ this 


and it was 
extra Vote. 


Therefore, as far as the War Office was | 


concerned this was an absolutely new 


to this country. 


Mr. Brodrick. 


from the Foreign Office, 
and they hardly knew which office 


belonged to. The system was an absurd 
and ridiculous one, and it made the 


accounts so complicated that any juggling 
with them. which was necessary could 
easily be done in their transference. 


Lorp CRANBORNE dissented. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said he 
did not accuse the noble Lord of juggling. 
[An Hon. MEMBER: Yousaidso.}] No, what 
he stated was that the system enabled 
juggling to be done. He should very 
much like to know what proportion of 
this extra expenditure was supposed to 
go to Somaliland. The greater part of 


this extra Vote was no doubt due to the 
horses and other transport we sold to. 


winding up of the war in South Africa. 
He would like to know what part of this 
Vote belonged to a totally different ques- 
tion. [An Hon. MEMBER: The: details 
are all there.] If they were there he 
could not find out from them what part 
of this extra expenditure was going to 
this new expedition. He hoped this 
would be an object lesson for the Foreign 
Office not to take up again the adminis- 
tration of arms and troops in foreign 
countries. 


Mr. SEELY (Lincoln) said he hoped 
the colonial contingents had received 
their pay and gratuities. The colonial 
troops had been of great value, and it 
was important that they should have a 
good opinion of us. Our own officials 
had not the best reputation for 
settling up their accounts promptly. 


| Bis dat qui cito dat was an admirable 


maxim, and it was of the greatest value 
to the Empire that none of their colonial 


| fellow-subjects should have a grievance in 
regard to their pay. 


been handed | 


*Sir JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire, 
Accrington): The noble Lord had told 
the Committee that 40,000 horses had 
been sold at £12 a-piece in South Africa 


: : and 3,000 at £14 a-piece in England. But 
Vote. He did not think the criticism | the total amount realised is put down as. 
passed by foreign nations on the Somali- | £3,600,000. Taking the whole 43,000 
land expedition had been at all flattering | horses at the — price, viz, £14, I 


It was an absurd system | make it that 
to have the Army kept at one time by | horses soll. 


| 


there-were over 240,000 
But the noble Lord has. 
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only accounted for 43,000. Where are the | 
other 200,000 ? 


*Lorp STANLEY: There are other 
animals besides horses. There are oxen 
and mules. 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barn- 
staple): There was one other ques- 
tion. He understood that when peace | 
was concluded there were 2,400 horses | 
in Canada waiting to be sent to 
the front, and that they were brought 
over to this country ; that the best were | 
then taken for the Artillery, and the rest | 
were sold for what they would fetch. 
What he desired to know was why these | 
serews were brought over to this country | 
at all. 


Lorp STANLEY said they were not 
screws at all. They were the surplus 
over and above what the War Office could 
possibly use. With regard to the claims for | 
gratuities, it was no doubt convenient to 
settle those as soon as possible. Of 
course, one method would be to pay any 
claim that was made, but that would be 
rather expensive. The War Office 
now had a sufficiently large staff to deal 
with the claims for gratuities in the most 
expeditious way possible, and of the 
colonial claims the great majority had 
been paid. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER asked | 
how much of Item C also went into Item 
B B as part of the Somaliland expedition. 
It was evident that the whole of Item C 
was not spent ia England. 


e 
Lorp STANLEY explained that that 
money was for furlough gratuities given 


to the men when they landed. Men who 
went into the Reserve were allowed a 
certain amount of leave on full pay. 


Str J. BLUNDELL MAPLE could not 
understand why these Canadian horses 
were brought over to this country. He | 
should have thought they might have | 
been sold on the spot at a sacrifice of £2 | 
or £3 a head, instead of being brought | 
over here at an aggregate cost of probably | 
£20,000 at least. He thought the money | 
_ in bringing them here had been 
thrown away. F 
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Lorp STANLEY said the hon. Baronet 


left out of account the most important 


fact that the ships were already hired 


and had to be paid for, and as there was 
no market for these horses in Canada 
and they had the ships, the horses were 
brought over here. 


Sir J. BLUNDELL MAPLE said of 
course if the ships could not be utilised 
in any other way that was to a certain 
extent a justification, but he should have 


‘thought these ships might have been 


utilised for the China expedition. 


Sirk ARTHUR HAYTER = asked 
whether this was the final amount that 
would be taken for China. 


Mr. BRODRICK : No, Sir. I could not 
|say that, because there are troops in 
| excess, and we shall have to take money 
‘for them on the General Vote. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE asked 


for some information with regard to 


Somaliland. As he understood, the 


‘amount asked for in this Vote on that 


account was £75,000. It was impossible 
to bring two regiments from Uganda and 
three from Bombay; to purchase the 
camels necessary to carry water for the 
troops in this waterless district ; and to 


organise native levies and the special 


service that had been organised on an 
expenditure of £75,000. He submitted 
that the Estimates brought before the 
Committee were Estimates calculated to 
deceive the Committee. He hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman’s military 
policy would not be a repetition of the 
blunder committed under the auspices 
of the Foreign Office two years ago. The 
noble Lord at that time was advised that 
if he retreated after he had checked the 
Mullah, there would be a recurrence of 
the state of unrest and insurrection, and 


|that had been proved to be true. He 


hoped the right hon. Gentleman now 
would not pursue a line of conduct. 
which had proved so fatal when followed 
by the Foreign Office, because if he 
did the only result would be to pile up 
the Estimates of future years with such 
items.as the Committee were now asked 
to vote. 


Mr. BRODRICK thought he might 
be excused from discussing any question 
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of policy. The hon. Member was quite | 
right in assuming that the sum put 
down in the Vote for the Somaliland | 
expedition did not represent the sum 
which had been or would be spent. 


The total sum wou-d probably amount 


to £250,000 by 31st March next. 
Vote agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported To-morrow ; 
Committee to sit again To-morrow. 


SUPPLY [2np Marcu, AFTERNOON 
SITTING]. 


Resolutions reported — 
CIVIL SERVICES (SUPPLEMENTARY) 
ESTIMATES, 1902-5 
Cuass I. 
1. “That a Supplementary sum, not 
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from the Mercantile Marine Fund, and 
other services connected with the Mer. 
cantile Marine.” 


Ciass V. 


5. ‘That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £10,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which 
_will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 3lst day of 
March, 1903, for the expenses in con- 
nection with His Majesty’s Embassies, 
_ Missions, and of Consular Establishments 
abroad, and other Expenditure charge- 
able on the Consular Vote.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 


SUPPLY [2xp MARCH, EVENING 
SITTING]. 


Resolutions reported. 





exceeding £7,500, be granted to His | 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which | 
will come in course of payment during | 
the year ending on the 31st day of | 
March, 1903, for Expenditure in respect | 
of Royal Palaces 
House.” 


CIVIL SERVICES (SUPPLEMENTARY) 
ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 
Cass V. 

1. “That a Supplementary sum, not 
and Marlborough exceeding £69,600, te granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1903, for the Grant in aid of the British 
Protectorate in East Africa.” 


Cass III. 

2. “That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £20,300, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which | 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 3lst day of | 
March, 1903, for the Expenses of the 
Prisons in England and Wales.” 


Crass II. 


2. “That a Supplementary sum, not 
|exceeding £620, be granted to His 
| Majesty, to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 3lst day of 
March, 1903, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the General *Valuation and 
Boundary Survey of Ireland.” 


Cuass VII. 

3. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£70,000, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year, 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, 
to repay to the India Office the Expenses 
of the Entertainment in this Country 
of Indian Representative Visitors at the 
Coronation of His Majesty.” 


Cuass IV. 


3. “That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £292,807, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
Crass II. year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
4. “That a Supplementary sum, not | 1903, for the Salaries and Expenses of 
exceeding £2,000, be granted to His the Board of Education.” 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which | 
will come in course of payment during) 4. “That a Supplementary sum, not 
the year ending on the 3lst day of| exceeding £28,000, be granted to His 
March, 1903, for the Salaries and Ex-| Majesty, to defray the Charge which 
penses of certain services transferred | will come in course of payment during 


Mr, Brodrick. 
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the year ending on the 31st day of 
March, 1903, for the Expenses of the 
Commissioners of National Education in 


Ireland.” 43 
Resolutions agreed to. 


WAYS AND MEANS. 


Committee deferred till To-morrow. 


And, there being no further Business 


set down for the Afternoon Sitting, Mr. | 


Speaker left the Chair until this 
Evening’s Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 


MINISTRY OF COMMERCE. 
*Mr HOULT (Cheshire, Wirral) said 
the Resolution he proposed to move 
would, no doubt, in some quarters be 


considered antagonistic to the Board of 


Trade. So far as he was concerned he 


sid unhesitatingly that the President 
of the Board of Trade had always shown 
a great regard for trade interests, and 
this motion was not intended in any 
way to be antagonistic ; 


but anyone 
who knew the constitution of the Board 
of Trade knew that its constitution was 
hopelessly obsolete. As a great admin- 
istrative Department of the State, it 
administered the Acts passed from time 
to time regulating shipping, railways, 
mines, factories, and a multitude of 
other things, and it carried out those 
duties with as little friction, and with 
as great regard tothe interests involved, 
as it was possible for the officials to do. 
Speaking as a shipowner of thirty-five 
years experience he had pleasure in 
stating that never in the whole of that 
period had the relations existing 
between the Board of Trade and that 
great industry been so cordial as they 
werenow. But the Board of Trade was 


an administrative Board, and it was) 


impossible for it as at present consti- 


tuted to carry out the duties it was now 
expected to undertake with regard to | 


trade and commerce. There was a very 
widespread feeling in the country 
that the interests of trade and commerce 
should be safeguarded and promoted in 
4 manner which, so far, had not received 
the attention of the Government, and 
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|that the time had arrived when some 
new Department should be created, with 
|a Minister at its head of high Cabinet 
| rank. 


As regarded the internal trade 
‘of the country, there were frequent 
‘complaints of high railway rates; that 
‘the canals were not made use of in the 
| interests of trade in the way they ought 
‘to be; and that the Light Railways Acts 
‘had not been productive of the advan- 
‘tage to agriculture which was expected. 
All these matters were of the highest 
‘importance, and it seemed to him 

that something ought to be done to 
‘bring about a condition of things 
'more favourable to the trade and com- 
| mercial interests of the country. Whether 
the appointment of a Minister of Com- 
-merce would have that -effect he did not 
know, but it was generally admitted that 
a great deal might be done in that direc- 
tion. With regard to foreign trade, that 
was in the hands of three Departments. 
One was the Foreign Office—and the 
House would remember they had already 
had a debate upon a Treaty made between 
Russia and Persia. It was held by those 
who ought to know that that Treaty 
was likely to be extremely detrimental 
to British trade. But with a proper 
organisation that Treaty might have 
been heard of in its initial stages, and 
with a Minister of Commerce it was 
possible that such a Treaty, detrimental 
to our interests as this was, might have 
been guarded against. Another part of 
our foreign se. was controlled by the 
India Office, which might be expected to 
derive great assistance from a Minister of 
Commerce. Then there was the trade 
controlled by the Colonial Office. Foreign 
governments had their trade agents 
throughout the British Colonies, and 
those agents advised their Governments 
in all matters pertaining to the particular 
industries carried on in those countries. 
We had no such organisation, and our 
traders had to get information as to the 
wants of our colonies as best they could. 
Every other trading nation had Ministers 
of Commerce. The United States of 
America, it was true, until recently had 
no such Minister, but when the President 
_in his message to Congress on December 
3rd suggested that such a Minister should 
| be appointed, so important was the matter 
‘considered that on the 13th of February 


of Commerce. 


' following it was announced that a Minister 
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of Commerce had been appointed. The | 


annual meeting of the Associated Chambers 
of Commerce, which represented the com- 
mercial interests of this country, was now 
being held in London, and he saw from 
the agenda that resolutions had been 
passed by the Chambers of Commerce of 
‘London, Liverpool, Halifax, Nottingham, 
Cardiff, Derby, Newcastle, Gateshead, and 
other places, to the effect that the over- 
whelming importance of the trade, com- 
merce and shipping of the Empire 
demanded that the Minister in charge of 
the Department of the Government 
especially identified with these matters 
should be placed on the footing of a 
Secretary of State, in order to attract 
statesmen of the highest qualifications 
and of great experience in such matters. 
The Chambers of Commerce throughout 
the country were unanimously in favour 
of the appointment of such a Minister. 


He called the attention of the House to 
recent paragraph in The Times dealing 
with the Uganda Railway. It was there 
pointed out that German and _ Italian 
traders were at work, but no mention was 
made of British traders, though England 
was opening up the country at great 
expense. What was the explanation of 
this? It was, he suggested, because trade 
agencies had informed their Governments 
in Europe that trade was to be done in 
that region, but we had no trade agents 
and it was possible for that reason that 
the British were not mentioned in the 
paragraph. He hoped the Government 
would see their way to grant what was 
a universal demand from the whole of 
the trading community of the country, 
and order the inquiry asked for in the 
Resolution with the object of making 
arrangements for the appointment of a 
Minister of Commerce. British traders 
did not want any exceptional privileges ; 
they did not want bolstering up.- They 
were made of the same material as 
that which enabled their forefathers 
to carry trade all over the world. 
If it had fair and equal treatment, he was 
perfectly satisfied that the commerce of 
the country would in the future occupy, 
if not the premier position, certainly a 
position of which none of them need be 
ashamed. It had been said that the 
people of this country were apathetic ; 
but there was no apathy on the 
part of the traders of this country, 
and no apathy on the part of 


Mr. Hoult. 
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backbone of the country. If there was 
apathy, it was apathy on the part of the 
Government. He would not apply that 
word to the present Government, but to 
past Governments. The present Govern- 
ment had a very great regard for the 
trading and commercial interests of the 
country ; and he was satisfied that they 
would be ready to do what was wise and 
just in the interests of trade and com- 
merce. 


*Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil) said he was sure the President of 
the Board of Trade would need no assur. 
ance from him that, in seconding the 
Motion, he was not acting in a Party 
spirit, or with any hostility whatever to 
the Department over which, in his humble 
judgment, the right hon. Gentleman pre- 
sided_ with — ability. After an 
experience of fifteen years as a supplicant 
at the doors of various Departments, he 
had no hesitation in saying that, with the 
possible exception of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, one received more intelligent 
consideration from the Board of Trade 
than from any other Department. As for 
the right hon. Gentleman himself, if he 
might say so without presumption, he 
thought the duties of the Board of Trade 
were congenial to him ; and he brought to 
them very great industry and high intel- 
lectual qualifications. He said that in 
order to show his sincerity, and to show 
that in seconding the Motion he was not 
acting in hostility to the Board of Trade 
or to its President. The mover of the 
Motion rather emphasised that part of 
the Resolution which asked for the 
appointment of a Minister of Commerce. 
He would rather emphasise the latter 
part of the Resolution, which asked for an 
inquiry into the various Government 
Departments, because he fully recognised 
that before there could be any — 
there should be a full inquiry into all the 
Departments. They could not treat the 
Board of Trade and the Local Government 
Board in isolation and apart from other 
Departments. Hewished topointoutthat 
they made no demand for a new Depar- 
tment. What they suggested was thats 
Ministry of Industry and Commerceshould 
be substituted for the present Board of 
Trade. They did not ask for any addi- 
tional member of the Cabinet, and they did 


not suggest or Attempt to dictate to the 
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Prime Minister what offices should be | in Council the Board of Trade was formed 
directly represented in the Cabinet. As/as at present constituted. It was ap 
amatter of fact, he thought that for thirty | pointed with the full designation of 
years the President of the Board of Trade |“ Lords of the Committee of Privy 
had been invariably a member of the | Council appointed by His Majesty for 
Cabinet, which in itself was a recognition | the consideration of matters relating to 
—although an imperfect recognition—of | Trade and Foreign Plantations.” Before 
the principle for which they were contend- | that it had been merely a Council of 
ing. _ Trade for consultative purposes, and it 
P consisted of a number of members of the 
As a commercial man, and as the | Government who were, he believed, paid 
representative of one of the largest | for this specific purpose. He found from 
industrial divisions in the country, and as | , work dealing with this subject that a 
a Member who had been returned almost | writer in 1746 said— 
entirely by the labour vote, he desired that | aay | ; 
the Department which vg ae tg of the | ete be ery hapeicr pyr - hans hows 
industry and commerce of the country | {o°fe President or Vice-President ; | . 
should be represented by a Minister oohes of Perr a jl ba nagracey come | gl 
with the status of a principal Secretary | bers of the Board of Trade, and its business is 
of State ; andhecontended that on grounds | performed by them without the interference of 


. : : sJy | any of the numerous official pzrsonages who are 
of sentiment, yg he admitted, largely | upon the Committee of Privy Council, except 
entered into the matter, as well as | only in respect of Colonial Acts referred to the 


of efficiency, and economy in the truest | Committee of Privy Council, as to which the 
sense of the word, the President of the | Secretary of State for the Colonies gives his 


* | opinion in writing, as a member of the Com- 
Board of Trade should be raised to the mittee, upon them, and that opinion is at once 


position of a principal Secretary of | adopted as the opinion of the Committee, in 
State. It was a very remarkable fact |} all Acts which, although relating to the 
that nearly every foreign Government | Colonies, do not relate to trade.” 

hada Minister of Commerce, and that |That showed that even at that time it 
this country, which really owed _every- | was a one-man board as it was to-day. He 
thing to its commercial pre-eminence, | had no rooted objection to one-man boards, 
should not havea Minister of Commerce. He had himself had some experience on 
He should like to sketch briefly the the boards of public companies, and he 
history of the Board of Trade. The first always found the most efficient boards 
reference to aCommitteeo! Commerce was | were those on which there was one active 
in 1655, when Cromwell appointed hisson | man and where the other directors merely 
Richard, with many lords of his Council, | registered his decisions. But still, that 
judges and gentlemen, and about twenty | showed that the constitution of the Board 
merchants of London, York, Newcastle, of Trade had become obsolete, and in 
Yarmouth, Doverand other places, to meet | itself, without going further, quite proved 
and consider by what means the traffic | the first part of the Resolution. 

and navigation of the Republic might | 


| In order to show the House the degree 
be best promoted and regulated, and to |and importance of the work that the 


report on the subject. That was in the | ' 
nature of the inquiry which they were | Board of Trade did, he would read a 


: list of the establishment which was 
asking for to-day. In 1660 Charles II. 
a Eeted by ber 5 a Council of Trade, | oy a 1786 to carry out the 
BB about a month afterwards he appoin- work at that ume. It consisted of : 
ted a Council of Foreign Plantations. | 1W° clerks of this Council attending by 
In 1672 the previous patents were re. rotation ; a clerk specially appointed for 
voked and the two Councils were amal-|this particular service of this Com- 
gamated as the Council for Trade and | mittee ; a law clerk ; a chief and six 
Foreign Plantations. This Council other clerks and an extra clerk ; three 
continued until 1782 when it was finally | managers ; an office-keeper ; a necessary 
suppressed or abolished, but things did| woman ; and a door-keeper. But the 
not appear to have gone on very well | consequence of the work which the 
during the period of suppression, because | board had to do had so much increased 
afew years afterwards, in 1786, by Order | by 1826 that the Chancellor of the 
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Exchequer of the day (Fredrick Robin- 


son) moved— 

“That His Majesty be enabled to grant a | 
salary of £5,000 a year to the President of the 
Board of Trade.” 

The right hon. Gentleman told him| 
yesterday that that Resolution had not | 
been given effect to in the Act passed a | 
few weeks later, because the tajority | 
was so small. 


Ministry 


It was only a majority of | 


11. He did not think that Hansard | 


quite bore out the view expressed by 
the right hon. Gentleman. 
sident of the Board of Trade received a_ 
salary of £2,000, and he then held the 
sinecure office of treasurer to the Navy, 
to which was attached a salary of | 
£3,000. The real objection on the part | 
of those who were opposed to the rais- | 
ing of the salary of the President of the 
Board of Trade was because it was still 
intended to retain this sinecure office of | 
Treasurer to the Navy, an office once | 
held by the Speaker of the House of | 
‘Commons. The work of the Board | 
at that time had so increased that the | 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, in moving | 
the Resolution, said— 

“He thought that a fit remuneration for the 
President would be £5,000 a year. The House 
would recollect that it was an office which in 
these times especially called for more labour, 
both of body and mind than any other now in 
existence. 


In 1832 the Statistical Department was 
added to the Board of Trade, and it had | 
been found most useful to those | 
business men who had the intelligence 
to make use of it. In 1840, the Rail- 


{COMMONS} 


| 





way Department was added In 1854,. 
Messrs. Trevelyan and Stafford Northcote 
inquired into the conditions of the per- | 
manent and civil service with regard 
to the Board of Trade and made a Report, 
in which they said— 


‘«There is probably no Department of the 
Government to whgse functions so many and 
such important additions have recently been 
made as the Board of Trade. While, however, 
these additions have been of such a nature as 
almost entirely to change the character of the 
Department, its constitution has not as yet 
been revised with a view to the efficient dis- 
charge of its new duties. Originally designed 
for consultative purposes, it was organised in a 
very different manner from the executive offices, 
or the arrangements made for the transac- 
tion of its business have not been run or are 
suitable to the management of administrative 
details. .. . The public in the meantime has to 
bear a heavy charge for the establishment and 


Mr, D. A. Thomas. 





of Commerce, 


maintenance of separate Departments which 
might be united in such a manner as to produce 
both greater economy and greater efficiency.” 


The hon. Member, in moving the Reso- 
lution now before the House, had told 
them what the opinion of the Chambers 
of Commerce was to-day. He did not 
know whether the hon. Member was 


| present that day during the discussion in 


what the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
once described as the Parliament of Com- 
merce. It passed a Resolution, without a 


The Pre- | dissentient voice, praying the House of 


Commons to pass this Resolution in the 
form in which it stood on the Paper. 
The Chambers of Commerce had been 
agitating for years, and as far back as 1871 
a deputation consisting of Members of this 


| House, and representing the principal 


Chambers of Commerce of the country, 
waited upon Mr. Gladstone when he was 
Prime Minister. On 8th July 1879, no 
doubt largely attheinstance of Chambers of 
Commerce, Mr. Sampson Lloyd moved— 


‘** That it is desirable that those functions of 
the Executive Government which especially 
relate to commerce and agriculture Should be 
administered by a distinct Department under 
the direction of a Principal Secretary of State, 
who shall be a Member of the Cabinet.” 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
of the day opposed, but the motion was 
nevertheless carried by 76 to 56, a majority 
of 20. On May 13th, 1881, with the assent 
of Mr. Gladstone, who was then Prime 
Minister, on going into Committee of 
Supply,Sir Massey Lopes carried without 
a division the following Motion— 


‘‘That it is desirable that the function of 
the Executive Government, which especially 


| relates to agriculture and commerce should, as 
| far as possible, be administered b 


a distinct 


Department, to be presided over by a respon- 


sible Minister of the Crown.” 

But no effect whatever had been 
given to these Resolutions beyond the 
appointment of a Minister of Agricul- 
ture. The status of the Board of Trade 
had been in no way improved or in- 
creased. 


The last time the matter came 
before the House was when Sir 
Stafford § Northcote moved a Resolu- 
tion similar in effect to the one proposed 
to-night. As he thought it had a bear- 
ing on the subject, he would read the 
opinion expressed then by the present 
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Prime Minister. The right hon. Gentle- 
man agreed to a certain extent— 


“That possibly a survey of the whole multi- 
farious work of the administrative Departments 
and a re-distribution of that work would be 
advisable. . . . I think my friend is not wrong 
in urging that if we had a blank sheet to deal 
with, and if we were not troubled by the 
history of the various Government Depart- 
ments, and if we had to arrange the salaries of 
Ministers in proportion to their labours, there 
would not be the difference there is at present 
between, for instance, the Local Government 
Board and the Board of Trade and the older 
offices in the State, and | think it quite possible 
that the time may not be very far distant when 
the whole question will be reconsidered. It is 
evident that the position of the President of 
the Board of Trade cannot be dealt with in an 
jsolated way, and that there must be a general 
survey of the whole work of the Government 
Departments and a general and uniform plan 
adopted in their treatment. .. . Members of 
the Cabinet are on an equality, aud the weight 
of individual opinion depends on the individual 
and not on any extraneous or fortuitous cir- 
cumstances. . . . On the general question I 
quite recognise that the growth of the great 
offices which have been referred to has produced 
a certain anomaly in our present system, and 
at no distant period that anomaly may be 
considered and, if possible, corrected.” 


He saw the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
in his place, and he believed it was his 
intention to take part in the discussion. 
He hoped they were knocking at an open 


door in regard to this matter. He pre- 
sumed that it was the question of cost 
which concerned the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer more than anything else, but 
he would point out that the cost of the 
inquiry could not be very large, and 
that was all they were asking for 
to-night. On the general question he 
thought it must be perfectly clear that, 
over a series of years, the more capable 
me: in a Government would gravitate 
to the positions of higher status and 
salary, and that in the long run 
commerce and industry would be left 
tothe less capable men. And what 
was of even more serious consideration 
“was that the same argument applied to 
the permanent officials, whose salaries, 
though not proportionate to that of 
the chief, to some extent followed it. 
Those who gained high places in the 
civil service examinations would naturally 
select the vacancies in the better-paid 
and more im portant departments, leaving 
industry and commerce to be content 
with the services of those possessing less 
brilliant qualifications. Such a possi- 


{3 Marcu 1903} 
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bility could not be in the interests of 
the country, and they should do all 
they could to avoid it. He hoped that 
the Government would see their way 
to accept the Motion with a sincere 
desire to give it full and immediate 
effect. 


of Commerce. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That the constitution of the Board of 
Trade has become obsolete, and this 
House is of opinion that a Department 
presided over bya Minister of Commerce 
and Industry, having the status of a 
principal Secretary of State, should be 
substituted for the present office, to 
which should be entrusted all matters 
more particularly appertaining to com- 
merce and industry, and to that end 
that an inquiry should be forthwith 
instituted with the view of re-arranging 
the duties and functions of existing 
Departments.” —(Mr. Hoult.) 


*Sm CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) rose to move as an 
Amendment to the Motion to leave out 
all after ‘‘ that,” and insert “ with a view 
to administrative efficiency, this House: 
calls on His Majesty's Government to 
undertake a redistribution of duties. 
between the various Government De- 
partments concerned, with due regard 
to the interests of labour.” The 
mover of the proposal before the 
House was, he thought, a little unkind 
to His Majesty’s Government. It was 
not for him to defend the Government 
against the attacks of one of their own 
supporters, but the Motion was prefaced 
by these words— 

‘*To call attention to the many disabilities to. 


which our commerce and trade are subjected 
under the present Administration.” 


How could the hon. Member get 
out of that statement, but he would 
leave the Government to deal with their 
own supporter. 


*Mr. HOULT: It is not the Govern- 
ment I complain of, it is the administra- 
tion of the office. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said he was 
sorry to hear the seconder suggest in 
his admirable speech, with the greater 
part of which he entirely agreed, that the 
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lower salaries of certain Departments | and there was some reason to fear that 
prevent them from having the service of | these general changes might lead to an 
the best men. No one who knew the/increase in the total number of 
Government Departments all round could | Ministers ; therefore, this matter became 
contend that men like the late Lord | material. There was a heresy which ran 
Farrer, Sir Francis Hopwood, or Sir | through a great deal of the argument in 
Hugh Owen, were inferior in any respect | favour of the original Motion, namely, 
to the men in the other Departments of | that the influence of a Minister in the 
the State. The mover of the Motion | Cabinet depended upon the size of hig 
had made no attempt to prove his case, | salary. Mr. Gladstone was once Vice- 
or to show how the present Administra- | President of the Board of Trade, and 
tion had broken down. He was not exercised enormous influence when he 
concerned to deny that the constitution | held that minor office. Hon. Members 
of the Board of Trade, and indeed many | would remember the influence exercised 
of their offices, was in some degree by the present Colonial Secretary in 
obsolete and deserving of inquiry, yet he | connection with Irish affairs when 
thought that any Member who brought | President of the Board of Trade and not 
a matter of this sort before the House’ directly connected with Irish administra- 
ought to make some more serious tion. Who could contend for a moment 
attempt to show where the Department | that in Mr. Gladstone’s fourth adminis- 
had broken down. The only examples tration the influence of the right hon. 
the hon. Member had given to the House | Gentleman the Member for the Montrose 
at all were that the railway charges were, Burghs was limited by the fact that 
too high, and that we needed more he was not a principal Secretary of State ? 
agents in all parts of the world. That argument would not bear investiga- 

tion. Not only was this matter, as the 
seconder of the Motion had admitted, 
bound up with the constitution of several 
other Departments of the State, but the 
argument which the hon. Gentleman had 


More agents’ was a question of how 
much the country was going to pay ; and | 
as to railway charges, that was not so. 
much the weakness of the Govern- 


ment Department as the weakness of 


the House of Commons, which, in the 
face of railway interests allowed the 
rates to be so high. 

So far as he could gather from 
the hons Member who moved the 
Motion, what he desired was rather 


a change of name than anything else. | 
But he did make one incautious ad-' 


mission that seemed inconsistent with 
the remainder of his speech. He said in 
one sentence that he desired to see the 
creation of an additional Department. 
Both the mover and the seconder said 
that the head of the Commercial Depart- 
ment of this country ought to be a man 


of high official rank, equal to a Secretary ' 


of State. Incomparing this country with 
other countries, the right hon. Baronet 
maintained that we had about four times 
as many Ministers as any other country 
in the world ; and when the House was 
asked to place more Ministers in Cabinet 


rank the hon. Member must remember | 


that the size which Cabinets had 
reached was responsible for many of the 


weaknesses which Governments here! 


had shown. The desired change in ‘the 


Board of Trade could not stand alone, | 


Sir Charles Dilke. 


used, and in which he concurred in regard 
to the position of the clerks and the 
equality of the civil servants, extended to 
the majority of the other Departments of 
the State. 


It was impossible, if once this 
question was raised, to abstain from 
placing the head of the Navy of this 
country in the rank of a Secretary of 
State, or the head of the Education 
Department. Scottish feeling would also 
compel them to raise the position of the 
head of the Scotch Department. He 
agreed with the argument of the seconder 
of the Motion that when once they 
touched this question at all they would 
have to make all the clerks in the offices 
of State equal. The present distinction 
was one which could not be defended. 
They should have to establish the prin- 
ciple of the absolute equality in salary 
and status of all the clerks in all the 
offices of State, with the doubtful excep- 
tion, perhaps, of those superior persons 
the Foreign Office clerks, who, in the 
course of their business, were expected to 
dine out more, and to dance at more 
balls than any other officers of State. 
Not only had we larger Cabinets than 
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those which guided the destinies of any 
other Parliament, but we had infinitely 
more paid Ministers than any other 
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House of Commons had been carried in 
favour of the creation of a Ministry of 
Justice, but nothing had been done. 


country. We had in this House forty |There had also been proposals for the 


id Members, and while hon. Gentlemen 
oppositerefused payment to ordinary Mem- 
bers, and condemned the payment of the 
Members of the Irish Party, or of poor 
men of ability who desired the chance of 


creation of a Ministry of Health apart 
from the Local Government Board, and 
of a Ministry of Merchant Shipping and 
Seamen, and of a Ministry of Labour. 





As to this particular proposal dealing 


obtaining the free suffrages of the people, | with the Board of Trade, he should like 


they seemed to have for their ideal 
that every Member of their party should 
be a Secretary of State. He asserted 
that the Cabinet in this country was 
nearly three times as numerous as 
any other Cabinet in the world, and 
that the paid Ministers in the two 
Houses of Parliament were five times 
more numerous than in the Parlia- 
ment of any other people. Of course 
many changes had been made in 
the Government offices. 


The seconder of the Motion had alluded | 
to two Ministries which had been created | 
by Resolution of this House, including the | 


Department of Agriculture. Now it had 
always been known that that Minister 
had not a great amount of work to do, 
and in consequence of the deficiency of 
work they were told that on the lst of 
\pril the Department of Ichthyology was 
+o be transferred from the Board of Trade 
to the Ministry of Agriculture. To show 
how little considered hitherto many of 
those small changes had been, he might 
say that the superintendence of fisheries 
had been transferred not very long ago 
from the Home Office to the Board of 
Trade, because the foreshores of the coast 
had been transferred to that Department. 
The only connection which he could 
imagine there was between ichthyology 
and agriculture was that in some of the 
counties on the east coast sprats were | 


| 
|to ask the House to consider a little 


| more closely they argument of the mover 


| of the Resolution. That hon. Gentleman 
alluded to the Commercial Department 
of the Foreign Office, and apparently he 
| desired to shift that Department from 
the Foreign Office and place it in the 
| new Ministry of Commerce. The value 
|of that Department of the Foreign 
| Office had long been disputed, but there 
_ was so much to be said on both sides of 
the question that he would pass the topic 
| by. ‘There had no doubt been a certain 
| amount of discontent with the Board of 
Trade, probably unjust, among the com- 
mercial classes. He thought that that dis- 
content had been caused by what he would 
call purely mechanical causes. The Board 
of Trade was divided into many Depart- 
ments, most of them housed in different 
buildings, in different parts of the 
town. When some of them were Mem- 
| bers of the Committee, presided over by 
the Home Secretary, on the re-housing 
of the Departments of State, one of the 
Departments which claimed to be placed 
under a single roof was the Board of 
Trade, but for some mysterious reason 
the Board of Trade alone was the 
| Department knocked out of that scheme. 
|The mechanical difficulty to which he 
|had referred undoubtedly caused some 
‘friction, and led to some temporary 





used as a manure for the land. The| unpopularity of the Board of Trade. 
ichthyologists would be like the settlers | There were a number of gentlemen who 
in some new country whose chickens | wished to see the creation of a Ministry of 
held up their legs whenever they heard a Commerce with a Secretary of State at its 
waggon coming along. Then there was | headin whom they could have confidence. 
an Agricultural Department in Ireland | He had a little suspicion of that desire, 
of which his friend Mr. Plunkett, un-| and there was something to be said on 
fortunately not a Member of this House, the other side. He gathered from the 
was the head, and there was the Scottish | Resolution on the Paper, and from the 
Department which had been created in | speech of the mover, but not from the 
recent times. A large number of new! speech of the seconder, that those who 
Ministers had been proposed from time | framed the Resolution wished to bring 
to time, but fortunately had not yet all matters connected with commerce 
been adopted. In his own time he|and industry into the new Ministry; 
remembered that a Resolution of the| but that would include all matters re- 
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lating to the administration of the 
Factory Laws and of the Coal Mines and 
Metalliferous Mines Acts. Undoubtedly 
these were covered by the words of the 
Resolution, although he was glad to hear 
that that view was repudiated by the 
hon. Gentleman above the Gangway. 
He submitted that the House ought not 
to carry a Resolution containing those 
words without probing the matter to 
the bottom. He did not think they 
could deal efficiently with this question 
without considering in one sense or 
another the position in which the Labour 
Laws were to stand to the new Ministry 
of Commerce. 

Allusion had been made to the 
examples set up by foreign coun- 
tries where there was a Ministry of 
Commerce and Industry; and special 
reference had been made to France and 
Germany, which had highly developed fac- 
tory legislation. It must be remembered 
by those who desired to see a great com- 
mercial magnate at the head of ‘the 
Ministry of Commerce that labour had 
a claim equal to that of capital to direct 
the Department 
the most highly developed country in 
this respect, the Minister of Commerce 
was equally the Minister of Industry. 
What was the consequence? The most 
distinguished Minister of Commerce and 
Industry which that country had had 
was not a great commercial magnate, not 


{COMMONS} . 


In France, which was | 


arbitration. Undoubtedly the man 
the commercial classes and the Chambers 
of Commerce desired to have at the 
head of the new Ministry would not 
be exactly the type of man whom 
the labouring classes would choose in 
such a case as the Penrhyn dispute. 
Then the President of the Board of 
Trade was the sweet little cherub who. 
sat up aloft to take care of merchant 
seamen. He had also the protection of 
railway servants. In addition to that 
there was the Labour Department of the 
Board of Trade itself which was mainly 
statistical. And there was the function 
of the Board of Trade, which was re- 
peatedly referred to in the Fair Wage 
Committee, of advising all other Depart- 
| ments, especially those of the Army and 
| Navy, upon questions of wages. The 

| could not, therefore, on behalf of labour 
| consent for a moment to pass this Resolu- 
ition without thinking out all these 
questions, and without seeing exactly 
where they were going. He could not 
but think that the result of trying to 
| make the Board of Trade a more purely 
| commercial Department must be to force 
these questions out of the Board of 
Trade, or the Labour Department of the 
Board of Trade, into the Home Office, 
and if that were done, the Home Office 
would become virtually a Ministry of La- 
bour and Police. The Local Government 
| Board, which year by year had become 
/more and more the legatee of the 
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what was called “a safe man” but a| Home Office, would also be af- 
Socialist, M. Millerand, and there was | fected, and would have to deal with 
the remarkable fact that the Chancellor | such questions’ as the housing of the 
of the German Empire, speaking in the | working classes in London, now at the 
name of the German Emperor himself |Home Office. 
i y ele al seed to ad In common with the seconder of the 
able to find a man like him for Germany. | Resolution, he thought that the Govern- 
He appealed to the Chancellor of the ment would have to oppose the Motion. 
Exchequer whether, representing as he | He agreed with the seconder of the Reso- 
had done until very recently, with | lution on two large points, although these 
distinction the Department concerned | Were not struck at in the terms of the 
with the laws relating to factories and | Resolution. They ought to equalise the 
workshops and mines, he would be salaries and the positions of the clerks 
satisfied that the administration of these | !0 the Government Departments. He 
laws should , without very careful | did not attach so much importance to 
inquiry, into the hands of a mere Ministry | the salaries of the heads of the Govern- 
of Commerce. /ment Departments. Mr. Gladstone used 
At the present time a great deal 'to argue that there were numerous 
of work was thrown on the Board | advantages in the Cage 2 of the salaries 
of Trade in connection with the | of the heads of the Departments. He 
administration of Labour Laws. But also agreed with the mover of the 
there was also conciliation work which | Resolution ina point which, though not 
might develop by and by into compulsory | perhaps material, was of importance 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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from a sentimental view, viz., that 
there was an advantage in getting rid 
of the cumbrous form of Boards which 
were not real Boards. In making a 
change of name they might seem to sub- 
stitute real personal responsibility for 
an imaginary collective responsibility. 
Of course those Boards never met ; they 
never had met, and they were carried 
on deliberately as a sham. If they 
considered the great difficulties of treat- 
ing this question from the point of view 
of capital on one hand, and labour on 
the other, it was clear that the Resolu- 
tion, as it stood on the Paper, could not 
be adopted, and that it was for the 


Govegnment, which alone could deal | 


with the subject with due responsibility 
and full knowledge of facts, to deal with 
the whole question and themselves make 
a proposal to the House of Commons. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘ That,’ to the | 
end of the Question, and add the words ‘ with | 


a view to administrative efficiency, this House 
calls on His Majesty's Government to under- 
take a redistribution of duties between the 


various Government Departments concerned, | 


with due regard to the interests of labour.’ ”— 
(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8S.) : 
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think a lever will be |rought to bear 
upon commercial questions, which has, 
to some extent, hitherto been wanting, 
I would add that all this would carry 
with it proper responsibility on the part 
of the Minister and the Department, 
occupying a very prominent position, 
would be amenable from that position to 
this House. In that way I think we 
shall get what is desired, namely, a real 
Intelligence Department for commerce 
and industry in this country—constantly 
observant, not aggressive, but, at the 
same time, desirous of rendering all 
possible help to traders in all parts of 
the world, and capable of giving atten- 
tion to those commercial and industrial 
problems which are most complex and 
pressing, and which lie at the root of 
the prosperity of the nations of the 
world. 


As to the history of the Board of 
Trade, it has been spoken of as obsolete, 
but I venture to call it an anachronism 
and a fiction, because there is no Board, 
and if we analyse the composition of the 
Board it appears ridiculous. The present 
| Board includes the Archbishop of Canter- 
_bury and the Speaker of the House of 
_ Commons, and what is still more singu- 
lar, the Speaker of the Irish House of 

Commons. While we speak of the 
Board as possessing this character, 


1B pe ; ‘ : - 
‘it is a singular historical circum- 


Ido not want to refer so much to what stance that archbishops have not only 
has been desired by Chambers of Com-/ intervened in matters of education 
merce so frequently, and J would rather but within 100 years an Archbishop of 
say that I think there is a prevalent Canterbury has attended the Board of 
general feeling that the commerce and | Trade to emphasise the importance of 
industry of this country are not only | protecting the trade of Manchester, 
matters of paramount importance, but which points to the obsolete character 
that they deserve a great deal more | of the Board and of such an interven- 
consideration and attention than they/ tion. The fact remains that, while 
have hitherto received. That, I think, | agriculture and education and other 
is the general feeling, and it is believed, | Departments have all been formed, the 





I think with some force, that if a 
Minister of Commerce possessing the 
higher official status which must ensure 
his presence in the Cabinet at all times 
—if a Minister of that class is appointed, 
those interests will necessarily command 
more constant observation and atten- 
tion than has been the case in the past. 
I would also say that the same observa- 
tions apply to the Department. If there 
be a Department, as in agriculture and 
education, specially devoted to the com- 
merce and industry of the country, | 





greatest commercial nation of the world 
has not a Department of Commerce in 
the broadest and most practical sense, 
and that is a defect, as we think, in 
the constitution of our commercial 
system which we are anxious to amend. 
Of course, upon a matter of this sort, 
my right hon. friend opposite speaks 
with the highest authority. I am not 
going to say that the Resolution pro- 
poses anything exactly as one would 
wish it, and I should myself take 
exception to some portion of it. 
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Anything of this sort, of course, | £1,000,000,000 a year, is practically in 
must oP gay ae Ra fullest ~ ee ga of some other Department. 
oe. a Me e eso ‘ae are | rit we must view our trade as a 
and a Her brs , is age t “4 ome a | ole, for the complement of our home 
“TW ques einis the porn diye all | pope a eo en * 
’ no true view o 
these industrial and other problems | commercial position of the country = 
SP wale che sition ot Cusehens of| suet, iaiigaina.”Thavies Tek 
. nion 0 ambers of | similar standpoint. erefore, 
Commerce = of the commercial world | there should be some allocation of pd 
is practically unanimous, they are duties of foreign commerce th h 
sufficiently practical people to see that Consuls. ead: 
ee tae vinar hiss wosveet Wie| kets clei hs noes ee 
} } Vv a is m 
many questions involved, and they ask | but nevertheless, it is - ps onal 
er a savage —_— = hes a all | that you should have the Board of Trade 
= of the a — fo rege beg or Commerce as at present constituted, 
M4 wit By - _ gol “ P om, = oe vena work should 
one another t . 
require is a better allocation of the have the lilac to be a oie ck a 
—_ of —— a ach — | Commercial Intelligence Department of 
one for education we want to do for the Board of Trade, and there I see the 
commerce—we — more oe |complexity of the distribution of our 
von 8 ee - : eee pa or | pene mo ne bad. have there 
, ] | represen e Board of Trade and th 
concentration of the commercial work | Foreign Office, which plays an ienpecianl 
of wo a ng ine part owing to its consular and other 
: e va ro e Br egg = Je phe duties. The India Office and the Colonial 
eso we"Husde onde?” ts dich Wilh |te exp tee ® tor’ Cones ook Ot 
say that if our 
shipping and with fisheries, and why | adhe the direction of " distinctly Oak 
the fisheries should be transplanted into | mercial and Trade Department we should 
the ae < yy is a of the | very quickly have a great alteration in 
=~ ions : ich, Prat - An _many of the Consular reports, some of 
+ ge omg oo ve oa . - mee | which are excellent, but the tone of 
labour and industrial arbitrations, rail- pry ny "es thee pagan 
ways, electric lighting, and many other | our Consuls with the commercial reports 
matters, and yet the status of the) furnished by the representatives of the 


President of the Board of Trade is | United States and the rapidity with 


distinctly inferior to that of a/| which they produce special and interi 

Secretary of State. We think that reports, m4 should find that our Consuls 
if these duties are 80 various, so | are not within the bounds of com- 
exacting, and so responsible in these | parison, and if you had a Department 
days amid the rivalries of commerce, | of Commerce the whole tone of those 
that status becomes an _ important | reports would be altered and you would 
question, and a Minister of Commerce | have a commercial aspect given to your 
for this country should have the highest | Consular reports. Again, with regard to 
status that can be given to him in | the appointment of Consuls, I think the 
comparison with other Ministers. Let | same change would manifest itself. In- 
me direct attention for a moment to the | stead of being of a more diplomatic 
extraordinary complexity of the duties, character I think those representing us 
the commercial duties even, which are | would be more commercial, and though 
pressed upon the Board of Trade at the |I quite agree with th demand for a 
present time. Practically the Board of | commercial head, that is a personal ques 
Trade is restricted to internal commerce, | tion which it is unnecessary to discuss- 
and yet our foreign over-sea commerce, | and many of those who have not been 
of the value of something like | commercial men have admirably ad- 


Sir Albert Rollit. 
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ministered the trade affairs of this 
country. I venture to say that the 
alteration I suggest would give a com- 


mercial aspect to a commercial question, | 


and would give us a more true representa- 
tion of the commercial feeling of the 
country. 


This is not, I submit, a mere question 


of names, for I believe it to have a/| 


much more vital significance. I think 


that it is not a question of a new | 
Ministry either, but it is rather the) 


increase of some duties of the Minister 
of Commerce or the President of the 
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| very recently, but practically it was at 
| once carried out, and in the United States 
the organisation for trade purposes and 
the assistance given by the Government 
|is manifest in almost every Department. 
‘Let us take the instance of one of our 
colonies which some of us have recently 
| visited. There the commercial develop- 
ment is almost beyond belief—I am 
referring to Canada. In almost every 
moderate sized town in Canada there 
are what they call Boards of Trade, and 
it is the one country which has especially 
'a Ministry of Commerce devoted solely 


Board of Trade, and a very considerable | to the purpose of always promoting in 
limitation of the duties of other Ministers. | every form the commercial development 
It is more a matter of the allocation of | of the country. We want to put that 
duties, and it is a very good thing for | great vital force behind the commerce 
re-organisation, and for these reasons ofour own country ; that force should be 
I venture to think there is real ground | omnipresent, not interfering, always 


for the inquiries which, I hope, may | 
precede the change. My right hon. | 
friend has taxed my hon. friends who) 
have previously spoken, withratherexceed- | 
ing the true state of things 
regard to other countries. I very re- 
spectfully venture to differ from my 
right hon. friend. 
a distinct Ministry of Commerce, though 
I admit it is included under the fourth 
Department of the Home Office. Never- 
theless it is a distinctly commercial 
headship. There is also a Ministry of 
Commerce in Prussia. If any one doubts 
that our great commercial rival, Germany, 
has not organised her commercial depart- 
ments, both of the State and also of her 


voluntary associations, on a very different | 


basis to that which we have adopted in 
this country—if any one supposes that 
for a moment, they are vastly mistaken. 
I know that in relation to many trade 
matters, the German Emperor himself 
has acted as his own commercial Minister 
in America, showing that His Majesty | 
takes the greatest interest in the com-| 
mercial development of Germany. | 
submit that in 3 

Ministry of Commerce. It is quite true | 
that in France some questions are | 
otherwise dealt with, but the trade | 


rance there is a distinct | 


with | 


In Germany there is | 


available and constantly helping the 
trader in new fields and markets. We 
fully recognise that there must be 
commercial development entirely inde- 
pendent of the Government ; this is 
the very mainspring of a great commerce, 
but when other nations are helping 
their people, and Ministries of Commerce 
devoting large funds, great organisations, 
_and the highest ministerial ability to 
the help of their traders, then I say we 
want something behind the people of 
this country to do the same thing. 
| We respectfully submit to the House that 
| whatever may be thought of the Resolu- 
‘tion there is something underlying this 
question which needs alteration, and 
certainly organisation, and an inquiry 
may present to the House the means of 
making a great reform and a new de- 
| parture in the interests of the commerce 


of our country. 


*Mr. BELL (Derby) said the Resolution 
which had been moved by.the hon. 
Member and the Amendment which 
had been moved by the right hon. Baronet 
the Member for the Forest of Dean 
were both proposals which he was~ 
inclined to support. The Motion asked 


organisation there is adapted in the | fo; an inquiry to be held with a view of 
highest degree—-although it is not always | distributing yoo work amongst the 
successful—to bring official action into | \ ious Departments of the Board of 
touch with trade matters, and sometimes |p..4¢ and the Amendment asked that 
this action is very successful. | . 


there should be a re-distribution of the 


In the case of the United States my hon. | work amongst the various Government 
friend has quite correctly stated that a| Departments. He thought there were 
similar suggestion to this was only made | several reasons which might be advanced 
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in support of the Amendment, and he 
for one felt that there were some things 
at any rate in connection with the 
Board of ‘lrade Department that might 
very reasonably be transferred to other 
Departments. He referred more parti- 
cularly to the legislation introduced 
during recent years giving the Board of 


Trade additional work on the same! 


lines as the work administered by the 
Home Office, and it would then practi- 
cally resolve itself into a question of 
what would the Minister be called at the 
head of the Board of Trade. It seemed to 
him to be a question more of a title or 
name than of anything else. Whether 
the right hon. Gentleman who now 
presided over the Board of Trade should 
hold the office of Minister of Commerce, 
or whether some other gentleman would 
replace him was a question to be here- 
after decided. Without assuming for a 
moment that the same right hon. Gentle- 
man would not retain the position at 
the Board of Trade, or whether he would 
be called the President of the Board of 
Trade or the Minister of Commerce, he 
believed the right hon. Gentleman who 
now held that position was quite com- 
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| 
| 








petent and able to do the work under | 


either title. Of course the question of 
the salary of the President of the Board 
of Trade, if he were called the Minister 
of Commerce, was to his mind a very 
small matter indeed. He could scarcely 
believe that there was any one Member 
of that House who would, even under 
the present circumstances, and with his 
present title, object to the salary of the 
President of the Board of Trade being 
raised to a proper sum. He held that 
the President of the Board of Trade 
was under paid as compared with 
the Ministers of other Departments, and 
one of the things which had rather 
occurred to him as being unfair was, 
that when they had to raise some 
question about the administration of 
the Board of Trade they were obliged to 
move a reduction of his salary in order 
to bring about a discussion, instead of 
moving that his salary be raised. 

He had on many occasions felt that 
he should like to get more work out of 
the Board of Trade, and in order to 
bring that before the House he thought | 


| tion. 
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Gentleman’s salary be reduced in order 
to get more work out of him. He 
should be very sorry to know that there 
was anyone amongst the class whom hv 
represented who would be against even 
the terms of this Reso ution, and no man, 
be he a commercial man or a labourer, 
would put anything in the way of 
increasing the commerce or trade of 
this country. If they could assist and 
foster that trade and commerce in any 
way, it was the duty of them all to do 
everything they could in that direction. 
He had listened with very much atten- 
tion to what was said by the hon. 
Member for Islington. He had received 
communications from the Board of 
Trade on many occasions, and they had 
always commenced by saying “I am 
requested by the Board of Trade 
to say so and so.” Now. he under- 
stood that Mr. Speaker -was one of 
the members of the Board of Trade, 
it might perhaps be an _  advan- 
tage in the future to those whom 
he represented and for whom he some 
times required some attention, that he 
might perhaps be able to induce Mr. 
Speaker, as one of the Members of the 
Board, to use his influence in that diree- 
He supposed that the Archbishop 
of Canterbury did not give very much 
attention to the work of the Board of 
Trade, and he would not be within his 
reach for this purpose so much as Mr. 
Speaker. However, the time had un- 
doubtedly arrived when something should 
be done in this direction, and he had 
been asked by the Chambers of Com- 
merce in the borough he had the 


| honour to represent to give his support 


to this Motion, and he had risen for the 
purpose of saying these few words in 
regard to this Resolution. At the same 
time he should like, if possible, to sup- 
port the Amendment which, he thought, 
was equally agreeable to those who sup 
ported the Motion. 


Mr. RANDLES (Cumberland, Cocker- 
mouth) said it was of the greatest Im- 
portance that they should have their 
various Departments in good order, but 
unless they had their ¢éommercial posi- 
tion maintained and secured, the in- 
creased population and the vastly in- 


it was a very wrong way of going about | creased charges which they as a nation 
it to have to move that the right hon. | were undertaking, would have but little 


Mr. Bell. 
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foundation on which to rest. He thought 
when the Associated Chambers of Com- 
merce that day gave attention to this sub- 
ject, they were dealing with the question 
with all the emphasis which they could 
place upon it, and this question would 
receive emphasis from a corresponding 
‘body of persons representing the labour- 
ing or the working classes, had they 
also been assembled in congress, because 
he believed that the interests of the 
working classes were now being fully 
recognised by them as being bound up 
with our commercial and _ industrial 
prosperity, and it would be the case that 
greater attention would be paid to 
questions of this kind by the electorate 
in the future than had been the case 
hitherto. He thought that the time 
had come when some inquiry should be 
instituted to find out whether they, as 
@ commercial nation, were properly 
represented, without having a com- 
mercial Department, with authority to 
deal, not only with questions of electric 
lighting and things of that kind, but 
also with wider commercial interests in 
which they were all so much engaged. 
He thought they ought to have a Depart- 
ment which would give particular at- 
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Upon 


tention to securing foreign trade. 
this point he might instance the tin 


_ trade of America. When the 
nited States Government made up 
its mind that the trade should be 
transferred. from South Wales to the 
United States they set to work to secure 
the transfer, and one of the Departments 
was charged with that particnlar duty. 

Again, if a foreign Government like 
Russia determined to capture a particular 
market, say, for instance, the Persian, 
it at once laid itself out to do so, and 
appointed persons whose business it was 
to give effect to its policy. But in this 





country we had nothing corresponding | 
to that, and the meaning of the Resolu- | 
tion was that we should have a Com- 
mander-in-Chief of commerce, who would | 
keep in close touch with all commercial | 
questions and would see, when any 
particular interest required backing up 
by the Government, that it received the 
necessary support. How that was to he 
accomplished was merely a matter of 
detail. What they wanted to secure was 
that the Government should take the 





matter in hand and institute an inquiry 
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as to the best way of dealing with it. 
They wanted to concentrate the authority 
in the hands of a responsible Minister. 
He had no doubt that the President of 
the Board of Trade would hesitate to ask 
for an increase of staff and of salary, 
but it certainly was desirable that the 
responsibility should be placed on his 
shoulders, and that he should be given 
sufficient power and authority to enable 
him to carry out effectually the policy 
when once decided upon. If they gave 
him that power and called him, say, the 
Minister of Commerce and Industry, he 
might very well be assisted by represen- 
tatives from each of the Departments con- 
cerned—the India, Colonial, and Foreign 
Offices—who should keep him informed 
on commercial matters in which they 
were interested and advise him as to 
what was desirable to be done. By 
doing so we should be able to maintain 
our supremacy as a commercial nation. 

We must not continue to rely on ar- 
rangements which served generations 
ago. It was comparatively easy when . 
we were a manufacturing and _ in- 
dustrial nation, as distinguished from 
agricultural countries, to maintain our 
supremacy in trade. Ali we then wanted 
was cheap labour. Now, however, we 
were seeking, not so much cheap labour 


'as more highly skilled labour. It was 


necessary also that we should have 
an efficient Intelligence Department, 
to which we could apply in case of 
difficulty. Sucha difficulty, for instance, 
had arisen in regard to shipping matters. 
It was a noteworthy fact that a vast 
proportion of the iron and steel sent into 
India was despatched from continental 
ports and not from this country; yet 
India was our natural market, and it 
might be fairly asked why it was that 
we did not supply it. The reason might 
be found in the fact that owing to the 
action of shipping rings it cost from 


| 2s. 6d to 5s. per ton more to ship this 


material from Liverpool than it did 
from Antwerp, and he believed that if 


| we had a Minister of Commerce he would 


be able to deal with questions of that 
sort in an authoritative manner. He 
hoped and believed the Government 
would consent to take the action indicated 
in the Motion in the interests of our 
trade and commerce, and that they 
would direct an inquiry with a view to 
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such a redistribution of responsibility as 
would render the office of real com- 
mercial advantage to the people of this 
country. ‘ 


Ministry 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S): There are 
a number of difficult questions involved 
in this Motion which are not always 
sufficiently distinguished in the debates 
that take place upon this subject. 
There are questions of name and of 
substance. There is the question of 
redistributing the work done by different 
Departments, and of adding responsi- 
bilities to the Minister charged with 
looking after commercial matters. I 
will first deal with the question of the 
change in the name of the Department. 
It really does not make the slightest 
difference what you call it. The rose 
wi | not smell any sweeter in consequence. 
The Board of Trade is practically the 
Ministry of Commerce. The Minister is 
solely responsible and is entirely indepen- 
dent. There is nothing obsolete in the 
constitution of the Department. It has 
a number of most efficient permanent 
-and Parliamentary secretaries, and if 
there are not sufficient heads of Depart- 
ments, it is for the President to represent 


to the Treasury the necessity for increas- 
ing the number, and of having more 


salaries and more men. It is quite true 
that, owing to an historical accident, the 
President of the Board of Trade has never 
become a Secretary of State. Sixty years 
ago, when Mr. Gladstone was at the 
Board of Trade, it had practically nothing 
to do but to watch tariffs, and to advise 
the Government of the day in regard 
thereto. All the work the Board of 
Trade now does has been practically 
added by statute during the last 
sixty or seventy years. The duties 
of the Department are now extremely 
multifarious and heavy. I suppose 
there is no Department of the State 
which has to undertake so many 
different kinds of work. The Board of 
Trade is required to look after railways, 
shipping, fishery and harbour works, 
labour, electric lighting, tramways, 
bankruptcy, tariffs, and weights and 
measures; and when | point out also 
that it has to deal with industrial and 
commercial statistics, I do not think I 
have even then exhausted the list of its 
duties. 


Mr. Randles. 
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It is obvious, if you look at the work 
from the point of view of its import- 
ance, that the holder of the office ig 
well entitled to be raised to the s/atus of 
a Secretary of State. We had a debate 
on this subject five years ago, when 
Sir Henry Northcote, now the Governor- 
General of Bombay, brought forward a 
Motion upon it. On that occasion 
there was a general consensus of opinion 
that a good case was made out for 
putting the President of the Board of 
Trade on a level with Secretaries of 
State or the First Lord of the Admiralty. 
But that is not the most important part 
of the question. I do not think a 
Minister of Commerce would be able 
to do much more for commerce than 
the President of the Board of Trade now 
does. I do not think he would have 
any more influence in this House. 
These things depend, not on the office, 
but on personality, and on the amount 
of ability, energy, and activity put into 
the work. Still, considering the im- 
portant part that commerce plays in 
our national life, it may well be suid 
that the Minister of Commerce ought 
to hold as high a position as a Secretary 
of State. 

But let us come to what is really 
a most important question, and it is 
the question of the readjustment of 
the work done in these Departments, 
Three different suggestions have been 
made. One, put forward by the mover 
of the Amendment, was that part of the 
work now discharged by the Board of 
Trade should be transferred to the 
Home Office ; a second was that part of 
the work now done by the Foreign 
Office should, in future, be entrusted to 
the Board of Trade; and a third was 
that a new Minister should be created. 
With regard to the suggestion that 
matters relating to labour should go to 
the Home Office, I see two difficulties in 
the way of that course being adopted. 
In the first place, the Home Office is 
already heavily worked; it has quite as 
much work as one Minister can very 
well discharge. The second difficulty is 
this, that much of the work which 
would be carried over under that sug- 
gestion would be concerned with railway 
servants and merchant seamen. ‘The 
Board of Trade has a great deal to do 
with railway matters. It has to deal 
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with the question of rates; it has to 
look after the inspection of railroads ; 
and it has to hold inquiries into acci- 
dents; and if you are going to transfer 
to another body the duty of dealing with 
such questions as the hours of labour, I 
think it is likely to lead to much con- 
fusion and trouble. The same argument 
applies to merchant shipping. It would 
atl be necessary to leave many matters 
affecting merchant shipping in the hands 
of the Board of Trade, and it would be 
very inconvenient to carry over to the 
Home Office that part of the duty which 
relates to the protection of sailors. I 
think, therefore, on the balance of con- 
sideration, it will probably be found 
better to keep these two departments of 
labour work with the Board of Trade. 
Let me say, however, that my experience 
at the Board of Trade was that there was 
no serious practical difficulty arising from 
the fact that some of these labour duties 
were not in its hands. I know that was 
the opinion of my right hon. friend the 
late Home Secretary. We frequently 
had occasion to consult and discuss, we 
endeavoured to agree to work on the 
same lines and principles, and, as I say, 
no practical difficulty was caused by the 
fact that part of the work was in his 
hands and part in mine. 


I now come to anotker point. The hon. 
Member for South Islington has suggested 
that certain work which is done under the 
direction of the Foreign Office should be 
transferred to the Board of Trade. In 


that case, surely, it would be necessary 
to transfer to the same Department the 
appointment of Consuls. These Consuls 
have very often to discharge diplomatic 
duties, and it would be most inconvenient 
that duties of such a nature, which are 
part of the settled policy of this country, 
should be carried out under the direction 
of any Department except that which is 
generally responsible for diplomatic 
work—viz. the Foreign Office. I should 
like to say, however, that the Foreign 
Office is very much to be blamed for 
not taking more pains to secure the 
appointment of men with commercial 
knowledge and skill to the office of 
Consul. Occasions have frequently arisen 
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in which appointments to these Consular 
posts have been made without any regard 
being had to the commercial work to be 
performed. It is suggested that we 
should create a new Ministry of Labour, 
and I can quite understand that being 
asked for. But there are great objec- 
tions to increasing more than is absolutely 
necessary the number of Departments, 
because one of the first results of such an 
increase is that those who are interested 
in a new Department demand that the 
holder of it shall have a seat in the 
Cabinet. I recollect what occurred with 
regard to the Scottish Office in 1884-5. 
We then appointed a Secretary for Scot- 
land, and the very first thing that was 
asked for was that he should have a 
seat in the Cabinet. Another objection 
to these increases of Departments is 
that we do not get Cabinet {Government 
in the old sense of the word when a 
Cabinet becomes too large. I hope, there- 
fore, the House will pause before it 
presses for the creation of more offices 
than are absolutely necessary. 


I come lastly toa question whichisreally 
in the minds of most hon. Members who 
have supported this Motion, andiscertainly 
in the minds ofthe Chambers of Commerce, 
and that is the idea that the Government 
should do more for commerce than it 
does at present. There is but one opinion 
as to the importance of the interests of 
trade being carefully looked after by a 
Government Department, but I think it. 
is doubtful whether a Minister of Com- 


merce could do more for commerce than 
is now being done by the Board of Trade! 
I would ask hon. Members what it is they 
think the Government can do for com- 
merce which it does not now do? I am 
persuaded that no Government would re- 
fuse to do anything for commerce which 
commercial men want. But will hon. 
Gentlemen tell us what they do want? I 
have heard one practical illustration given 
this evening. The hon. Member who last 
spoke pointed out what was done by the 
Government of the United States when 
they determined to domesticate the 
tinplate industry. But when they did 
that they had no Minister of Commerce. 
What was done was done, not by a. 
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Minister of Commerce, but by the action 
of a Committee of Congress, and it was 
accomplished by imposing practically pro- 
hibitive tariffs on tinplates imported from 
this country. If the hon. Member wishes 
that to be done let him say so. That, 
however, is a question of policy which has 
nothing whatever to do with the establish- 


Ministry 


{COMMONS} 





ment of a Ministry of Commerce. 


of Commerce. 1332 


Trade ; in most cases what is wanted ig 
legislation. The hon. Member for South 
Islington says we ought to do all wecan to 
help our merchants by collecting and dif. 
fusing information. Something has been 
lately done in that direction by the 
creation of an Intelligence Department, 
and I hope that more will be done. No 
President of the Board ‘of Trade or 
Minister of Commerce would deserve to 





Mr. RANDLES: The point I wished | hold his position if he did not give his 
to make was that the Government which | constant and cordial attention to any 
dealt with that question did succeed in | practical suggestions of this kind, either 
obtaining certain commercial results. I | from Chambers of Commerce or from 
did not say whether the methods adopted | individual traders. 
were right or wrong. I only pointed out 
that the Government charged itself with 
the duty, and I want our Government to 
charge itself with like duties. 
to say how it will accomplish the object 
we have in view. 


Str ALBERT ROLLIT said the work of 
the Intelligence Department was on a 
very small scale, both pecuniarily and 
otherwise. 


| 


I leave it | 





Ms, BRYCE : It was not an improve | cht diretion, and. no doubt my rik 
ment in the sense of administration ; it | hon. friend will be glad to develop it. 
fig the Legislature, and this Legislature | I believe it may be more fully developed 
could, if it pleased, impose hy peasant | by making fuller use of the Consuls, and 
trade duty on some foreign product, | by sending out commercial Attachés, 


and perhaps succeed in domesticating | elles: gh  widdiedk” ik report on 


that product in this country. But that | 
is not a matter for the Government; it 
isa matter for the Legislature. What | 
is really wanted by the hon. Member, | 
and by many commercial men who urge | 
this new policy, is legislation ; that is to | 
‘say, they want new powers conferred on | 
the Board of Trade. It would be possible | 
for this House to give the Board of Trade 


further powers for dealing with railway | 


industries in foreign countries and the 
openings for British trade. That is 
being done already, and it will be done 
on a still larger scale. If the House or 
the Chambers of Commerce wish for 
more to be done in this direction it is 
for them to particularise their wishes, 
instead of making general complaints 
with which it is difficult to deal. I 
entirely agree with the spirit \of the 


rates. Why is that not done? Because | Motion, but should have thought an 
the House has felt that the railway inquiry by a Committee was not needed— 
dividends are not so large as to bear | that it would have beep perfectly possible 
diminution, and also because the railway | for the Government themselves, having 
interest is so very strong. It is not due | the materials at their disposal, to make the 


to any laxity on the part of the Board of | necessary inquiry and prepare a scheme. 
Mr. Bryce. 
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If the Government think an inquiry by | 
a Committee will be more complete, or | 
will give more satisfaction, I do not | 
think there will be any difference of 
opinion in the House on the point. In | 
one way or another it is clear that the | 
House desires to see the Board of Trade | 
receive the full status of a Secretaryship| 
of State, and an inquiry made as to 
whether any redistribution of duties can | 
usefully be effected. I hope therefore | 
the Government will be able to give an 
answer, at any rate favourable in spirit, to 
the request which has been addressed to 
them. 


*Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford) said the general feeling was that 
the Board of Trade had imposed upon it 
a herculean task in having to deal with 
the commerce of this country. In the 
course of the debate, however, remarks 
had been made which would not further 
the desired improvement. The right 
hon. Baronet the Member for Forest of 
Dean had seemed to imply that because 
improvement was required in all Depart- 
ments one Department 
should not be dealt with. 


in particular | 


they were nothing of the kind. 


*Si CHARLES DILKE: I said that | 


this Department could not be dealt with, | 
for reasons which I gave, without involv- | 
ing changes in one, if not two, others. | 

| 


| 
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Motion; all that could be done was 
merely to glance at the disabilities under 
which this country Only 
recently the Patent Laws had been re- 
adjusted, while bankruptcy legislation 
was still as defective as it could be. 
Bankrupts were on the increase, and 
many bankruptcies resulted in greater 
riches to the bankrupt. That our 
mercantile marine was slipping away 
from us was shown by the recent purchase 
of the Leyland Line and the creation of 
the Morgan Combine. With a view to 
showing the disabilities under which the 
home producer suffered by the advantages 
given to exporters from other countries, 
the hon. Member quoted railway and 
shipping rates, from which it appeared 
that goods could be carried from New 
York to Sydney for 15s. per ton, 
while from Liverpool the same 
vessels the rate was 4Cs. per ton. As to 
the Irish railway rates, if a man wished 
to send a piano inland it was often better 
for him to send it first to New York or 
Liverpool, and have it re-shipped from 
there. 


suffered. 


in 


Our Consuls abroad ought to be the 


ears and eyes of Great Britain, but 


This was 
partly due to the fact that a very large 
proportion of them were foreigners, while 
their rate of pay came out at £19 per 
head, which was not sufficient to secure 


reliable information. Our commercial 


*Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR contended attaché at Paris had to report not only on 
that improvement was necessary in this| Paris but on the whole of France, with 
particular Department above all others, | Belgium and Switzerland thrown in. 
and if an inquiry could be instituted | Similarly the commercial attaché at 
for the purpose of setting our House in | Berlin had to deal with Germany, Sweden, 
order it would do a great amount of | Holland, and Norway ; while the one at 
good. The time allocated to the debate | Vienna was responsible for Hungary, 
wasso limited that it wasimpossible to go| Austria, Greece, and Italy. If this 
into the details of thecase for the | country desired to know what was going on 
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abroad the number of commercial attachés 
and agents would have to be increased. 
The Patent Laws had recently been im- 
proved, but he found that out of £196,000 
taken in fees no less than. £100,000 
profit was made, whereas in America out of 
£246,000 only £20,000 profit was made, 
the balance being used to protect the 
inventors and put them on a better foot- 
ing. It was not his view that a new 
Department should be created. Whether 
the Chief of the Department was called 
the President of the Board of Trade or 


Minister of Commerce was immaterial. 


Ministry 


What was wanted was an inquiry to see 
what could be done to improve the work 
connected with the commerce of the 
country. At present trade was hampered, 
and our commerce was fast disappearing. 
Other countries were securing our trade, 
not only in neutral markets but in our 
colonies. He hoped, therefore, the 
Government would grant the inquiry, so 
that the country might see that the ques- 
tions of commercial adminstration were 
receiving attention, and that they might 
hope for a reform at an early date. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Ritcuin, Croydon): I 
do not propose to speak at any length, 
but before the debate closes the House 
will expect to hear in what light the 
Government view this proposal, and the 
action they are prepared to take in the 
matter. This is by no means a new 
matter ; it has been constantly before the 
House of Commons. Year after year 
Motions of a similar character have been 
passed by Chambers of Commerce, and I 
think there can be no doubt whatever 
that commercial and public feeling gener- 
ally tends very distinctly in the direction 


suggested by the Resolution. But while 


there is this general feeling that the 
Mr. Louis Sinclair. 


{COMMONS} 
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status of the Board of Trade ought to be 
raised, I am afraid that too great expecta- 
tions are being indulged in as to the 
results such a change would carry with 
it. No doubt the Board of Trade as at 
present constituted cannot well be 
defended on ordinary business lines. It 
was constituted a great many years ago, 
when the trade of this country was much 
less than at present ; and while, on the 
whole, it has no doubt performed exceed- 
ingly well the work for which it was 
called into being, no one would contem- 


of Commerce. 


plate for a moment instituting a Depart- 
ment of this kind to take charge of the 
industry and trade of the country if they 
did not find it to their hand. But 
although it is an anomaly, and in some 
respects an absurdity, as at present 
constituted, I do not think the efficiency 
of the Board of Trade for its work is at 
all impaired by the fact that it is a Board 
and not a Secretaryship of State. The 
President of the Board of Trade is a 
responsible Minister, and just as much 
responsible to Parliament for the work 
done by the Board of Trade as any other 
Minister whose Department is differently 
constituted. I think that there is a great 
deal tobe said for reforming the constitu- 
tion of the Board of ‘lrade in the way 
desired ; but, as I have said, I rather fear 
that undue expectations are entertained 
as to what the result of such a reform 
will be. Hon. Gentlemen seem to think 
that shipping rings will at once be 
abolished, that railway rates will be at 
once reduced to a proper level, and that 
the Consular Service will be at once 
remodelled in the way the commercial 
community desire. All these things are 
just as capable of reform under the 
existing state of things as they would 
be under, a reformed Board of Trade 
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called a Ministry of Commerce. As 
the right hon. Member for Aberdeen 
has said, these are matters which Parlia- 
ment ought to take in hand if we are 
to have any great reform in regard 
tothem. They must be done by legisla- 
tive and not by departmental action. 


I should like to say a word with 
reference to the Consular service, to 
which many hon. Members referred. I 
do not know whether it is known to the 
House that a Committee is at present 
sitting in order to see whether reforms 
cannot be made in the manner of 
appointing Consuls, with a view to 
obtaining the services of men who are 
more familiar with commercial matters 
than many of our present Consuls are. 
Of course we must not lose sight of 
the fact that our Consuls perform two 
different kinds of duties. They have to 
attend to commercial matters, and their 
services must always be available with 
regard to diplomatic matters ; and when 
it is suggested that this matter ought to 
be taken out of the hands of the Foreign 
Office and placed entirely in the hands of 
the Board of Trade I venture to think 
that an arrangement of that kind would 
seriously hamper the diplomatic duties of 
our Consuls, and I am rather afraid that 
the advantage which the commercial 
community think would be derived by 
the appointment of Consuls by the 
Board of Trade would be very dearly 
purchased. It is not my purpose to 
enter minutely into the various matters 
which have been discussed; but we 
cannot shut our eyes to the fact that 
public feeling has grown, and is growing, 
im connection with this matter; and 
although the mere change from the 
President of the Board of Trade to a 
Minister holding the status of a Secretary 
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of State would not in itself do as much 
as some people imagine, yet one cannot 
disguise from oneself that there is a 
belief, I think a well founded belief, that 
the influence of a Minister who occupies 
the position of a Secretary of State 
would be greater than that of the 
Minister who occupied ‘the position of 
President of the Board of Trade. I do 
not share that view; but I am quite 


certain that there is a feeling of that 
kind which we cannot ignore. 


of Commerce. 


We cannot, however, accept the Motion 
before the House, because it starts with 
the assumption that there is to be a 
Minister of Commerce and Industry, 
having the status of a principal Secretary 
of State. That is a matter which ought 
to be embraced in the inquiry. There is 
no doubt whatever, that there is con- 
siderable overlapping of work ; and it is 
only right and proper that in considering 
this matter we should consider the 
re-distribution of the work with a view 
to more effectual administration. I 
agree with a great desl that was said by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for the Forest of Dean. I think it would 
be a great mistake to proceed as dras- 
tically as some people desire ; but there 
is no doubt that the manner in which 
the work is distributed between the 
various Departments is one which might 
well undergo some change. But in con- 
sidering that matter, it is quite im- 
possible to confine our attention wholly 
to the Board of Trade. It is quite true 
that of late years the Board of Trade 
has had enormous responsibilities put 
upon it. So it is with the Local Govern- 
ment Board. For many years, there has 
hardly been a session in which some 
important extra duties have not been put 
upon the Local Government Board. The 
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growth of its staff has been very great,! *Mr. HOULT said that after the state. 
and for a large number of purposes it | ment of the right hon. Gentleman, he 
has now become the Ministry of the would ask leave to withdraw his Motion, 


Interior. Therefore, in considering the #8 
status of the Board of Trade, we must . “ CHARLES DILKE said he also 
also consider the status of the Local | desired to withdraw his Motion. 

Government Board ; and in con- 
sidering the distribution of work and | 
also the position of the Ministers respon- | 
sible, both at the Board of Trade and | 
the Local Government Board, I agree|  BaNK HOLIDAYS (IRELAND) BILL 


that we should also consider the position | 
of the staffs. (In Committee.) 


I can speak from experience that | 
the duties of the staffs at  the| Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, S.) said that 


oan ot radb' und’ the Lovell Govels | at the request of the Attorney Genera} 
ment Board are most admirably per- | for Ireland, he would postpone the Com- 
| mittee stage until next Tuesday, in order 


formed. I have now been in a consider. | 
able number of offices, and I can say| to enable the hon. Gentleman to ascer- 
with conviction and with absolute truth | 2 whether any inconvenience would 


that ino Departments of the State be caused to Irish bankers by the Bill 


possess more highly trained and efficient He did not anticipate that any incon- 
| venience would arise, and he therefore 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


officers thai the Local Government 
Board and the Board of Trade. There- | hoped that on Tuesday next the Bill 


_ would be unopposed. 


fore, in considering the position of these | 
. : 
two offices, we arvendivnans consider the | Sie ins. cltennel mci 
position of their officials. We are then | minutes before Twelvec'dauk, 
agreed that there should be an inquiry, | 4 
but I do not commit myself as to the | 
nature of the inquiry. I do not think 
it desirable that it should be referred to 
a Committee of the House of Commons, | nominate— 
as the Government ought to take some} The Right Hon. Arthur Frederick 
considerable responsibility in the matter | Jeffreys, 
and not devolve it on a Committee of! The Right Hon. Charles Beilby Stuart 
the coal If ~ House will renee Wortley, 
dertaking that an inquiry shall b 
rn Benner. > ad °| ‘The Right Hon. Henry Hobhouse, 
instituted both into the position of these : 
; ia te Mr. John Edward Ellis, and 
Departments and into the distribution 
: ripe Mr Edward Blake, 
of their work, I am prepared to give it ; | 
and I will consider with my colleagues 
what the nature of the tribunal should ; 
be. In these circumstances, I hope that | bY the Chairman of Ways and Means. 
the movers of the Resolution and the WILLIAM CourT GULLY, 
Amendment will not press their Motions. - Speaker. 
Mr. Ritchie. 


In pursuance of Standing Order No. 
1, “Sittings of the House,” I hereby 





to act during this session as temporary 
Chairmen of Committees when requested 
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1341 Returns, 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 4th March, 1903. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND MEANS. 

The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means. 


NEW WRIT. 


: For the County of Sussex (Eastern or 
Rye Division), in the room of Colonel 
€ Arthur Montagu Brookfield, His Majesty’s 
Consul at Monte Video.—(Sir Alexander 
Acland-Hood.) 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


LONDON BUILDING ACT 
(AMENDMENT) BILL. 
Order [24th February] that the London 
- Building Acts (Amendment) Bill be read 
a second time, read, and discharged— 


© Bill withdrawn.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


= 
3 
= 
i 
& 
3 
$ 
i 
= 


of 


ROMFORD AND DISTRICT TRAMWAYS 
BILL. 


mercemen 


“To authorise the Empire Electric 
§ Light and Power Company, Limited, to 
. construct tramways in Romford and the 
= adjoining districts in the County of Essex ; 
gand for other purposes,” read the first 
¢ time ; and referred to the Examiners of 
~ Petitions for Private Bills. 


PETITIONS. 


An Asterisk 


DETENTION OF POOR PERSONS (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 

Petitions in favour: From Kinellar ; 
Newhills; Garioch; Arbilot; Stirling ; 
Strathdon ; Old Deer ; Maryton ; Auchter- 
arder ; Cumbraes; Dalziel; and Both- 
well ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALEjOF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 


Petition from West Dulwich, in favour, 
to lie upon the Table. 


VOL. CXVIII [FourtH Sertzs.] 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LOCAL TAXATION (ROYAL COM- 


MISSION). 


|_ Copy presented, of Index to the 
Reports of the Royal Commission on 
| Local Taxation [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


FOREIGN TRADE AND COMMERCE. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 3rd March ; Mr. Gerald re 
to lie upon the Table, and to be prin 
[No. 54.] 


SEA FISHERIES REGULATION ACT, 1888. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Board of Trade, under the provisions of 
the said Act, for the variation of their 
Order creating the Devon Sea Fisheries 
District, together with Report by In- 
spector on Inquiry [by Act] ; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be prin [No. 55.] 


CENSUS OF SCOTLAND, 1901. 


Copy presented, of Eleventh Decennial 
Census of the population of Scotland, 
taken 3lst March, 1901, with Report 
(Vol. IL) [by Command]; to ‘lie upon 
the Table. 


TURKEY (No. 2, 1903). 


Copy presented, of further corres- 
pondence respecting the affairs of South 
Eastern Europe (reforms in the adminis- 
tration of the Vilayets of Salonica, 
Monastir, and Kossovo) [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


POST OFFICE (CONTRACT FOR ACCELE- 
RATED MAIL SERVICE TO AND 
FROM IRELAND VIA_ CARLISLE, 
STRANRAER, AND LARNE). 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 25th February; Mr. Hayes 
Fisher"); to lie upon the Table, and to — 
be printed [No. 56.] 


LAND REGISTRY (NEW BUILDINGS) 
A : 


> 


Account presented, showing the money 


| issued from the Consolidated Fund, under 


the provisions of the Land Registry (New 
Buildings) Act, 1900, and of the Expendi- 
ture ; the money expended and borrowed 
and the securities created under the said 
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Act, for the period ended the 31st March, | QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
1902; together with the Report of the); CJRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
Comptroller and Auditor General there- | 
on [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and | 
to be printed. [No. 57.] _ Local Government Act, 1888—Amendment 
| of Section 26. 
si ae tana |__Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea, 


Copy presented, of Annual Report of | District): To ask the President of the 
the Inspector General of recruiting for | Local Government Board whether he is 


— 





1902 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
‘able. 


ARMY (MEMORANDUM ON 
ESTIMATES). 


Copy presented, of Memorandum of 
the Secretary of State relating to the 
Army Estimates of 1903-1904 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copy presented, of Diplomatic and | 


Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 
2941 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


EAST INDIA (INCOME AND 
EXPENDITURE). 


Address for “Return of the Net 
Income and Expenditure of British 
India, under certain specified heads, 
for the eleven years from 1891-1892 to 
1901-1902 (in continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Paper, No. 93, of Session 
1902).”—(Sir Henry Fowler.) 


FOOD SUPPLIES (IMPORTED). 


Return ordered, ‘“‘ showing annually, 
for each year since 1870, inclusive, 
in a summarised form, the imported 
quantities of (1) wheat, wheat meal, 
and flour; (2) meat, including animals 
for food; and (3) sugar retained for 
home consumption; and also the 
countries from which these supplies 
of food were derived.”"—(Mr. D. A. 
Thomas.) 


SHANGHAI (CONSULAR JURIS- 
DICTION). 


Address tor “ Return giving modus 
vivendi adopted with regard to Con- 
sular Jurisdiction in International 
Settlement at Shanghai.”—(Mr. Joseph 
Walton.) 











|aware that dissatisfaction has been 


expressed by Boards of Guardians in 
regard to the operation of Section 26 of 
the Local Government Act, 1888 ; and 
whether he will consider the propriety 
of bringing in a Bill to amend that 
section in such a way as to enable 
County Councils to make grants to 


| Boards of Guardians towards the costs 
Of officers of the Union, equal to the 


sums now in fact annnually expended 
by the Guardians on the - salaries, 
remuneration, and superannuation 
allowances of such officers, and on drugs 
and medical appliances. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) I have 
received representations from Boards of 
Guardians with respect to this matter. 
The Royal Commission on local taxation 
thought that the grant. under the section 
referred to should be a fixed amount, 
though they recommended that it should 
be based on the expenditure of a later 
year than 1887-8. I am not at present 
in a position to promise legislation on 
the subject, but the recommendation 
will receive consideration in connection 
with any general measure relating to 
local taxation. 


Pharmacy Act—Schedule A. 


CoLonEL LONG (Worcestershire, Eves- 
ham): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury .whether his attention has been 
drawn to the Report of the Departmental 
Committee of the Privy Council on 
Schedule A of The Pharmacy Act, \1868 ; 
and whether, in view of its effect on 
agriculture, the Government proposes to 
bring in a Bill to give effect to its recom- 
mendations. 

(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) The 
Report is under consideration with a 
view to legislation at the earliest 
opportunity, 
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Road Construction at Letters, Ross-shire. | 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : To | 
ask the Lord Advocate, seeing that the | 

ople of Letters, in the parish of Loch- | 
0 Ross-shire, offer free labour in | 
order to secure the construction of a road, | 
will he say whether the Congested | 
Districts Board are prepared to provide a | 
grant in aid of the work. 

(Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray.) | 
I can only refer the hon. Member to a. 
letter written by the Secretary for Scot- | 
land to the hon. Member, dated 10th | 
November, 1902. There has been no 
further communication on the subject | 
since that date. 


Scotch Education—Payment of Grants. | 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee) : To ask | 
the Lord Advocate whether his attention 
has been called to the arrears of the 
Scottish Education Department in pay- 
ing the grant to technical and other | 
evening schools, the grant in some cases | 
for the session ending May 1902 either | 
nothaving been paid or the amountearned | 
intimated; and whether arrangements | 
can be made whereby the managers of) 
such schools can be promptly informed | 


what grants they are entitled to, so that | 


| 


they may make arrangements for the | 


session 1903-4. 


(Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray.) 


The grants have been paid tothe manag- | 


ing bodies in all cases except twelve. Of 
these, two claims were only received last 
month ; two have not yet been received 
although the Department has repeatedly 
asked the managers to forward them ; 
three claims have been referred back to 
the managers and are awaiting their 
replies to the queries raised; two cases 
have just been completed, and it is hoped 
will be paid forthwith ; two cases it has | 
been found necessary to refer to His 
Majesty's Inspector ; and one case under | 
an Article of the Code requires special 
Treasury sanction. The financial year 
of continuation classes ends at 31st July, 
and, as all the claims are sent in to the 
Department at the same time, it is 
obviously impossible without a consider- 
able increase of staff to overtake the 
necessary eXamination and calculation 
of these claims before the ensuing session 
begins. The Department has in a 
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number of cases paid an instalment of 
grant to account, subject to rectification 
when the whole claims have been finally 
examined, and they propose to extend 
this procedure in respect of payments for 
the session 1902-3. The Department 
has had to deal with no less than 840 
separate claims and, having regard to 
the fact of this being the first year of 
the new system, naturally some delays 
were caused by claims being submitted 
by managers while unfamiliar with the 
new conditions. 


(Questions. 


Working of Small Holdings Act in 
Scotland. 


CapTaIN SINCLAIR (Forfarshire) : 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture in reference to the Return, 
No. 407, session 2 of 1895, of proceed- 
ings under the Small Holdings Act, 1892, 
and to the application of the Act in 
Scotland subsequent to that Return, 
if he will say what further counties, if 
any, have, under Section 5 of the Act, 
made inquiry, by the appointment of 
a committee or otherwise; what further 
amount of land, if any, has been acquired 
under Section 3 of the Act, and in what 
parish or parishes the same is situate ; 
and what further number of small 
holdings has been provided. of what 
| acreage these holdings are, and under 
|what terms, i¢., sale or letting, they 
| have been provided. 
| (Answered by Mr. Hanbury.) We are 
'not at present in possession of informa- 
| tion later than 1895, as to the proceed- 
ings of local authorities under the 
Small Holdings Act, 1892, but I have 
promised the hon. Member for South 
Molton a full Return of the subject,; 
and that Return is now in course 
of preparation. It will include the 
information desired by the hon. Member 
with regard to Scotland. 


Labourers in the Dublin Ordnance Stores— 
Rate of Pay. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): To ask the Financial Secretary 
to the War Office whether, in view of 
the fact that the labourers employed by 
the Dublin Ordnance Store Department 
receive 17s. per week, while the rate of 





“+ See (4) Debates cxv., 505. 
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pay for labourers in outside private firms 

is £1 1s. per week, he will consider the 
advisability of making the wages of 
labourers in the Ordnance Store similar 
to those paid at Haulbowline and other 
Government yards. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The 
wages paid by the War Department at 
Haulbowline and other Naval stations 
are equivalent to those paid by the 
Admiralty. As regards the Army Ord- 
nance Department in Dublin, I have 
nothing to add to the reply given to a 
question put by the hon. Member on this 
subject on the 10th December last. 


Telegraphic Service—Underground Wires. 
Sir JOHN LENG: To ask the Post- 
master General whether his attention 
has been called to the inconvenience to 
merchants in Scotland from the interrup- 
tion of telegraphic communication during 
the recent gales; and whether, seeing 
that this not only affects the Home 
service but also telegraphic communi- 
cation with India and America, he will 
state how far the undergound wires have 
now been extended in the north of 
England; and whether the communi- 
cation will be completed with Edinburgh 
and Glasgow during the present year. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
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| (Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
| No report showing that the counter staff 
| at Omagh is inadequate has been received, 

| but inquiry is bein 

_ and the result shall 
| the hon. Member. 


made on the subject, 
be communicated to. 


| Foreign Office Questions in Parliament— 
| Cost of Telegrams. 
| Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE 
| (Sussex, Horsham): To ask the Under 
| Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs if 
| he will state the approximate cost of 
telegrams sent from and received by the 
| Foreign Office during the year ended 
3lst December, 1902, to cbtain and fur- 
‘nish information required for the purpose 
of Answers to Questions put by Members 
of this House. 


(Answered by Lord Cranborne.) I am 
afraid the separation of the cost of the 
telegrams to which my hon. friend refers 
from the total charge for telegrams would 
be a rather laborious process. Though, 
no doubt, it would amount to a substan- 
‘tial sum, yet, if it were limited to tele- 
grams required for the information of 
| hon. Members at question time, it would 
be small compared to the total Vote. 


China—Railway Construction by the 
Pekin Syndicate. 


Yes, Sir. I have received brief reports} Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): To ask 
on the extent and character of the break- the Under Secretary of State for 
down of telegraphic communication in the Foreign Affairs whether any, and if so 
storm of Friday last. I shall have the what, steps have been taken by the 
pleasure of receiving a deputation from Government in support of the applica- 
the Chambers of Commerce on the sub-| tion of the Pekin Syndicate for the 
ject of the underground cables to- | grant of the promised concession of the 
morrow, and I shall then have an | right to construct the railway from the 
opportunity of explaining the position in | Syndicate’s mines in Honan to the 


imits of an answer to a Question in this 
House. 


Omagh Post Office—Insufificient Staff. 

Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid.) : 
To ask the Postmaster General whether 
his attention has been drawn to the delay 
caused in doing business in Omagh at 
the post office by want of sufficient 
counter assistants, especially on fair and 
market days ; and will he make inquiries 
into the matter with a view to providing 
more assistance. 


‘ + See (4) Debates, exvi., 649. 


ter detail than is possible within the | Yangtsze River at Tukon. 
| 


| 


| (Answered by Lord Cranborne.) His: 
| Majesty’s Chargé d’Affaires at Pekin 
| is in communication with the Agent 
'of the Pekin Syndicate in China. 
_and has made frequent representations 
|to the Chinese Government in support 
| of the Syndicate’s application. Prince 
|Ching informed Mr. Townley on the 
| 21st ultimo that telegraphic instructions 
| had been sent to the Director General 
'of Railways to see the Agent of the 
Syndicate, and to negotiate in a friendly 


| spirit. 
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Argentine Cattle Landed at Liverpool. (Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) I have 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, already stated that Returns are in ov 
W.): To ask the President of the Board paration, and will be laid on the Table, 
of Agriculture whether he is aware that containing information under a variety 
Argentine cattle landed at Liverpool on of heads on the subject of land purchase 
Tuesday or Wednesday, 24th or 25th | operations in Ireland. These Returns 
ultimo; and will he state their number, 
and whether they were shipped before 
the restrictions preventing them from 
landing in this country were removed. 


(Answered by Mr. Hanbury.) No 
Argentine cattle have as yet been 
landed at Liverpool since the with- | 
drawal of the Order prohibiting im- | 
portation from the Argentine. The fact | 


: : Report on Army Recruiting. 
that animals had been shipped before 
the revocation Order was passed would | Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 


not, as I am advised, prevent their being ham): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 


landed here subsequently to the removal _for War whether he can state the dates on 
of the prohibition, provided that all the {hs Remote of she Inspector Genel of 
requirements of the Foreign Animals | et f 
Orders were satisfied. Ons wate com- | eS ee 
prising 133 cattle and 2 calves thus, *«pye SECRETARY or STATE For 
shipped was landed at Deptford on the) WAR (Mr. BropricK, Surrey, Guild- 
23rd ultimo, and it may be to this cargo | ford): As regards the Geter) Return 
that the Question of the hon. Member |] have already explained to the House 
refers. that its publication cannot be expected 
before April. The Recruiting Report 
Teachers in Irish National Schools. _ will, I hope, be published by the end of 
Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, | this week. 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the | 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he | The Reserve. 
can state the number of first class| Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL : In 
teachers at present employed in Irish | asking the Secretary of State for War 
national schools with an average atten- Whether hewillgrantthe Returnrespecting 
dance of less than 50 pupils and the| Reservists which stands on the Paper, may 
number of first class teachers at present | I say I have received a letter from the right 
employed in schools with an average of | hon. Gentleman stating that certain 
less than 70 pupils. portions of the Return cannot be given 
without undue labour. Will he grant it 
| with those portions omitted ? 
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|are necessarily statistical in form and 
will not give the names of the 74,000 
tenant purchasers to whom advances 
| have been made since the passing of the 
| Irish Church Act of 1869. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) There | 
are 984 such teachers in schools with | 


an average attendance of less than 50 | 
pupils, and 626 in schools with an, 
average attendance of between 50 and | 
70 pupils. | 

Land Purchase (Ireland) Return. 
Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, Spald- | 
ing): To ask the Chief Secretary to) 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, | 
in view of the promised legislation in 
relation to land tenure in Ireland, he | 
will grant the Return relative to Land | 


Purchase (Ireland) standing upon to-day’s | 
Notice Paper. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, I will have 
it prepared in the amended form as 
soon as possible. 


Army Officers. 
*CoLOoNEL WELBY (Taunton): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he will grant the Return 
standing on to-day’s Paper relative to 
Army Officers (Removed, etc.). 


Mr. BRODRICK: This Return, if 
extended to ten years§{would require a 
great amount of research. I can give 
my hon. friend¥the information he 
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requires for two years, but this would loon side of Hong Kong has yet been 
not include officers called on to resign considered by the Defence Committee ; 
who are numbered amongst voluntary | and will he say when the Committee 





retirements. 

CoLONEL WELBY: Can we have it 
before the debate takes place next 
Wednesday ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: | will do my best, 


but I am being asked to give a number 


of Returns at very short notice. 


Ireland and the Volunteers. 


last met. 


Mr. BRODRICK : I have no informa- 
_tion to add to that which I have already 
, given the hon. Member on this subject 

in reply to previous Questions.+ 


Mr. WEIR: When did the Committee 
| last meet ? 


Mr.' BRODRICK : Three hours ago. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): I beg to) 


ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he will consider the advisability 
of extending the Volunteer system to 
Ireland. 


Mr. BRODRICK}: I am afraid I must 
refer my hon. friend to the replies 
previously given on this subject by my 
right hon. friend the Prime Minister. 


Mr. SLOAN: 
of the answer ? 


What was the effect 


No reply was returned. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): He is not a member of the Fourth 
Party. 


Army Discharges - Certificates of 
Character. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, | 


Cleveland): I beg to ask the Secretary 


of State for War whether all defaulter | 


sheets relating to troops serving in the 
South African War have yet been received 
by the War Office ; and whether certifi- 


cates of character can now be given to) 
all soldiers of good conduct discharged | 


from the Army. 


Mr. BRODRICK: It would be 
impossible to answer this Question 
without calling for returns from all 
districts and units at home; and as no 


complaints on this subject are now being | 


received it is probable that the men 
are duly receiving their certificates. 


Hong Kong Defences. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether the question of fortifying 
the hills in the new territory on the Kow- 


Transfers from the Militia to the Army. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
| Hoxton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
|State, for War if he will state the 
‘number of men who have joined the 
Regular Army from the Militia during 
the last year; and whether these men 
|are counted as recruits to the Regular 
Army as well as to the Militia in 
compiling the present effective land 
forces of the Crown. 


| Mr. BRODRICK : 18,379 Militiamen 
joined the Regular Army in 1902. They 
are counted as recruits on entering the 
Militia, and as recruits on entering the 
Regular Army; on the latter occasion 
| they are at once struck off the effective 
| strength of the Militia. 
| 
Dingwall Barracks. 
| Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether provision 
will be made in the Estimates for the 
construction of barracks in the neighbour- 
hood of Dingwall for the accommodation 
of the Ross-shire Militia. 
| Mr. BRODRICK: The reply is in the 
| negative. 
| 
| Mr. WEIR: It always is. ) 
| 
The Death of Lieutenant Boyle. 

Sir. J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): I beg to ask the Postmaster 
General, as representing the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies, whether the 
record and evidence in the trial of 4 
Boer named Celliers for killing Lieutenant 


+ See (4) Debates, ev., 823. 
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Boyle, of the South African Constabu- 


lary, who had been taken prisoner at 
Wepener, will be sent home. 


Tae POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 


AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, | 
E., for Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN) : I have no) 


information on the subject, but Lord 
Milner will be asked if a report of the 
trial can be furnished. 


Naval Gunnery. 


Mr. REGINALD 


mouth): I beg to ask the Secretary to | 


the Admiralty whether his attention has 
been directed to the fact that at their 
recent prize-firing competitions H.M.S. 
“ Empress of India” scored il hits for 
69 rounds fired, and H.M.S. “ Formid- 
able’’ 1 for 27; and whether he can 
explain these results. 


Tue SECRETARY To tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForsTEr, Belfast, 


W.): As I stated in an answer to the 
hon. Member for Caithness in December 
last, the attention of the Admiralty was 
called to the unsatisfactory nature of the 
prize firing in the “ Empress of India.” 


Attention has been called to the results | 


on the “Formidable,” which are also 


unsatisfactory, and special enquiry is | 


being made into the circumstances in 
this case with a view to ascertaining the 
cause of the defective shooting, and 


whether it is in any degree attributable 


to defects in the gun sights. 


Engineer Officers in the Navy. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Ad- 
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| him and to take orders thereon from the 
| Captain. Will the same arrangement as 
at Jamaica be carried out at all other 
|dockyards where the same conditions 
obtain ; and were the admirals in com- 
mand on the various stations informed 
or consulted upon the new scheme before 
its adoption. 


| 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : The effects 
of the changes in designation of rank 
have been fully considered, and all the 
orders connected therewith will be 
shortly issued in the usual form of an 
Admiralty circular. When this circular 
_is published it will be seen that no such 
contingency will arise as that which is 
anticipated in the Question. There is no 
Chief Inspector of Machinery at Jamaica, 
or at any foreign dockyard. There was 
a Chief Inspector of Machinery at 
Bermuda, but he has been succeeded by 
an Inspector of Machinery, The First 
Lord sent a copy of his Memorandum at 
the time of issue to all the admirals in 
command of foreign stations. There 
was no necessity to consult them on the 
new scheme before its adoption, as the 
Board of Admiralty, from the nature of 
its constitution, is fully competent to act 
on its own initiative. 


| Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Was the 
/copy of the Memorandum sent without 
any suggestion or expectation of replies 
| being received. 


| Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The 
| Admiralty had the advantage of the 
‘opinions of a great many officers—fiag 
officers and otherwise. I cannot add 
| anything to my answer. 


miralty, have all the effects been con- | 


sidered of the changes in designation of 
rank proposed by the new scheme 
dealing with the training and employ- 
ment of officers, and stated to be designed 
to harmonise the position of Engineer 
Officers with the spirit of the future 
organisation. Will one effect of it be 
that the Chief Inspector of Machinery at 
Jamaica dockyard will on the Ist April 
next become an Engineer Rear Admiral 
while the Captain Superintendent of the 
dockyard remains a Captain; will the 
new Rear Admiral cease to be responsible 
to the Captain for the machinery of the 
ships, and cease to report thereon to 


United States and the Newfoundland 

isheries. 

* Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the Convention between 
the United States and Newfoundland 
recently signed contains any fishery 
stipulations; and, if so, will he state 
their nature. 


* THe UNDER SECRETARY For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lorp Cran- 
BORNE, Rochester): There are no fishery 
stipulations in the Convention, unless the 
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articles which give to United States 
fishing vessels the privilege of buying 
bait in Newfoundland waters, and provide 
for the disposal of the produce of New- 
foundland fisheries in the United States, 
be considered in that light. 


Labour Colonies in Holland. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs if 
the Government will procure the latest 
information as to the working of the 
labour colonies in Holland, and furnish 
the same to Members of both Houses. 


* Lorp CRANBORNE: A Report on the 
present state of these Colonies in Holland 
and elsewhere on the Continent will be 
called for, and in due course will be laid 
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before Parliament. 


British East Africa Protectorate. 

*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for | 
Foreign Affairs whether any general | 
report on the British East Africa Pro- | 
tectorate has been received by the 
Foreign Oftice from the Chief Com- 
missioner of that Protectorate later than | 
the report presented to the House on 
14th August, 1901; and, if so, ,will he 
explain why it has not been presented. 





* Lorp CRANBORNE: No general | 
Report on the East Africa Protectorate | 
later than that presented to the House | 


on August 14th, 1901, has been received | 
from His Majesty’s Commissioner by the 


Foreign Office. As the hon. Gentle- 
man, however, is aware, a trade Report 
by Mr. Marsden, for the year ending 
March 31st 1902, was laid before Parlia- 
ment in September last year. A general 
Report has been called for, and will be 
laid when received. 





Aliens in British Prisons. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether the return of foreigners 
in British prisons, which he is to present 
to the Royal Commission on-Alien Immi- 
gration, will include those who have 
adopted English or Scottish names and 
can speak English fluently ; and how he 
proposes to obtain information as to 
their names and antecedents. 
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* Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Axgrs 
Dovetas, Kent, St. Augustine’s): If the 
persons referred to in the first paragraph 
of the Question were born abroad, the 
answer is in the affirmative. The 
country of birth is included in the parti- 
culars which are recorded as regards all 
prisoners. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY: I beg to ask 
whether the police officers who are to give 
evidence before the Royal Commission on 
Alien Immigration are required to attend 
at the Home Office to rehearse their 
evidence before giving it to the Royal 
Commission. 3 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: Not that I 


am aware. 


London and North Western Railway 

—Re-housing of the Labouring Class. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he can_ furnish 
information as to the legal proceedings 
taken by him against the London and 
North Western Railway in respect of 
their obligations to re-house persons of 
the labouring classes. 


* Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: The pro- 
ceedings which it was thought necessary 
to take against the London and North- 
Western Railway Company in order to 
obtain an authoritative settlement of the 
powers of the Secretary of State, which 
were disputed by the company, have 
involved considerable difficulties in 
arranging the preliminaries, and in the 
course of the negotiations the solicitor 
to the company died. I am now in 
active communication with the new 
solicitor, and matters are being pressed 
forward as rapidly as possible with a 
view to bringing the case to an early 
hearing. 


Government Officials before the Com- 

mission on Alien Immigration. 

Mr. BULL (Hammersmith): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he will 
explain why police officgrs who have 
given evidence before the Royal Com- 
mission on Alien Immigration were 
instructed to refrain from expressing 
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any opinions, and that Mr. Herbert | during the first two months of this year, 
Evans, one of His Majesty’s Assistant | fifty-nine cases of smallpox in the district 
Inspectors of Factories, who also gave | referred to among a population of 
evidence, was allowed and even en- | 262,500. The local authority for pro- 
couraged to express his opinions freely. | viding smallpox hospital accommoda- 
‘tion are the North Staffordshire Joint 
*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS : It has long | Hospital Board. The Joint Board have 
been the rule, for obvious reasons, that the | only been recently constituted, but they 
lice should, in giving evidence before | have made temporary arrangements for 
mmissions or otherwise, confine them- accommodating smallpox cases. and are 
selves to statements of facts. The same | treating the patients in some temporary 
considerations do not apply with equal | iron pavilions. My attention has been 
force to Inspectors of Factories, and in | cajjed to statements in the local Press 
the case in point it was not thought alleging overcrowding in the hospital, 
necessary to curtail the full statement | and I have directed one of the medical 
which Mr. Evans made to the Commission inspectors of the Department to visit 
hein al | the District and report on the subject. 
Licensing Act—Internal Communication. | North Sea Fisheries. 
Mr. DAVID MORGAN (Essex, Wal | Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 
thamstow): I beg to ask the Secretary | Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs if 
of State for the Home Department | he will state the names of the vessels to 
whether he can take steps, in the! be employed by Great Britain in the 
Finance Bill or otherwise, to define the | International Fisheries Investigation in 
term internal communication occurring |the North Sea and their tonnage. 
in Section 10 (1) of the Licensing Act, | i 
1902, so that it shall not apply to the| THe PRESIDENT or tus BOARD or 
self-contained premises of wine and| TRADE (Mr. GeraLp Ba.rour, Leeds 
spirit merchants holding off-licences and | Central) : The vessels which will be em- 
located in buildings in which other | ployed by Great Britain in the Inter- 
traders are carrying on their respective | national Fisheries Investigation are the 
trades or business. S.S. ‘“‘ Huxley,” 191 tons gross register, 
/and the S.S. “ Gold Seeker,” 199 tons. 
*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I havethe | ; 
point under consideration and am com-_ Avoch Channel, Ross-shire. 
municating with the Inland Revenue, Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the President 
authorities, who, I understand, have! of the Board of Trade whether, in 
interpreted the words of the statute in accordance with the promise given last 
a sense which, whether right or wrong, |year, provision will be made in the 
does not, I believe, represent the inten- | Estimates for the scheme under which 
tion of Parliament when passing the foyr lighted buoys and one lighted 
provision in question. beacon are to be fixed for the purpose 
‘of marking the channel off Avoch, 


Smallpox in Staffordshire Potteries. | Paseemers 


Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) : | { 
I beg to ask the President of the Local Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: In 
Government Board if he can state the | accordance with the promise given last 


number of cases of smallpox that have | year the scheme proposed by the Com- 
occurred in the Staffordshire Potteries |™missioners of Northern Lighthouses for 
during the present outbreak; what lighting the channel off Avoch, Ross- 
hospital accommodation has been pro- | shire, is being considered in connection 
vided for them: and if thers has been | With the Estimates for the coming 


any overcrowding of smallpox patients. | financial year. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL | National Food Supplies. 

GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WatTeR | Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr 
LonG, Bristol, W.): According to the in-! Tydvil): I beg to ask the President of 
formation in my possession, there were, | the Board of Trade if he can grant the 
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Return relative to food supplies standing) Tue SECRETARY To tue BOARD 
on today’s Notice Paper. oF EDUCATION (Sir WILLIAM Anson 
| Oxford University): I have really nothing 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The to add to my reply of Monday last to 


answer to the Question is in the affirma- 4 similar Question addressed to me by 
tive. | the hon. Member for North Camberwell,+ 


While not desiring either to dispute or 

Ross-shire Roads. to — — — — in oe 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the|"n" Sware of the ‘existence of th 

ane Fave. he = be ut | difficulty ; but the burden of this initial 

ig en made wi 

the construction of the proposed road ried = a" Pie aie <a. 

between the townships of Achna haird the Board of Education have made 

and Altandhu, Ross-shire. |for the earlier payments of grants, and 

| by the fact that a local authority may, if 

*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. | they desire, apply to the Local Govern- 

GrauaM Murray, Buteshire) : The ment Board for permission to spread the 

necessary preliminaries with regard to Charge over a period of years. It does 

the construction of this road were com- Not appear to be a matter to be dealt with 

pleted in December, and the Congested | by legislation. 

Districts Board are informed that the 

construction of the road has been com- | Education Act. 


2 | 

menced by the contractor. Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
; , ‘ a , | borough) : I begtoasktheSecretary to the 
Scottish Fishery Cruiser “ Garland. Board of Education whether he proposes 
Mr WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord to issue any regulations to the local 
Advocate, in view of the fact that the education authorities, constituted by the 
Scottish Fishery Board cruiser ‘“‘Garland” | Education Act, 1902, in reference to 
has been sold, being too small and taking over the control and maintenance 
inefficient for scientific research, will he | of public elementary schools, and to pro- 
state what sum she re :lised ; and will he | viding suitable accommodation in cases 
state to what extent the Scottish Fish-| where the existing schools are not in 
ery Board will participate in the) good repair, or are not in a satisfactory 
international scientific investigations in | condition, or are not suitable to the re- 
the North Sea, and what sum will be | quirements of the district, or where the 


allocated to the Board for the purpose. | managers of such schools fail to comply 
| with the requirements of the local edu- 


; | cation authority in these respects, prior 
“Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The | 4, the date at which the schools should 


“Garland” was sold for £550. The | 
Fishery Board will participate in the |” aameneen 
international investigations to the ex- 
tent of receiving one half of the whole} Siz WILLIAM ANSON: The Board 
amount available and superintend its | of Education will very readily assist local 
expenditure. authorities if requested to do so, with 
any information, as to the procedure of 
Essex Education Grant. |the Board on the subjects in question, 
Major RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford): I | which any local authority may desire to 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Board of | possess. The Board do not desire to 
Education whether he is aware that the | issue regulations on any matters which 
county of Essex will have a deficit of | are properly within the discretion of the 
sixpence in the pound, owing to delay in | local authority. As regards the last part 
payment of grant, and a net rate of nine- of the Question, the local education 
pence, which, added to the sixpence, | authority will not be in a position t 
comes out to fifteen pence in the pound ;| make any requireménts prior to the 
and whether he can take steps, by legisla- | appointed day. 
tion or otherwise, to relieve the rate- | i 
payers of this impost. + See page 1098. 
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Bournea Medical Officer. | 
Mr. KENDAL O’BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether, in view of the requirement of | 
the Local Government Board that the 
medical officer of a dispensary district 
should reside within it, the Local Govern- 
ment Board will take steps to secure 
that the medical officer for the Bournea 
district of the Roscrea Union shall 
comply with this requirement. 
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Tae CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHam, Dover): The 
regulations require the medical officer to 
reside within the district unless the | 
Board, on exceptional grounds, dispense 
with this condition. The medical officer 
in question was permitted to reside 
outside, but adjacent to his district, 
because it contained no suitable house or 
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under the Peace Preservation Acts, 


| provided he obtains the necessary Inland. 
| Revenue license, but this he has refused. 
| to do. 


Limerick Artizans’ Dwellings Loan. 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
he can say when may the County 
Borough Council of Limerick expect to 
receive the loan of £3,000 sanctioned by 


the Irish Local Government Board and 


also by the Board of Works for the 
building of artizans’ dwellings at Fredrick 
Street, Limerick. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hayes FisHer, 
Fulham): During the negotiations for the 
loan a statement appeared in the press 
that the City Council of Limerick had 
struck a rate insufficient to meet the 


lodgings. Nocomplaint has been received 
of any hardship on the sick poor by this 
arrangement. 


liabilities of the current year. The 
| Board of Works thereupon requested the 
| Council to furnish them with an explan- 
; : | ation; and, when it proved unsatisfac- 
Irish Education Grant. , tory, declined to proceed with the loan. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, | If the Council can submit information 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to | showing that the financial position of 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether | the city is now satisfactory, the Board 
he has yet come to any arrangement will, of course, be ready to reconsider 


for the allocation of the equivalent grant | 
due to elementary education in Ireland | 
in consequence of the £1,300,000 voted 
to English schools under the Education | 
Act of last session ; and whether he will | 
take steps to have this money granted | 
immediately. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I expect shortly 
to make an announcement on this 
subject. 


Gun Licences in Ireland—Case of 
William Maxwell. 





Mr. SLOAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant | 
of Ireland whether he is aware that | 
William Maxwell, Castleblaney, County 
Monaghan. has made several applications 
since 1899 for a gun licence and has been 


refused; and will he state on what 
grounds the licence is withheld. 





Mr. WYNDHAM: Two applications ' 
were made. The resident magistrate is! 
prepared to issue a licence to Maxwell | 


the question. 


Telegraphic Communication with Scot- 
land—Damage by the Storm. 

Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
Partick): I beg to ask the Postmaster 
General whether his attention has 
been called to the breakdown of tele- 
graphic and telephonic communica- 
tion between England and Scotland 
in the storm of Friday last ; and will he 
state for how long telegraphic communi- 
cation was interrupted and delayed, and 
what steps he is taking to establish 
connection with Edinburgh and Glasgow 
by underground cables, or by other 
means not liable to interruption by the 
weather. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Yes, Sir. I have received brief reports 
on the extent and character of the 
breakdown of telegraphic communication 
in the storm of Friday last. I shall have 
the pleasure of receiving a deputationfrom 
the Chambers of Commerce on the sub- 
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ject of the underground cablesto-morrow,{| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Without 

and I shall then have an opportunity of | pledging myself, I think that that will 

explaining the position in greater detail | be the most convenient course. 

than is possible within the limits of an | 

answer to a Question in this House. . Mr. COGHILL: Will the Act be 
‘renewed in the Expiring Laws Continu- 


Detences of Gibraltar. ance Bill? 


, 4 | > ie . : is a 
= wr nes yd od i —_ “question of procedure on which I should 
sidered a Report of Captain Tizard, | not. like to propounce an opinion now, 

R.N., and Mr. Shield, dated 20th June sp COGHILL: Does the right hon 
heer Bs = B sor ger a yp reencerge de Gentleman know that there are serious 
; . Gibr Sa ) “~ eo “ doe: _— t id outbreaks of smallpox in several large 
as ’ wed pes pe: a ai aes ig ‘t | towns like Manchester and Liverpool ? 

& . y | A 

intended to take to carry out that’ we A J. BALFOUR: I was not 
decision ‘aware of it. Perhaps my hon. friend 


Tux PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST will put down any further Question ? 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. Housing of the Working Classes. 
BatFrour, Manchester, E.): The report | Mr. CLAUDE HAY: I beg to ask the 
of Captain Tizard has been considered, pip 1, ah af the Treasury whee i 
but the Government do not think that | proposes to introduce the Bill promised 
the great expenditure which is involved by the Government in relation to the 
would bring with it any adequate result | Fyfoucino of the Working Classes 
from the point of view of Imperial 8 6 
defence. Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid 

‘ ; it would be impossible to give a precise 

In answer to a further Question by Mr. ‘day for the introduction of the Bill, 
Gipson Bow es. _which is in course of preparation, but 1 

| hope that my right hon. friend will 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said: My hon. be able to introduce it on an early 
friend has no right to suppose that day. 
adequate security to Gibraltar would be | 
secured by the harbour which he desires! Taxation of Natives in South Africa. 
to see built. | Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 

gil Elland): I beg to ask the First Lord 
Vaccination Act. \of the Treasury whether, before any 

Mr.i COGHILL: I beg to ask the increase is sanctioned by the Crown in 
First Lord of the Treasury if he will the rates of taxation levied upon natives 
say what course the Government pro- jn the Transvaal and Orange River 
pose to take on the expiration of the Colonies, opportunity will be given for 
ponent Vaccination Act; and whether | a discussion of the subject in this House. 
egislation will be proposed this session 
to make revaccination generally com- Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: I could not 
pulsory. - | give any pledge on the subject. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The President | The Navy Estimates. 
of the Local Government Board pro- Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
poses to renew the existing Act for this dee): When will the Navy Estimates be 
year, and to defer any further legislation |aid on the Table. 
on the subject to a future session. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand 

Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S.W.): that these Estimates, with the statement 
Will the Act be renewed for only one {of the First Lord, will be in the hands 
year? | of hon. Members on Monday. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: When is 
it proposed to move Mr. Speaker out of 
the Chair on the Navy Estimates ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That depends 
on the length of the discussion on the 
Army Estimates. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : Have 
the Army Estimates yet been circulated ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Not yet. 


Business of the House. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Ma 
I ask whether, in view of the fact that 
the Speaker left the Chair last night 
because there was no business before 
the House, the First Lord of the Treasury 
will so arrange the business as to prevent 
this waste of time in future. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I must con- 
gratulate the House upon the well-earned 
leisure they have obtained by not dis- 
cussing the Supplementary Estimates at 
the length to which we have unfor- 
tunately been accustomed to have them 
discussed in years past. I think it may 
result in an advantage which we might 
often have if we curtailed our discussions 
on less important matters—the time 
to deal with a subject in which I know 
the House feels a deep interest. I pro- 
pose to-morrow to give the House a 
chance of discussing the Committee of 
Defence, and I shall put down a Resolu- 
tion to enable that Question to be raised. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: If. the 
right hon. Gentleman has any spare half- 
hours I have lots of things I can 
bring on. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 


I wish to make a personal explanation 
on the subject of the debate on the issue 
of a writ for Galway. The hon. Member 
for North Islington on that occasion 
read a telegram from me addressed to 
the electors of Galway; and instantly 
from recollection I challenged the accuracy 
of the hon. Member’s statement, which 
was withdrawn. In vindication of my 
accuracy, I should like to read to the 
House the original cable message, which 
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I have obtained, and this is the only 
communication I made to the electors. 
of Galway. It was as follows :— 

** November 17, Baltimore. Irish America 
keenly watching election, and trust Galway 
will strike a blow for Ireland by the triumphant 
return of Lynch.” 

It will be seen that that is quite a 
different message from the one attributed 
to me by the hon. Member. 


Service Estimates. 


NEW BILLS, 


Y | MARKET meee od COMPENSATION 
L. 


“To remove certain doubts as to the 
meaning of The Market Gardeners’ 
Compensation Act, 1895,” presented by 
Colonel Long; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday 18th March, and to be 
printed. [Bill 72.] 


COUNTY COUNCILS (BILLS IN 
PARLIAMENT) BILL. 

“To amend The Local Government 
Act, 1888, by empowering County 
Councils to promote Bills in Parliament,” 
presented by Mr. Walter Long ; supported 
by Mr. Grant Lawson ; to be read a second 
time to-morrow, and to be printed. 
[Bill 71.] 


MINISTRY OF COMMERCE BILL. 


‘To reform, co-ordinate, and define 
our Commercial Administration and to 
create a Ministry of Commerce,” pre 
sented by Mr. Louis Sinclair; to be 
read a second time upon Wednesday 
sy March, and to be printed. [Bill 
73. 


SUPPLY [3rd MARCH) 
Resolutions reported :— 


CIVIL SERVICES (SUPPLEMENTARY) 
ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 


Crass II, 


1. ‘That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £3,700, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March 
1903, for the salaries and expenses of 
the Department of His Majesty's 
Secretary of State for the Colonies.” 
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Cuass V. | £1,600,000 ; last year it was £7,683,000, 
2. “That a Supplementary sum, not and in the current year they exceedad 
exceeding £1,016,000, be granted to His | £12,000,000 sterling. Thus, instead of 
Majesty to defray the Charge which will | the grants-in-aid being restricted, they 
come in course of payment during the | were being enormously exaggerated, and 
year ending on the 31st day of March, they had now reached a point when the 
1903, for sundry Colonial Services, in- | House should most jealously watch any 
eluding a Grant-in-Aid.” further increase of them. Having laid 
down the general principles which should 
apply to grants-in-aid, he now came to 
the consideration of this particular grant, 
Second Resolution read a second time, Which was for a sum of over £1,000,000 
in aid of the local revenue of the Transvaal 
Motion made and Question proposed, on Serb ad eee h oA a 
t ' a " , pplementary to the original 
That this House doth agree with the Estimate. In accordance with the finan- 
Committee in the said Resolution. 'cial practice of the country, the Vote 
' was for money to come into course of 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) payment during the current year, so that 
said a financial issue of the utmost im- if at the end any surplus remained, it 
portance had been raised in the debate | was automatically transferred to the 
which took place on the previous day, by Commissioners for the payment of the 
the explanations given on behalf of the National Debt. 


Government. Grants-in-aid, though they 

might be familiar to some Members of He understood that it would not he 
the House, were altogether exceptional in order for him to move the reduction 
matters ; they did not represent sums of of the Vote by £1,000,000—although 
money voted in the ordinary way to be he would be able to prove that the 
expended by Imperial officials, and it was withholding of that sum would not 
consequently the universal opinion of all cause any public inconvenience. He 
who had studied finance that they should | wished to point out, however, that with 
be jealously watched and greatly re-| respect to every Department of the public 
stricted. He had ventured to give service, in spite of the enormously in- 
evidence to that effect before the Com- creased expenditure, the greatest laxity 
mittee on National Expenditure, and what | was observable nowadays in regard to 
he said was corroborated by Sir Edward all financial safeguards. The Sinkin 

Hamilton, who declared that the Treasury Fund had recently been raided, a 
werefully aliveto theimportance of restrict- altogether a sum of £32,000,000, double 
ing grants-in-aid, he cordially agreed,| Mr. Pitt’s revenue, now practically 
he said, that they ought to be jealously escaped the control of the House of 
criticised, because they were the means of Commons. This was, therefore, a very 
withdrawing large sums from the control | serious matter. As he had pointed out, 
of Parliament. They were not subject to| the Vote should be to defray charges 
the Appropriationaudit, and theController coming into course of payment during 
and Auditor General did not follow them | the current financial year, but on the 
out in the same sense as he did ordinary | preceding day it was admitted that it 
Votes. He was far from saying that was not a grant-in-aid of the Transvaal 
grants-in-aid were always improper ; on at all, and that it was not to be expended 
the contrary, he held that, in certain | this year. These were his two objections 
instances—notably that of the National | to the Vote. It was admitted, on behalf 
Gallery—it was extremely convenient that | of the Government, that it was an Im- 
money should bé granted as an out and _| perial grant for the maintenance of the 
out gift not to be inquired into further, | South African police —a force raised while 
and that it should be left in the hands of | the war was going on—and that the sum 
the grantees to spend or save in a could not be properly charged to the 
particular year as they thought fit. But | colonies, which did not require the ser- 
still they ought, as Sir Edward Hamilton | vices of that force. The men were, in 
said, to be jealously restricted. Were | fact, remnants of the war, and as the 
they? In the year 1900-01 the total | money was required to compensate them, 
amount of the grants-in-aid ad now that their services were no longer 


First Resolution agreed to. 
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required, the Vote was really a grant-in- | preceding night in regard to that Vote, 
aid to the Government ; it was an Im- 'to withdraw it, as he, for one, did not 
perial and not in any sense a colonial | wish that they should have again to go 


charge. ‘into the Lobby against the Ministers. 


Then, again, it sinned against the | 


rule of the House that the money | THE POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
was to be spent in the course of; AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
the current year. The right hon.|E.): As the hon. Member says he is 
Gentleman had admitted that it| anxious to support the Government, I 
would not be so spent, and that, if hope, when he has heard the statement 
there were any balance unexpended at I have to make he will find himself at 
the end of the present financial year, it liberty to do so. I was rather anxious 
would not be surrendered but would be to speak before him, because, in answer- 
available for next year ; although, when ing a question put to me yesterday, 
the whole transaction was completed, the I was led into making a statement 
unspent balance would then be handed which was not quite correct—a state- 
over. But the right hon. Gentleman ment to which he has just alluded 
was entirely wrong when he suggested |—and I desired that he should be 
that there was any provision for sur- in possession of my correction before he 
render when the transaction was finally spoke. I think it will be for the con- 
closed. There was no such provision in venience of the House if I recapitulate 
any Act of Parliament, or in any order briefly the circumstances out of which 
of the House. Having shown, as he this Vote arose. Let me say first that 
thought he had done, that this Vote was no one on these Benches will dispute the 
not really a grant-in-aid of the Trans- views expressed by the Treasury wit- 
yaal, but that it was a grant-in-aid of nesses before the National Expenditure 
war expenses incurred by the Govern- Committee, that grants-in-aid should be 
ment, and having further shown that it carefully watched and should not be too 
was not asked for in order to meet Teadily resorted to. What are the cir- 
expenditure during the present financia] cumstances of this particular grant-in-aid, 
year, but partly, at any rate, for expenses which have led the Government to think 
to be incurred during the succeeding it justifiable and necessary ? During the 
financial year, it sinned against all sound PFOstess of the war in South Africa, 


financial canons which ought toinfluence We, decided to raise a force of con- 
the conduct of the House, and he stabulary for service in the new colonies. 


When the sums to be raised were under 
aac to express 8 hope tant ast discussion, Lord Milner was of opinion 
overnment would not persist in press- ick ike sale tl tile termine % 
ing the Vote. He suggested, on the “.... - ee 
ing 88 poi policing the colonies would be 6,000 
contrary, that they should withdraw men. Lord Roberts, on the other hand, 
£1,000,000 of it, and be content with j01q as strongly that as many as 10,000 
the Temaining £16,000. The public /men would be required ; and after some 
service would not in the least suffer by discussion it was finally agreed that 
their; so doing, as, if the money were 10,000 should be raised, 4,000 of whom 
required for next year, it could easily be ‘might be employed, if necessary, in 
included in the Estimates for that year. | relieving the military forces which would 
It was pretty clear that the Chancellor | otherwise have to be sent out, on the 
of the Exchequer had already got the | understanding that no expense for these 
million in his pocket, or he would not! 4.000 men would fall on the colonies. 
allow the Government to put forward /The cost of these 4,000 men has been, 
that Supplementary Estimate. What | from time to time, provided for by sums 
would happen if the Vote were with-|of money voted by this House. To 
drawn? The money would go in reduc- | make myself perfectly clear, I had bette- 
tion of the National Debt, and that was | just say that the House will understand 
precisely where it ought to go. He/ that the first 6,000 men were regarded as 
appealed to the Government, in deference | the constabulary of the colonies and are 
to the feeling displayed by hon. Members| to be charged on the funds of these 
on the Government Benches on the/ colonies. What we are dealing with is 
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the 4,000 men raised in excess of the| Majesty’s Government did not 
requirements of the ordinary police. | these figures, and some correspondence 
The original Estimates of this year con-| ensued as to exactly what the cost of 
tained provision for the payment of these | these 4,000 men, or so many of them as 
4,000 men up to the close of the Transvaal | remained, would be, what economies 
financial year, in June. Then arose the | could be effected, and how the men could 
questions whether it was necessary to| be more speedily got rid of. Finally 
maintain that force longer, how quickly Lord Milner offered, on behalf of the 
such part of it as was not required for colonies, that if we would vote a lump 
policing purposes could be dispensed with, |sum of £1,000,000, payable before the 
and  o- was to bear the expenditure | 1st April, he would take that lump sum 
incurred until the men were dispersed. in discharge of all liabilities. It was 
After full communication with Lord | the opinion of Lord Milner that the 
Milner, the Government were satisfied |£1,000,000 would not cover the whole 
that these 4,000 men would not be required | expense of the force, but in order to obtain 
as part of the permanent police force, and | an immediate settlement between the 
in accordance with the conditions on | Colonial Treasury and the Imperial Govern- 
which they were raised, it was agreed to ‘ment, he accepted the offer which His 
ask Parliament for the necessary money to | Majesty’s Government made. This is the 
pay their expense. The necessary infor-| only point on which I was inaccurate 
mation was not in our hands when the | yesterday. It arose out of a question of 
original Estimates were prepared, and | the Member for Lambeth. This payment 
therefore we were not able to make full | of £1,000,000, inclusive of the £750,000 
provision for the cost of these men at the | budgeted for by thelate Chancellor oftheEx 
time. But when the Budget was before | chequer—the major portion of which has 
the House, the late Chancellor of the been already expended by the colonies— 
Exchequer explained that he had to; is a grant-in-aid of the colonial revenue 
provide for a further expenditure of | in full discharge of all liabilities which 
£750,000 not yet voted, on account of | would have fallen on His Majesty’s 
these constabulary, and inorder topay that Government in respect of the 4,000 men, 
expense up to 31st March next. That and is not subject to the surrender of 
was the position at the time the Budget | any balance if there be one. 
was passed. The i rags oon was | 
budgeted for by the late Chancellor of | Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: DoI d 
’ s : Do I under- 

the Exchouer prt of ths £000,000 and he right hon. Genteman to ay 
hea the  shae te coil ant | that this £750,000, although budgeted for 
ao ee So m pot © | by the late Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
possible to disband the whole of these ‘has never yet been voted, that there 
aie ge g fen ag this — ‘has been no Ways and Means for it, 

I yon a age tan rcns 4 had ‘ | that it was not provided for in the 
Tare Seem, Oop See © °€ Supplementary Estimates of last Novem- 


come, ta 10 ow such of the cost ora that it was lit to Febray 
year, in the event of the whole 4,000 men this year to make up the Vote required ? 
not being meantime disbanded. The | 
Government had already admitted that; Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
these 4,000 men, having been raised, as | think my hon. friend correctly under- 
Lord Milner pointed out, not for colonial | stands what I said. It was not included: 
police purposes, but for. Imperial reasons, in the original Estimates of the year, 
were a proper Imperial charge, and thus because these were prepared before the 
we ought not to throw on the colonies | figures were arrived at ; and it was not 
any expense in connection with them. (on the Supplementary Estimates in 
| November last, because the adjustment of 

Then the question arose whatexactly the | liability had also not then been arrived! 
expenditure would be, and how it would | at. This £750,000 is now included im 
be provided. Lord Milner’s decision was | the £1,000,000, and this £1,000,000 was 
that the expenditure, in addition to the offered by His Majesty’s Government as 
£750,000 included in last year’s Budget, a cash payment in discharge of all liabili- 
would amount to at least £350,000 more, ties, and was accepted as such by Lord 
making a total of £1,100,000. His | Milner, so that even if his anticipations 


Mr, Austen Chamberlain. 
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were fulfilled, and this sum should not be 
sufficient to meet the full charges in 
favour of these men, who have been 
discharged as rapidly as possible, there 
still would be no further claim upon us. 
The one mistake I made yesterday was 
in respect to the possibility of the sur- 
render of the balance. I ought to have 
made myself acquainted with the whole 
of the correspondence, but the House 
will appreciate the difficulty under which 
I am working in this matter. I had not 
seen the closing letters of the correspond- 
ence, and was not then informed of the 
nature of the bargain come to, and that it 
was a final and definite settlement of all 
liabilities that had accrued or might 
accrue. Therefore no additional Vote 
would be asked for even if the expenses 
of maintaining these 4,000 men are ex- 
ceeded, or, what is much less probable, of 
a saving being made. If the House 
understands the position as I have now 
explained it, they will see that a large 
portion of the speech of my hon. friend 
the Member for King’s Lynn, is not 
applicable to the situation I have ex- 
pounded. My hon. friend complains that 
we were providing for a grant-in-aid in 
this way, for an expenditure that would 
only become due by us next year. That 
is not so. In essence, instead of this 
bargain being left open till next year, a 
cash payment would be made this year 
in settlement of all our liabilities. I 
hope that my hon. friend will now feel 
assured that no financial irregularities are 
being committed, and that he will find 
it in his power, as he always does, to 
support the Government on the present 
occasion. 


Mr. 


SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) said that the right hon. 


Gentleman had thrown a very different 
complexion on this matter from that 
presented when they were discussing it 
in Committee of Supply. He was quite 
sure that nobody blamed the right hon. 
Gentleman for not being then in possession 
of all the facts. The right hon. Gentle- 
man, in addition to his labours as Post- 
master General, was very ably carrying 
on the work of the Colonial Secre- 
tary, and it was not his business to 
know either the Colonial Office or the 
Treasury point of view. But there was 
a representative of the Treasury in the 
House on the previous day, and he must 
say that in the whole course of his 
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Parliamentary life, now extending over 
many years, he had never known of a 
question discussed when the Member 
responsible for the Department concerned 
was present, and when that Member 
did not speak on a question regarding 
his Department, but allowed the Com- 
mittee to get into a fog without affording 
any light or leading onit. They acquitted 
the right hon. Gentleman the Postmaster- 
General, but they did not acquit the 
Secretary to the Treasury for not putting 
the Committee in the possession of the 
most elementary information. Apart 
from the Secretary to the Treasury, he 
had listened with care and interest to what 
had fallen from the right hon. Gentle- 
man, and his exp!anation in regard to 
the policy of the Government was quite 
clear. There were a certain number of 
constabulary which the War Office 
thought ought to be kept in excess of 
those approved by Lord Milner, and the 

overnment, in their discretion, disagree- 
ing with Lord Milner, said that 4,000 of 
the constabulary were to be kept at the 
expense of the Imperial Government. 
The question before the House that 
afternoon was not that of bargaining 
with Lord Milner, but of a grant to the 
War Office for the services of these 
4,000 men. Now they were told that 
the Government had made a speculation 
onthe matter. The Government thought 
that £750,000 was enough, while the 
Transvaal Government thought it 
should be rather more, and that if the 
Government gave them £1,000,000 
they might make a profit out of it, 
and that if so that would be to their 
advantage ; if they made a loss they 
would have to stand the racket. He 
did not think that was the basis 
upon which their financial position 
ought to be put. 

Apart from the question of the 
laxity to which the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn had referred, it did 
not seem to most Members of the 
House that they ought to lose the 
present very slight control which they 
exercised over the different Government 
Departments. Under the Vote as it was 
presented to the Commitiee this after- 
noon, their control had entirely dis- 
appeared, and, as far as he was concerned, 
their position had not been improved 
from a financial point of view by the 
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statement which had been made. As General was representing, under very 
the hon. Member for King’s Lynn had | great difficulties, the Colonial Office in 
pointed out, although this Vote was | addition to his other office, and he wag 
called a grant-in-aid to the Transvaal,/in charge of this Vote. He supposed 
really the Transvaal had nothing to do|that his right hon. friend had been 
with it. At all events, it was entirely properly briefed in regard to the Vote, 
outside and different to any other grant- | and he listened to his case, and in the 
in-aid which this House had been asked | whole of his original speech he could 
to consent to, and he did not think it! find no fault whatever. He believed 
was to the advantage of their financial | his right hon. friend accurately stated 
position that such a Vote should be put | the case, and it was only in the course 
practically out of the power of the| of the examination by questions that he 
Committee to express any opinion in | afterwards discovered that his right hon. 
regard to it. He did not think) friend had a different view from his own 
that in a matter representing such|as to the result of the negotiations 
a large sum, upon which there had | between the Colonial Office and Lord 
already been two or three miscalcula- Milner on the one hand and the Treasury 
tions, it was quite right that they should | on the other. His right hon. friend was 
make a gamble. It was pointed out by /|a distinguished financial authority and 
the hon. Member for Oldham that a great|4 member of the Cabinet, and it was 
deal might legitimately be said in favour | just possible that, at the last moment, a 
cf giving these men bonuses, or inducing | modification of the arrangement might 
them to leave at an earlier period. If | have been made at the Colonial Office. 
they were to vote this £1,000,000, was | However, he ventured to tell the Post- 
it not possible that the Transvaal Govern- | master General that his view was not 
ment might carry out some such policy as | correct, and that what had happened 
that, and make £200,000 or £300,000 out | was that a bargain had been struck 
vf money which was intended to relieve | between the Treasury and the Colonial 
the military forces? On the ground that | Office, and that an examination of the 
the House should not part with thn | dhivatneute would prove this and show 
financial control, and because he was | that if any economies were made in 
dissatisfied with the information, he | South Africa they would not accrue to 
should certainly support the proposal | the benefit of the British Exchequer. He 
which had been made. ra ‘told his right hon. friend that after 
‘looking at the documents he would 


| . . . 
|probably find that his interpretation 
*Tar FINANCIAL SECRETARY OF was the right one, and that it was a 


Far gues (Mr. Hayes F — bargain ; and if that were so they could 
Fulham) said he could eg allow | put it all right on Report. Had there 
the hon. Member for Poplar to say| been no Report stage, he should have 





+»'ne Se? 2h 














that he had neglected his duty either 
to the Treasury or to the House of 
Commons. It had been said that he 
had not made the best bargain for the | 
taxpayers of the country. He had 
watched these proceedings throughout 
the winter, and his very last act, which 
was negotiated by cablegram, was to tell | 
Lord Milner that he considered that 
£98,000 ought to come off his demands. 
He went most carefully into the figures, 
and he did not accept the original 
demand which was made upon the 
Treasury, but he had reduced it by 
£98,000. He was convinced that, taking 
all things into consideration, they had 
made a good bargain for themselves. 
His right hon. friend the Postmaster 





felt bound to inform the House, but 
the advantage of a Report stage was 
that those in charge of Departments 
could go back and, after obtaining official 
knowledge, give it to the House so as to 
enable hon. Members to form a more 
correct estimate of the facts. That was 
his explanation. He never wished to 
deceive the House, and he wished to 
give hon. Members all the information 
in his power. 


Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
N.) wished to know how the expendi- 
ture out of this grant was to become 
subject to the audit of the Comp 
troller and Auditor General! 
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Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) said he) respectful to the House to pass a Vote in 
thought this discussion had been a this manner and compel them to correct 
satisfactory one. ThePostmasterGeneral, it on Report. The Postmaster General 
in the explanation he had just placed had been burdened with a duty which 
before the House, acknowledged that , did not properly belong to him, and could 
they were left under a false or mistaken | not be expected not to fall into an error, 
impression. He thought the Com- but it was the bounden duty of anyone 
mittee was indebted to the Postmaster who undertook a public duty to g ve all 
General for the clear statement he! his time to that duty, and the hon. 
had made with regard to a transac-| Gentleman the Secretary to the Treasury 
tion which unquestionably did require should have attended to his Treasury 
explanation. and the House might con- | duties instead of the business of his 
gratulate itself that this discussion | public companies. Only recently, on the 
would be attended with satisfactory | hon. Gentleman’s re-appointment as a 


results. 


The House should uphold with | director of one company in which he was 


the greatest possible care those sound | interesteds he promised to give his whole 
canons of finance upon which the whele time to the company. 


financial system of the country and our, 
financial credit must. under all circum- | 


stances, depend. 


treated to a rare exhibition of political | 
The House had voted under, would 


morality. 


*Mr. SPEAKER pointed out that, 
although the hon. Member’s remarks 


| might be legitimate on another occasion, 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.) | they were certainly not on this. 
said in this matter the House had been 


Mr. 


SWIFT 
certainly not proceed further 


MACNEILL said he 


@ misapprehension owing to a right hon. to-day after Mr. Speaker’s ruling, but he 
Gentleman a Member ot the: Cabinet would renew his attack on another 
having quite unconsciously fallen into occasion. 
an error, and the hon. Gentleman who | 


was the Secretary to the Treasury, who | 
was bound to give his best abilities to 
the Treasury, was aware of the error 


and did not correct it. 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn.SirH. 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot, Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Pain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Man 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benj. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. Joh: 
Campbell, Rt Hn J A (Glasq ) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. Al. 
Cavendish, V C W (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


It was scarcely | 120. 





AYES. 


Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J A (Worc 
Chaplin, Right-Hon. Henry 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw H. Athole 
Corbett. T. L. (Down, Norih) 
Craig, Charles C. (Antrim, S.) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington. Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Ed. 
Fergusson. Rt Hn.Sir J.(Man’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 


3C 2 





Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 163 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 15.)} 


Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. Vicary (St. Albans 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Zigin & Nrn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gore, HonGRCOrmsby-(Sadop 
Gore, Hn. 8S. F.Ormsby- (Zine 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt Hn Ld.G.(Midr 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. Wm. 
Hare. Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick G. 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robe:: T. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hobhouse, Rt Hn H(Somer's’t,Z) 
Hope. J. F. (Shef.. ‘Btside} 
Houldsworth. Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hudson, George Bickersi°th 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur rea 
Johnstone, Heywood 
Kenvon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salup 
Kimber. Henry 
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Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow. 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) | 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. Jas. (Kené) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reg’ld J. (Portsmouth) | 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n 
Mitchell, William 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Mount, William Arthur | 
Murray,Rt HnA.Graham( Bute 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Pemberton, Juhn 8S. G. 


| 
| 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8S.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Right Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8S.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M.Vaughan- (Cardign 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Zanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Edwards, Frank 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 








Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith 
Ffrench, Peter 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 





{COMMONS} 


Percy, Earl 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Purvis, Robert 


| Randles, John S. 


Rasch, Major Frecerie Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 


| Renwick, George 


Ridley, Hon. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde (Bethnal Green 


| Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 


Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Sackville, Sir 8S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut. -Col. Thos. Myles 
Seely,Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely, Maj. J. EB.(Jsle of Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 


NOES. 


Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Helme, Norval Watson 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. | 


Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Joyce, Michael 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MaeVeagh, Jeremiah 

M ‘Govern, T 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
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Smith,James Parker(Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot,Rt Hn. JG.( Oxf’dUniv. 
Taylor, Austin (Kast Toxteth), 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col. SirCEH. (Sheffeld’ 
Welby,Lt.-Col. ACE. (Taunton 
Welby,Sir Charles GE. (Notts. 
Whiteley,H( Ashton und. Lyne 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath. 
Wortley, Rt.Hn.C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 





TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther 









Power, Patrick Joseph 
Rea, Russell 


| Reddy, M. 
| Redmond, John E. (Waterford 


Redmond, William (Clare) 


| Rigg, Richard 
| Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 


Rose, Charles Da 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 


| Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


Soares, Ernest J. 


| Spencer,RtHn C.R. (Northants 


| Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan,E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred ( Verthyr 


| Toulmin, George 

| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 

| Wallace, Robert 

| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 

| Warner Thomas Courtenay T. 
| Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
| Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | Weir, James GaHoway 


(Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 


| White, George (Norfolk) 


O’Brien,Kendal(Tipper'ry Mid | White, Luke (York, E.R.) 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, James( Wicklow W. 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dewd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, James (Roscommon,N 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer,SirCharlesM. (Durham 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 


| Whiteley,George (York, W.R.) 
| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) -~8 
| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


Woodhouse,SirJT.(Huddersf'd 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Joseph Leese and Mr- 
Charles Hobhouse. 
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ARMY cial cas kc geal ESTIMATE,| Mr. BRODRICK : £250,000. 


“That a supplementary sum, not) Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said 
exceeding £100, be granted to His/| that that would not make up the original 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which | estimate of £500,000 or £600,000. 
will come in course of payment during | 
the year ending om the 3lst day of| Mr. BRODRICK pointed out that the 
March, 1903, for Expenditure in excess | first estimate was £250,000, and there 
of that provided for in the original | was a previous sum of £250,000 taken 


Army Estimates for the year for the by,the Foreign Office which did not come 
Pay, etc., of the Army.” | into this account, but would appear in the 
| Estimates to be presented to-morrow. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- | Those two items made up the £500,000. 


shire, Forest of Dean) said that he under- | 
stood the Government to say yesterday | Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 


that the expenditure in the present fordshire, Lichfield) supposed that if the 
financial year in connection with the operation lasted longer than four months 


Somaliland Expedition would be about the amount required would largely exceed 
£250,000. There was often a great | the estimated £500,000 or £600,000. 


difference between the amount coming | £6 
into course of payment in the financial, Mr. BRODRICK: If the expedition 


year and the amount known to the lasts for a longer per‘od a further sum 
Government to have been actually ex-| will be required, but we have no reason 
pended. He therefore desired to ask | to expect that it will last considerably 
whether the Government had formed | longer. 


any idea of the amount of expenditure | : 
on Somaliland incurred in the present; Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty), re- 


financial year, but which would not come ferred to the apppropriations in aid, 
into course of payment until next year. consisting of proceeds of sale of cast and 
From information he had received, he | other animals, supplies and stores, and 
imagined the Government must know | asked whether the sales had been by 
that the expenditure already greatly | public auction or by private treaty. 

exceeded the £250,000 referred to. 
yesterday. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror! NAVAL RESERVE FORCES 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) ~“ *THe SECRETARY to raz ADMIR- 
said that when they were dealing with | ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForsTER, Belfast, W.), 
the Indian Government in the matter | in asking leave to introduce a Bill to 
of supplying troops and incurred expendi- | amend the Law relating to the Naval 
ture, it was rather difficult, as the right | Reserve F orces, said : The Bill is the result ~ 
hon. Baronet had suggested, to frame | of the deliberations of the Committee pre- 
an accurate estimate, but the general | sided over by the right hon. Baronet the 
age for we he rete naan phe | Member for Berwick, and its objects 
= ac lagged ‘tae  - aoe ‘are two-fold. First, to introduce a 

“~ > *“"),, new principle into the practice of the 
and £600,000. About £250,000 would enlistment of men for the Royal Navy 
become payable before 31st March, but 4 

ae |proper, and secondly, to create a new 

some expenditure had no doubt been | 7 .e ve of men of which we have not 
incurred which would r in the| 

Estimates to Sec sivendionid Maabiaber | yet pet arte y The ye 

| mittee which considered this question 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, | 4nd on whose recommendations, the 
E.) understood that £75,000 had already | Bill was based, was a very strong 
been paid in connection with the expedi- Committee, composed of naval officers, 
tion, and that a further £185,000 would | civil officials, and civilians interested in 
be expended before 31st March, and that | the subject, and the Bill will have the 
in the estimates of money to be expended | advantage of representing the views of 
after 31st March would appear a further | over 100 Members of this House who were 
sum of about £500,000. _ |the signatories of a memorial in favour 


Resolution agreed to. 
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of the objects which the Bill is intended 
to carry out. 

The Bill has three parts. The first 
part extends the power of employing 
non-continuous rating in the Navy: that 
is to say, it gives power to enter men in 
the Navy under an engagement to 
serve for a period not exceeding twelve 
years on the condition that after a 
given period of service in the Royal 
Navy they shall be liable to serve for 
the remainder of the term of their 
engagement in the Royal Fleet Reserve. 
The second part, with which I am sure 
ail hon. Members will agree, enables 
us to remove the limit which at present 
exists to the numbers of the Royal Naval 
Reserve and Royal Fleet Reserve. We 
are ‘now limited to 30,000 in the Royal 
Naval Reserve, and 15,000 in Class B 
of the Royal Fleet Reserve. As we have 
now nearly reached the limit in the case 
of the Royal Naval Reserve we ask leave 
to extend the limit. The third part of 
the Bill enables us to enrol Royal Naval 
Volunteers to serve as blue-jackets, and 
also Royal Marine Volunteers in connec- 
tion with the corps of Royal Marines. 
The latter will be enrolled under the 
Volunteer Act of 1863, with this differ- 
ence, that the Admiralty will, for all the 
purposes of this Act, take the place of 
the Secretary of State. 

There is only one other matter of 
principle to which I need refer, but it is 
a very important one. In pursuance of 
the unanimous recommendation of the 
Committee, the Bill proposes that 
Volunteers enrolled under this Act shall 
be liable for service in time of war in 
any part of the world. 

If the House permits the First Reading 
to be taken now, the Bill will, I hope, be 
printed to-night and circulated immedi- 
ately. It is important that the Bill 
should pass through its stages as soon 
as possible, in view of the fact that there 
are large Committees throughout the 
United Kingdom, ready to take advan 
tage of the provisions of the measure 
and enlist Volunteers, provided the 
House of Commons think fit to sanction 


its passage. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) asked whether the proposed _in- 
crease of the limit with regard to the 
Royal Naval Reserve was indefinite, 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 


{COMMONS} 
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and whether the Bill would have any 
financial effect rendering an Estimate: 
necessary. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said the 
limit in each case would be regulated b 
the Vote of the House of Commons. h 
was not proposed to fix an arbitrary 
limit, but one which could be altered 
by the House in every annual Vote. An 
estimate had been made of the financial} 
effect of the Bill, provided the anticipa- 
tions of the Admiralty as to the number 
of men they were likely to raise 
during the year were realised. He would 
be happy to place the estimate before 
the House. . 


* Bill to provide for the Constitution of 
a Royal Naval Volunteer Reserve, and 
a Force of Royal Marine Volunteers, and 
otherwise amend the Law relating to 
His Majesty's Naval Forces ; ordered to 
be brought in by Mr Arnold-Forster 
and Mr. Pretyman. 


NAVAL FORCES BILL. 


“To provide for the Constitution of 
a Royal Naval Volunteer Reserve, and 
a Force of Royal Marine Volunteers, 
and otherwise amend the Law relating 
to His Majesty's Naval Forces,” pre- 
sented accordingly, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time To- 
morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 74.] 


LICENSING (SCOTLAND) ACTS 
AMENDMENT. 

*ToHe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GraHAmM Murray, Buteshire): | think 
there is no need for me to bespeak the 
favourable consideration of the House for 
the measure which I now ask leave to 
introduce, and I feel sure that the House 
has always given me so much indulgence 
personally that I do not need to ask for 
that. Not only has popular opinion been 
for a long time at one in Scotland that 
the time has come for a measure dealing 
with the amendment of the pesraytns 
laws, but, as hon. Members are wel 
aware, during the past few years there 
has been a most painstaking investigation 
by a Royal Commission, which has pre- 
sented voluminous reports with which 
hon. Members are familiar owing to the 
discussions in this House last year. 
More than that, there has also been the 
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English Act of last session. That I may 

k of now, not merely as a legislative 
effort, but as ap Act which has actually 
been proved by its working. Short 
though the time has been, and premature 
as it probably would be to express an 
opinion as to its eventual work, yet I 
believe | am saying what is in accordance 
with the experience of many, that the ex- 
pectations founded upon that Act have 
been more than fulfilled, and that even 
at this very early period great substantial 
advantages have been reaped from the 
working of that statute. That being so, 


it will certainly not excite surprise in the | 


House if I say that we have begun 
matters in the Bill I now ask leave to 
introduce by practically incorporating 
the English Act of last session, incor- 
porating it, of course, so far as that 
Act is adaptable to Scotland. 


Hon. Members will perhaps remember 


{4 Marcu 1903} 


travelling vans. 
do not propose to alter the law in the 


Acts Amendment. 1386 
| which the Act applied. We also propose 
| to meet an abuse brought to light in the 
course of a decision as to which there is 
a very strong feeling in Scotland, and 
which is connected with that well-known 
person, the bond fide traveller. There 
was a decision in Scotland in which it 
was held that the bond fide traveller 
might give drink to all and sundry 
a.though they were not bond fide 
travellers at all. That we intend to 
strike at, and we propose to remedy 
it by confining the bond fide traveller’s 
drinking to himself. 

We also propose to introduce another 
provision, which, I think, will commend 
itself to the House. Undoubtedly there 
has been great abuse in connection with 
the freedom which grocers have of send- 
ing liquor into the country by means of 
I need scarcely say we 


that the Act of last session is divided | way some people would like to see it. 
into three parts, which are entitled ‘altered. We do not propose to touch 
The Amendment of the Law as to the question of grocers licences, but we 
Drunkenness, The Amendment of propose to make some very stringent 
the Licensing Laws, and The Re-/| regulations as to the conditions under 
gistration of Clubs. So far as the! which grocers are to be allowed to send 
first part is concerned, practically we out liquor to the country in these 
have incorporated the whole of it, with travelling vans. Practically it amounts 
the exception of one provision dealing | to this—that no van is to be allowed to 
with the protection of wives or husbands. carry liquor which is not entered in a 
We have not incorporated that, not! pass-book, and for which, on inquiry 
because we are not in sympathy with being made, it can be shown that a 
the proposal, but because in the present regular order was given. Persons in 
state of the law in Scotland it would be | the country who choose to order liquor 
practically impossible to incorporate it,| from grocers in the ordinary way are 
and there would have to be further | entitled to have it delivered; but 1 
alterations in the summary jurisdiction think the provision will effectually 
law before we could possibly incorporate check a thing which is too common of 
that section of the English Act as it| grocers’ vans being really travelling 
stands. But we have not stopped there, | public-houses. That ends the part of 
because we have, besides the sections the Bill which is equivalent to Part 1 
we have taken from ‘the English Act, | of the English Act. The second part of 
introduced several other provisions | the English Act is entitled the Amend- 
founded on what I may call our own! ment of the Licensing Laws, and we 
Scottish experience. _ The Borough) have practically adopted nearly the 
Police Act of 1892 was, as Scottish | whole of that part of the Act except 
Members will remember, a very long | a fewsections technical in their character 
and carefully-considered measure, and | and not applicable to the particular cir- 


& measure of which we have had due 
Xperience as to its working. There 
are several provisions in that Act with 
reference to the law as to drunkenness, 
and we propose to make them part of 
the general law, and therefore, of 
course, applicable to all parts of Scot- 
land, and not only to the boroughs to 


cumstances of Scotland—not applicable, 
not on their merits, but because they 
would involve a form of procedure which 
is not germane to Scottish law. The 
practical result of that, among other 
things, will be to give the licensing autho- 
rity complete control over structural 
premises which it had not before; and, 
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besides that, in this Amendment of the 
Licensing Law we are adding a pro- 
vision which I think is not only good 
in itself, but which is very much 
needed in the present state of custom in 
Scotland. 

We are adding a very liberal pro- 
vision as to the power of the licensing 
authority to pass by-laws dealing with 
various things connected with the selling 
of liquor, and these by-laws will, of course, 
have to be confirmed by a central author- 
ity, namely, the Secretary for Scotland, 
before assuming the power of law. This 
is particularly necessary in Scotland, 
because in the last few years there has 
crept in a practice, although I am sure it 
was well meant, but which seems, in my 
humble judgment, to be illegal and, I 
think, to be deprecated, that is, that 
when magistrates in towns wish public 
houses to be closed, for instance, on New 
Year's Day—a very commendable wish— 
and not having power of law to say so, 
they issue through the Chief Constable 
what they euphemistically term a recom- 
mendation, and any publican who does 
not say that he will be glad to conform 
to such a regulation refuses with the 
halter round his neck, and in the belief 
that his licence will be refused. That is 
quite wrong and illegal, because magis- 
trates are bound to give a judicial deter- 
mination as to whether a licence is 
wanted or not, and they have no power 
to act on a recommendation not sanctioned 
by law. But under a system of by-laws 
it would be perfectly possible for magis- 
trates to pass a bylaw that public- 
houses should be closed on New Year’s 
Day ; and assuming it received confirma- 
tion, which in that particular case I 
assume it would, then the whole thing 
would be done properly and above-board, 
and there would not be the present 
system of illegal recommendations. That 
exhausts what is equivalent to Part 2 of 
the English Act. 

Part 3 of the English Act deals with 
clubs. Inthe matter of clubs I remember 
being struck at the time of the dis 
cussion on the English Bill, which I 
had an opportunity of hearing, to find 
that the Scottish and English Bills could 
not be altogether the same. The truth is 
that the existence of the bond-fide working 
men’s club is much more widespread in 
England than in Scotland. I do not say 
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that it does not exist in Scotland, but it 
isnot very common. On the other hand, 
the difficulty connected with the bogus 
club is much more common in Scotland 
than in England, and accordingly we 
have not taken precisely the same remed 
as has been taken in England. Our 
remedy, if anything, is rather more 
stringent than the remedy in the English 
Act. We proceed, of course, by way of 
registration ; and we make the selling of 
liquor in any unregistered club an offence, 
as it is in England. But we proceed 
rather differently in the matter of regis- 
tration. We make it a judicial matter, not 
a discretionary matter. That is to say, any 
club is to be entitled to be registered ; it is 
not to be like granting a licence toa public 
house, where the magistrates can refuse 
or not. But in order to be entitled to 
registration, the club must be bound by 
certain conditions, and the sheriff is to 
be the judge as to whether these con- 
ditions have been complied with or not. 
The conditions impose no burden what- 
ever on any bond fide club, whatever the 
social scale of that club may be, but they 
all come to the same end, namely to 
secure that the club is a genuine club, 
and not a mere drinking shop where 
liquor is sold under the pretext of a 
club. There is to be no election of 
members without a proper period—a 
certain number of days during which the 
names are posted on the walls of the 
club-house. In fact, it is to be in complete 
contradistinction of a case in which | was 
engaged for the Excise authorities—it 
was the last thing I did in Scotland before 
I came up to this House— in which, 
although no doubt the forms of election 
were duly gone through, we discovered 
in the course of cross-examination that 
the man who proposed far more people 
than anybody else was the waiter. That 
exhausts that portion of the subject. 


I may now say in a word that we have 
embodied the English Bill, and we have 
made certain additions to it~to meet our 


own requifements. But we have not 
stopped there. So far I have trodden 
completely on ground which was common 
to England. We have thought it better 
in the interests of what we believe to be 
public opinion in Scotland to go some- 
what farther and to grapple with the 
question of the licensing authority itself. 
May I remind the House that, in Scotland, 
although no doubt the subject has always 
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been attended with considerable difficulty, 
we may congratulate ourselves that we 
have not had so many difficulties as 
they have had in England. We have 
never had any case of Sharpe v. Wake- 
field in Scotland, for the simple reason 
that we never doubted the power of the 
law. But may I say also that I do not 
think we could express in any better 
words, if as good, what we consider to 
be the law than the words in which the 
Lord Chancellor expressed the judgment 
in the case of Sharpe v. Wakefield as to 
the way in which the discretion of the 
licensing authority should be exercised. 
I do not repeat it to the House. The 
House will remember that it was re- 
peated a few days ago in answer to a 
question which was put. But there has 
been a feeling in Scotland that there 
was something still to be said upon the 
constitution of the licensing courts, 
because in truth the constitution of the 
licensing authority of first instance has 
been inconsistent, and the constitution 
of the Appeal Court of the licensing 
authority has been unpractical and un- 
workable. 

Just let me remind the House— 


and perhaps I may be listened to by 
some who are not Scotch Members— 
what the Scotch system is at present. 


In all Royal burghs the licensing 
authority of first instance are the 
magistrates of the burgh. The appeal 
from those magistrates is to the County 
Justices sitting in Quarter Sessions. In 
the counties the licensing authority is 
practically the same as in England, that 
is to say, it is the Justices sitting in 
Petty Sessions, and with an appeal to 
the Justices sitting in Quarter Sessions. 
I think that bears out what I said that 
the court of first instance in its con- 
stitution is inconsistent, because in the 
burghs you have a body that is purely 
elective, while in the counties you have 
a body that is purely non-elective. 
There is a good deal to be said for both, 
but there is no particular reason why it 
should be different in counties and in 
burghs. Then the Appeal Court, as I 
have said, is unpractical and unworkable, 
but not always. Those hon. Members 
who come from Lanarkshire, of whom 
there are many here, will remember, 
especially in recent years, the extra- 
ordinary scenes—they can be called 
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nothing else—at the Appeal Court of the 
Justices in Quarter Sessions, where so 
many attended that they had practically 
almost. to stand in the street, and the 
numbers were such as to make any 
judicial examination of the matter prac- 
tically impossible, complicated as it was 
by the provision of the statute which 
declares that only the votes of those 
present shall be counted. 

Besides that there is another curious 
anomaly which everyone felt ought to be 
done away with. I have mentioned that 
the Appeal Court in the Royal burghs 
are the magistrates. The Royal burghs 
are those which enjoy a charter from the 
King, but no Royal burghs have been 
created for many years, and practically, 
the fact of the matter is that all those 
Royal burghs are very old creations in- 
deed. On the other hand, the Scotch 
Burgh system, under what is known as 
the Burgh Police Act, has grown and 
flourished, and the whole of Scotland, as 
everybody knows, is dotted over with 
burghs, many of which have grown to 
a very large size and taken a great part 
in the life of the country. ‘hey have 
no licensing authority, and accordingly 
you come to the extraordinary result 
that, for instance, the burgh of Culross, 
with a population of 348, has a licensing 
authority, whereas the police burgh of 
Govan, with a population of 82,000, has 
not. I think everyone will agree that 
that state of matters should not con- 
tinue, and that really the distinction 
between Royal and other burghs, which 
is a purely historical one, ought to be 
done away with in a practical matter of 
this kind. Of course, it is quite obvious 
you must go by some population limit, 
and whenever you come to a population 
limit obviously your line must be an 
arbitrary one. [Ido not claim that the 
figure I am going to say has any divine 
institution, but we have taken what we 
believe to be, in the whole circumstances . 
of the case, the best figure we could 
take. We have taken the figure of 
7,000. It is not a new limit. It is the 
figure already under the provisions of 
the Local Government Act, for instance, 
by which no burgh under 7,000 popula- 
tion can have a separate police force. 
It is the limit for the exercise of the 
Contagious Diseases Act, and I think it 
is also mentioned in some other pro- 
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visions. At any rate it is a familiar 
figure. We propose, therefore, that for 


the future, burghs which are under 7,000 | 


population are simply to be treated as 
parts of the counties to which they 
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belong. On the other hand, all burghs 


above the 7,000 limit are still to have | 
the burgh legislation. [An Hon. MEx- | 


BER: What about Royal burghs?] 
We take away the powers of some of 
them in this matter. 1 think that no 
doubt some of them may not like this, 
but, on the other hand, I cannot see 
that a burgh with a population of 328 
has any right to have a_ separate 
licensing authority, and if you are 
going in the one direction, I think you 
must go in the other. 


We propose to give to the County 
Councils a power to divide counties, if 
they choose, into districts. I may mention 
this. Of course under the present law 
they have practically divided the counties 
into districts. Though a Justice of t he 
Peace is for the whole county, still, as a 
matter of fact, counties have been pracit- 
cally divided into districts for the purpose 
of holding courts. It is only a little matter 
of convenience, for I take it to be a legal 
right that any Justice of the Peace 
may, if he chooses, go to any court in 
the county. We only impose one limita- 
tion in connection with the division of 
a county into districts, namely, that 
they must take either one, or more than 
one, of the local government districts. 
The local government districts, as hon. 
Members who are familiar with Scotch 
legislation know, are districts under the 
1889 Act, and are for the various pur- 
poses of the public health authority and 
the road authority. They may either 
take one of these districts, or, if they 
choose, they may make a licensing district 
of an aggregate of more than one district, 
but they are not to take other burghs. 
That is a consideration that will appeal 
to the House. There is nothing more 
troublesome than having different de- 
marcation lines, and it is far better, if 
they are to divide, that they should take 
the existing divisions, which are pretty 
well known. Well, the county having 
been jdivided into districts, or left un- 
divided as the County Council chooses, 
we propose that the licensing authority 











should consist of one-third of County 
Councillors and. two-thirds of Justices. | 
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We propose that the actual numbers 
shall vary in size. Here of course we 
have to take the population limit. We 
propose to divide the possibilities into 
tour divisions—under 25,000; between 
25,000 and 50,000 ; between 50,000 and 
100,000; and above 100,000, and the 
num bersappropriated tot hese respectively 
will be nine, twelve, fifteen and eighteen, 
in each case, of course, one-third being 
County Councillors and two-thirds 
Justices, The Appeal Court we propose 
to constitute in the same way as the 
court of first instance. That no doubt 
may first of all seem a curious proposal, 
but really in this matter I do not know 
to whom else we could go. The differ- 
ence we propose to make in the Appeal 
Court from the court of first instance is 
to slightly increase the size, that is to 
say, we propose to add two more County 
Councillors and four more Justices, 
making the Appeal Court six more than 
the maximum court of whatever districts 
they are. Of course there will be only 
one appeal of the county, from whatever 
districts they come, so that the maximum 
Appeal Court that can be constituted in 
that manner would be twenty-four. 
Passing from the counties I come to 
the burghs, and the burghs, of course, 
as I have already explained, mean all the 
burghs with over 7,000 population. 
Here we have determined to leave the 
licensing authority of first instance 
as it was. On the whole it has 
worked well, and we do not think there 
is any desire to alter the magisterial 
jurisdiction, and accordingly we propose 
to allow that the licensing authority in 
burghs with a population over 7,000 
should be the magistrates of the burghs. 
So far that is simple enough, but when 
you come to the Appeal Court you 
necessarily have a little more complica- 
tion, which we haye got over, I hope, 
with simplicity. I hope I shall be able 
to explain it clearly. In the constitution 
of the Appeal Court the desire will be 
that the sat themselves should have 
some representation. Hitherto, as hon. 
Members know, in the Appeal Court 
they have had none; that is to say, the 
appeal from the magistrates was to the 
Justices of the Peace of the county. 
The burghs were not at all represented 
except in so far as certain persons in the 
burghs might be Justices of the Peace of 
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the county. We propose to take some 
sade and the Appeal Court should 


constituted one-third of magistrates | 


and two-thirds of justices. But now 
comes this matter which is a little com- 
plicated. You see it would be quite im- 

sible to have a separate Appeal Court 
for each burgh, because that would come 
tobe a perfectly preposterous number, 
the number of burghs being so large. 
At the same time we think that you can- 
not keep in our idea of giving a burgh a 
certain amount of representation in that 
Appeal Court if you simply made one 
Appeal Court for all the burghs in 
particular counties, because there the 
numbers would be so large that if you 
were to put in somebody from each 
burgh you would have a perfectly un- 
manageable court. 


The way we propose to get over 
that difficulty is this: to group the 
burghs into two classes. There is one 
class of burghs, very few in number, 
which create no difficulty. These 
burghs are county cities, and there 
are only four of them, viz., Edin- 
burgh, Glasgow, Aberdeen and Dundee. 
With them there is no _ difficulty, 
because you have the Justices of the 
Peace of the county and of the city 
acting as an appropriate tribunal re- 
presenting ‘the city. All other burghs 
we propose to divide into two groups— 
those between 7,000 and 20,000, and 
those above 20,000. Now for those be- 
tween 7,000 and 20,000 we propose to 
have one Appeal Court for each county 
arranged by Schedule, and the necessity 
for arranging it by Schedule is this— 
that when you come to look at the 
burghs and where they are, you would 


find that the counties in Scotland differ | 


very much. That is to say, some of 
them have only one burgh, whereas 
some others have a good many. For 
instance, Argyll has only one burgh 
over 7,000 inhabitants, viz., Campbel- 
town. Forfar, on the other hand, has 
four burghs—Montrose, Brechin, Forfar 


Glasgow, Pollockshaws, Johnston, Barr- 
head and Renfrew. Accordingly in the 
case of Renfrewshire, in order to secure 
the adequate representation of the 
burghs—and if I know anything of 
small town life there is no confidence 
in one small burgh in the representation 
that would be given to it by another 
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small burgh. That is to say, you would 


not satisfy, for instance, Port Glasgow 


by saying that Renfrew is to send 
somebody to the Appeal Court. If you 
give representation in the case of 
Renfiewshire you must have a larger 
Court than you have in the case of 
Argyll, because you have got all these 
burghs to represent in Renfrewshire and 
only one in Argyll. Accordingly we do 
that by Schedule, but the result is to 
confine the Appeal Court within perfectly 
manageable numbers. The minimum of 
the Court in the burghs of from 7,000 
to 20,000 is nine, and the maximum 
eighteen. The maximum is given to 
Dumbarton, which has many burghs of 
large size. In burghs above 20,000 we 
propose to have a separate Court for 
each burgh, composed of the whole of the 
magistrates in that burgh with a 
number of Justices of the Peace added,. 
making two-thirds Justices of the Peace, 
and one-third represented by the magis- 
trates. But there again the numbers 
are kept within perfectly reasonable 
limits, because the maximum Appeal 
Court would only be the comparatively 
moderate figure of twenty-seven. Hon. 
Members will remember that since the 
Town Councils Act of 1900 the number 
of magistrates is fixed in burghs accord- 
ing to the scale of papulation. In each 
case we take the whole of the magis- 
trates and add twice their number from 
the Justices_of the Peace—making the 
Court. 


There remain only those very large: 
cities which are themselves county 
cities, and where they do not have 
recourse to the county justices at all, 
but compose the Appeal Court with their 
own magistrates and two-thirds of their 
own Justices of the Peace. We hope: 
that that result, although somewhat 


complicated in the Schedule, is perfectly 


simple. It is merely carrying out the 
idea of giving the burghs one-third re- 
presentation by their magistrates and . 


and Arbroath. Renfrew has five—Port | two-thirds from the justices of the 


county of the city, instead of, as at 
present, giving the appeal tothe Justices. 
of the Peace. And it will have this 
result, if the House sanctions this scheme 
that there would bea court of perfectly 
workable size which would be able to- 
carry on the business according to the 
true spirit of the law as laid down by the 
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Lord Chancellor in the case of Sharpe ». 
Wakefield. Of course, I am quite aware 
‘that no one approaches this subject and 
supposes that he is going to give satis- 
faction to all who have views upon it. 
That would be indeed foolish. On the 
‘other hand, I am very far from being 
apologetic about the matter. I have not 
mentioned the Majority or Minority 
Report of the Royal Commission. As 
hon. Members will find, as a matter of 
fact we have confined ourselves to 
neither of these Reports ; but we have 
taken what we consider to be the best 
out of the recommendations of both. 
There is no slavisii adherence to the 
Report, of the Majority or that of the 
Minority; and what I do say is that 
although no one can expect to please 
everybody, we certainly ask this Bill to 
be considered as a fair and honest con- 
tribution to the cause of temperance, 
and I ask the House to grant leave for 
its introduction, and that it be read a 
first time. 


Sir ROBERT REID (Dumfries 
Burghs): Iam glad that the right hon. 
Gentleman has not introduced this Bill 
under the Ten Minutes Rule, and that, 
therefore, it will be competent for hon. 
Mcmbers, especiall} those who ‘represent 
Scottish constituencies, to express their 
opinions at this the earliest stage cf this 
important measure. The House is well 
aware that in Scotland there is, and al- 
ways has been, a very intense feeling on 
this particular subject. I suppose it will 
be readily acknowledged that we are, not 
only in point of law, but in point of the 
aspirations of almost the entire com- 
tunity in Scotland, very far ahead of 
the general feeling in England, and 
therefore Scotland should be treated 
infan exceptional manner, There is no 
desire to attempt to dwell for a moment 
on the immense evil that arises in 
Scotland, within our own knowledge, 
irom this traffic, but on all sides there 
will be a great desire to take exceptional 
advantage of this opportunity of mak- 
ing a step in advance on this subject. 

The right hon. and learned Gentleman 
has referred to the English precedent 
of last year. I have no doubt that that 
Act will do good, but, at the same time 
—and the Lord Advocate will not hear 
it for the first time-—we in Scotland do 


Mr. A. Graham Murray. 


{COMMONS} 





Acts .d4mendment. 1396 


not consider that we ought to be 
fettered in any way by English pre- 
cedents in regard to this class of legis- 
lation We have our own system and 
our own needs, and there is no necessity 
that these needs should be limited by 
English precedents. If I were to speak 
only on one point in reference to the 
statement of the Lord Advocate, it would 
be in regard to his omissions. We have 
had a Minority Report and a Majority 
Report from the Royal Commission, 
differing very much in regard to liquor 
licences, and yet I am sorry to say that 
there are uo provisions in the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman’s Bill 
which would assist us to get rid of 
unnecessary licences; nor is there 
anything at all—I did not expect it from 
this Government—to afford any assist- 
ance in the direction of granting 
popular control. So far as the subject 
is touched upon at all—as I understood 
the statement of the Lord Advocate— 
there is an indirect popular control, but 
it is circumscribed to some extent by 
certain proposals in the Bill. It is 
unnecessary to express disappointment, 
but it is right to say that, notwith- 
standing these proposals, with some of 
which I am content, it is not at all 
likely that they can be regarded as an 
adequate measure such as will be 
acceptable to the great majority of the 
people of Scotland. It is perfectly right 
that the bond fide traveller should be 
limited to the liquor he himself uses. 
With that we all agree. And I hope 
that strong rules will be made 
in regard to travelling vans, which un 
doubtedly have done a great deal of harm 
in the country districts of Scotland. A 
very fruitful suggestion was made by the 
Lord Advocate, to which I wish to do full 
justice, viz., that by-laws, subject to the 
approval of the Secretary for Scotland, 
should be made by the licensing author- 
ities. There is a system of recommenda- 
tions which to a certain extent-is already 
in existence, but it is not clothed with the 
authority of law. I am perfectly satisfied 
that the system is operative, but it should 
be placed in the more normal position. 
I am very glad that there can be by- 
laws made containing conditions on which 
licences may be granted, and I express 
the hope that the limit within which these 
by-laws can be framed may be made 
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very wide, so as to give a great discretion | At all events there is no doubt about it 
to the licensing authorities to make the in Scotland, and when the right hon. 
by-laws suitable to different localities. Gentleman uses the phrase, “ judicial 
[see no reason why they should not be discretion,” I beg to say, if I may, that 
framed in a generous spirit. | he has somewhat misunderstood it. It 
|merely means that discretion must be 
exercised by magistrates on material 
open to the court. It means that the 


there are many, many bogus clubs in many court must not refuse or grant a licence 
parts of Scotland which do an immense | because of some personal matter, or 
deal of harm, and I have frequently had mere whim or caprice, but is entitled to 
complaints made to me not only of the consider all the circumstances, and 
drunkenness but of the disorder and| among the most important of these 
scandal created by these clubs. It is | circumstances is whether the licence is 
perfectly right to make strong proposals required in the public interest or not. 
for the purpose of preventing them, and When the Lord Chancellor spoke of 
I do not believe that any Scottish Mem- | judicial discretion, I am perfectly certain 
ber will in any way do other than help | that that very learned and noble person 
the Lord Advocate forward in this good would not dispute that judicial dis- 
work. The next subject the right hon. cretion merely meant that discretion 
Gentleman dealt with was the licensing was to be exercised honestly, and 
authority, and I wish to preface the few jin face of all the facts, in order to 
remarks I would make on that with one try and arrive at a just decision, 


—— Beye Sa oe ee ‘tae | In regard to the scheme, notwithstand- 
speci . , “a ; a agg 
the Lord Ticcastiee laid down, in Sharpe | a, nara panei athe eg 
». Wakefield, that judicial discretion must ; P™@ tick Pe of th P o 
be exercised by magistrates in granting °™ a oa . pier Gipracinm or 
licences, and he said that in Scotland and there ay before aye s8y thin 
there was not the smallest doubt that the — ’ I a4 Ree —_ I see the Bill. 
fullest and freest power existed to grant ut the nght hon. Gentleman may expect 
thunder and lightning with respect to- 


or refuse licences merely on the ground gdors on gsr 
of popular convenience. Never has there the proposal to take away jurisdiction 


been the smailest doubt in Scotland, and | from the Royal burghs and confer it 
I might add never has there been the | °7 4 mixed tribunal of county Justices: 
smallest doubt in any well-informed legal | and County Councillors, two-thirds of 
circles in England, that the law is exactly | Which shall consist of county justices. 
the same. I remember when Sir Richard | That is likely to provide comment and 
Webster and Sir Edward Clarke, two very | criticism, and I anticipate that the right 
distinguished men, for whom I have the | hon. Gentleman will hear something 
greatest respect, some fifteen years ago | about it before very long. I say nothing 
told the House of Commons that a| about it except that I have misgivings 
manlamus would be granted by the! as to conferring so large a share of juris- 
English Courts to compel the renewal diction upon county justices; but I 
of a licence unless some case of mis- would prefer to leave the matter there, as 
conduct was shown. I remember it is impossible to discuss it as a whole 
also endeavouring to contradict that, | until we see the clauses. I will only say 
together with other hon. Members; that I hope that we shall have’a fair 
and, fortunately, the case of Sharpe v. interval between this and the second 
Wakefield came to be decided in ten | reading, in order that the opinion of our 
days from that time in the court of! constituents may be fully taken. I 
first instance. The consequence was think it is a matter of great import- 
that the proposal which the Government | ance, but I feel sure that there will be 
then had in hand, which would confer great regret that this Bill does not go 
practically a freehold on licence holders farther. It is no doubt well meant, 
in England, was defeated by a decision but it does not go far. It is a small 
of the courts which had been anticipated instalment of what we might have in 
in many analogous cases. I think there Scotland, but my view is, and always 
is no real doubt about the law at all. has been, that we ought to make the 


Then the right hon. Gentleman spoke of 
clubs. There, again, I wholly agree with 
him. I am acquainted with the fact that 
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‘best of any step in the right direction. 
We are in a hopeless minority, and I 
think our proper course is to make this 
Bill as effective as we can in the direc- 
tion which, I have no doubt, is desired 
by the Lord Advocate himself. Let us 
have a fair time to have it fully discussed, 
and to bring what pressure we can on 
the Government in order to try and 
induce them, if possible, to go a little 
further. 


*Sm J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): I make no apology for saying a 
few words on this Bill, because, although 
I do not now represent a Scottish con- 
stituency, I did so for many years, and 
I have taken a continuous interest 
iin local affairs, especially in the matter 
dealt with by this measure. I think it 
is fortunate that this Bill has been intro- 
duced so early in the session in order 
that it may be fully considered before the 
Second Reading. Although great re- 
forms have been madein Scotland, and 
great improvements in the social con- 
dition of that country have been intro- 
duced by the restrictions placed on the 
liquor traffic—réstrictions greater by 
far than have been attempted in England 
or Ireland—still all concerned in the 
welfare of Scotland will admit that the 
excessive drinking habits sf some people 
area great blot on our country ; and [| 
am glad to hear from the Lord Advocate 
that increased power will be given to the 
local authorities to put restrictions on 
facilities tor drunkenness, especially at 
times of the year when excessive drinking 
most prevails. I have myself been a 
witness of most painful scenes in Scotland. 
The Ist of January is a very festive day 
in Scotland, and in a large populous 
place near where I was staying it was 
remarked with pain the number of 
persons including females who were 
in the streets in a state of intoxication. 
It is quite evident that it is con- 
sonant with the feelings of the country 
that increased power should be placed 
in the hands of magistrates to check the 
indulgence in liquor on such occasions. 

My right hon. friend said that an 
Amendment would be provided in 
this Bill with respect to bond fide 
‘travellers. It happened that I was 
_one of the Bench of magistrates in the 
Oliver case, and we were very greatly 
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{COMMONS} 




















Acts Amendinent., 1400 


astonished when our decision was upset 
I am very glad that the fault disclosed by 
that case is to be remedied. My right 
hon. friend also referred to the Amend. 
ment which he proposed to make in the 
law to meet the case of the great abuse 
which prevails in connection with the 
free sale of intoxicating liquor in grocers’ 
travelling vans. Inthe mining districts 
especially it is monstrous that these 
vans should go about selling liquor just 
as if they were itinerant public-houses, 
Twenty-eight years ago I was Chairman 
of a Royal Commission which inquired 
into the question of grocers’ licences in 
Scotland ; and, apart from myself, the 
members of that Commission were all 
extremely able and experienced men. 
We made a report in which we pointed 
out defects which prevailed in the law. 
and we made recommendations to 
remedy these defects, but nothing has 
been done from that day to this; and 
for two reasons. The first great reason 
is that the recommendations did not 
satisfy extreme temperance reformers. 
They were not so anxious that the liquor 
laws should be improved, as that they 
wanted them to be made so strict that 
the taking of liquor might be made 
a criminal offence. Another reason 
was that the licensed grocer might 
count in politics. Will English Mem- 
bers readily believe that it was pos 
sible and common, until the Act of 
last session was passed, to send a child 
to a public house in Scotland with a 
cup to take home spirits? Women also 
went to grocers’ shops and tossed off 
whiskey behind a conveniently-placed 
screen. [ -hope that in this Bill the 
defects in the law affecting off licences 
will be dealt with, and that the selling of 
liquor by grocers’ travelling vans will be 
put down. Ina Bill which I presented 
last year along with the Member for 
Partick we not only provided for all the 
points taken by the Commission, but we 
were able to meet the objections of the 
trade and make the measure protective 
and at the same time interfere as little as 
possible with legitimate trade. With 
regard to the Licensing Courts, hon. 
Members from Scotland will agree with 
me when I say that the Licensing Courts 
are unsatisfactory, and the Appeal Court 
is a public scandal. There is nothing so 
common, when licences have been re- 
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fused by the local Bench, for the Justices 
of the Peace who constitute the Appeal 
Court to be canvassed right and left. 
They come to the court like people 
going to an election. I hope that sort 
of thing is going to be put an end to, 
and I am glad that, although the hon. 
and learned Gentleman opposite says the 
Bill does not go so far as he would like 
to have gone, he will offer his powerful 
assistance towards a reform that is much 
needed in Scotland, and one which will 
be welcomed by the respectable part of 
the community. 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 
Burghs): I can join in the congratula- 
tions of the hon. and learned Gentleman 
beside me to the right hon. Gentleman 
the Lord Advocate for having introduced 
this Bill so early, but there are one or 
two points to which I would draw atten- 
tion. First, with regard to the areas of 

pulation. I think a population of 

000 is too small. I think it is too 
small for the police authorities, and I 
think it is too small for the licensing 
authorities. I wish it could have been 
a bigger area. With regard to the 


county areas and districts, I believe, for 
the purposes of effective administration 
—which is all we have to attend to after 
all—it is unfortunate for the people that 


they are not larger. The licensing body, 
on the other hand, is, I think, a little 
too large. My own view is in favour of 
popular control, but I recognise there 
are difficulties in the way, and our aim 
should be to have as strong a licensing 
body as possible. Owing to the way in 
which the liquor trade is conducted by 
private persons in their own interests, 
it is essential to have as strong a licens. 
ing body as possible, and, in my opinion, 
the smaller it is the stronger it would 
be, as a rule. Attempts have been 
made, I believe, in Glasgow to get at the 
justices, and the stronger you make 
your Court the less likely it is that out- 
side influences would be brought to bear 
upon it. I agree in thinking that the 
Bill is not an adequate Bill, while, at 
the same time, it effects some very 
useful reforms. I should have liked to 

ve seen one of the recommendations 
of the Peel Report brought into it, and 
that is the fixing of a date after which 
there should be no question of compensa- 
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tion for any licences withdrawn, and I 
should have liked to have seen some 
provision made by which a locality 
could claim from the licensing author- 
ities the right to have its supply 
of liquor conducted under the Scan- 
dinavian system. Under the liquor law 
of the Transvaal, promulgated by Lord 
Milner last year, any community has the 
right to have its supply of liquor 
conducted under the Trust system, and 
the trusts are bound to give the supply 
of liquor necessary for the com- 
munity. Once new licences—it may be 
of considerable value—are given, the 
difficulty in the way of a community 
conducting its liquor trade under the 
Trust system is greatly increased, and 
must be so until it is recognised that 
after the lapse of a certain number of 
years the holder of a licence shall not be 
entitled to compensation in the event of 
the licence being withdrawn. The reason 
I venture to lay so much stress upon this 
point is that it is only by doing away 
with compensation that you can insure 
pure local administration. So long as 
the liquor trade is conducted for private 
profit the local administration is exposed 
to very great risk, and I do not think 
you can have any great reform until the 
liquor trade is removed from private 
interests. But, however far we may look 
ahead in the direction of putting the 
liquor trade under popular control, we 
shall certainly welcome the Bill of the 
right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
Partick) : I believe all Scottish Members 
are unanimous in considering the subject 
of this Bill a subject deserving of the 
greatest consideration in Scotland, and 
they will all be desirous to assist the 
Government in making this Bill a work- 
able one. It is no use now to make a 
speech on the details, and the only point 
which occurs to me upon the speech of 
the Lord Advocate is that I think the 
County Council element is too small and 
the Justice of the Peace element is too 
large. And with regard to taking any 
power away from the County Councils, 
I do not think that is a thing that will 
be welcomed in Scotland. We complain 
that this Bill does not go far enough. 
There are many of us in Scotland who 
have supported measures going a good 
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deal farther. We have knowledge of the 
circumstances of Scotland, and of the 
great evil of drink in Scotland, and we 
think it would be wiser to deal with that 
evil in a much more drastic way than is 
necessary in England. We hope it may 
be possible, without delay, to deal with 
this matter, and that this Bill of the 
Government may be strengthened in its 
passage through the House. I hope this 
Bill will be referred to a Committee 
mainly Scottish in its character, and I 
think upon its merits it will receive the 
support of public opinion in Scotland— 
not only by hon. Gentlemen opposite 
but, as I believe, the vast number of the 
supporters of the Government in Scot- 
land itself as well as in this House. I 
hope the Government will be willing to 
test that opinion, and, with the force of 
Scottish opinion behind them, will be 
willing to go as far as possible consistently 
with the passage of this Bill through the 
House. We desire the Bill to be strength- 
ened as much as possible. 


Mason JAMESON (Clare, W.): 
Although I do not sit for a Scottish con- 
stituency, I have a large interest in this 
question, and therefore have no apology 
to make for intervening in this debate. 
I do not envy the Lord Advocate in the 
task he has set himself, and I do not 
agree with the hon. Member for North- 
East Manchester, who has told the House 
that our Licensing Courts are corrupt, and 
the Court of Appeal a public scandal. I 
do not believe any man in any other 
country would dare to get up and make 
such a statement. 


Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinross): I think the hon. Member 
is in error in saying the hon. Member for 
North-East Manchester said the Courts 
were corrupt; he did not say any such 
thing. 

Masor JAMESON: He said they 
were canvassed as if they were going to 
the poll, and that the Court of Appeal 
was a public scandal, and if that is not 
corruption it looks very much like it. I 
do not see in what way the Bill of the 
Lord Advocate is going to help that. I 
was also astonished to hear the hon. and 
learned Member for Dumfries, when 
speaking on the subject of licences, tell 
us of the honesty of taking away licences 
without giving compensation. 

Mr. Parker Smith. 
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Sirk ROBERT REID: It is not only 
honest, it is the bounden duty of the 
authorities. 


Major JAMESON: I do not agree 
with the hon. and learned Gentleman, for 
the simple reason that in 1881, when the 
tax on spirits was increased, it was stated 
by the Government of the day that that 
money should be put on one side for 
compensation for licences which were 
taken away. Therefore, in the opinion 
of the Government, at any rate, it was 
only honest that these licences should be 
compensated. I must differ, therefore, 
with the hon. and learned Gentleman as 
to the honesty of any court of justice that 
would take away from any trade a licence 
granted by Act of Parliament without 
compensation, unless the licencee broke 
the law. I trust the Lord Advocate will 
not bring a hornet’s nest about his ears 
by binding anyone to the extraordinary 
ideas of the hon. and learned Member for 
Dumfries. The Lord Advocate has stated 
that the Bill is founded neither on the 
Majority Report nor on the Minority 
Report of the Reyal Commission. I do 
not think that with any show of justice a 
Bill could be founded on a Minority Re- 
port. Theright hon. and learned Member 
says he has rejected the Royal Commis- 
sion. Having appointed that Commission, 
I think you are in honour and honesty 
bound to stand by the Majority Report, 
which, after long and careful research by 





the greatest authorities on the trade, was 
agreed to by a majority of seven. I do 
not envy the Lord Advocate his task ; he 
will offend his friends, and in no way 
placate his enemies. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): I 
rise for the purpose of saying a few 
words in reference to the observations 
of the hon. Member who has just sat 
down. I should have been content, and 
I think the House generally would have 
been, to leave a Scottish Bilj of this 
character to the Scottish Members. 
Even those on this side of the House who 
are not Home Rulers would be glad to 
let this strictly Scottish subject be treated 
from the Scottish point of view without 
any Irish or English interference. Our 
function in a matter of this kind is 
simply to strengthen the hands of the 
mass of Scottish Members in endeavour- 
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urpose as possible. The moment a should have been perfectly satisfied if this 


: Femperance Bill, no matter what its | matter had been left in the hands of the 


eharacter, appears in this House, the | elected representatives of the people, and 
hon. Gentleman opposite is certain to) I think the general feeling in the country 
rise, as one of the representatives of | would be in favour of such a plan. 
{reland, on behalf of “honour and) With regard to the small burghs, 
honesty.” He has just said that the | the proposal of the Government will 
Government is bound in honour and | actually have the effect of making the 
honesty to act on the Majority Report of | constitution of the licensing court less 
the Royal Commission. I would like to | popular than it is at present. In the 
know whether the hon. Member would | burghs which have hitherto been Royal 
support such a Bill. I venture to sav burghs, but which will lose their privileges 
Se ould be the first to oppose it, and, | under this Bill if they have a population 


: 'of less than 7,000, the authority will 
without doubt, would plead “ honour | oe a a ty v 
and honesty ” in his opposition. I have | become less popular, because the justices 


ieee " | will be brought in where they have 
= borg baphnones Lag sad 0 | ee es no riper » = I sup- 

, Sieslen’ tn the we of | pon? the idea of the Lore Advocate is 
putting any ailnculty in the way ' that in constituting these courts the 
this modest and, as [ think, harmless | whole of the justices will elect certain of 
Bill; I hope he will think better of it, ‘their number to represent them, and I 
and even use his influence in favour of | presume he makes provision in the Bill as 
the measure. to the method by which that election 


| should be effected. These, however, are 

Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): I have details upon which I do not wish to dwell 
only a few words to add to what has | t present. I hope the Government will 
been sa din this debate. Unquestionably, | Pay attention to the wish pees by 


as we gather its provisions from the very | the hon. Member for the Partic Division, 
clear statement of the Lord Advocate, it | #8 Well as by Gentlemen on this side, that 
does introduce some considerable im-| the Bill should be referred to a Scottish 
| Committee. If the Government cannot 


ts i Scottish law. 1 ts ‘ 
yppameenng English M pie es a4 the | ™ake up their mind to let it be a purely 


“= . Scottish Committee, I hope they will 
ping . ny’ wybets “~- sari make it substantially Scottish. There is 
Ae ge Fs eae tT peti on a waa | hardly a Member from Scotland who 
that if the Sennen had gone further | uaere net to Be sowed as ogpetinme 
Hier would. have hed just sa generous at the Committee stage of expressing the 


Rise’ tf Scottish ovini view of his constitutents on a question 
and corda" support Irom Scoviish opinion | such as this. I hope that in Committee 


irrespective of Party, as they will have the Bill will be substantially improved. I 
for the good provisions of the Bill now | am sure the Lord Advocate will not desire 
introduced. I should like to support to deal with the matter in a Party spirit, 
the remarks of the right hon. Gentleman | and J trust that the Government will not 
the Member for North-East Manchester | resist Amendments if they are satisfied, 
with regard to the present condition ag it will be the duty of Scottish Mem- 
of the Scottish Licensing Courts. Those bers to satisfy them, that those Amend- 
courts cause the greatest dissatisfaction ments represent the general wish and 
in Scotland. The proposals of the Bill, | mind of the people of Scotland. 

taking them all in all, will, I believe, | 


effect, some ge ag ey but at the) «Bill to amend the Licensing (Scotland) 
same time I regret that the Govern-| Acts, 1828 to 1897,” ordered to be brought 
ment do not propose to give in the in by The Lord Advocate, Mr. Solicitor 


counties the decision upon licences | General for Scotland, and Mr. Anstruther. 
entirely to the Councils. I see no occa. 


sion whatever for bringing in the justices. 

Justices in Scotland have very different LICENSING (SCOTLAND) ACTS AMEND- 
functions from the justices in England ; | -ataits Angee 

they are far less important; they have “To amend the Licensing (Scotland) 
much less to do ; and the position is not Acts, 1828 to 1897,” presented accordingly, 
sought after to the same degree. We/|and read the first time; to be ool a 
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second time upon Monday next, and to | practically under the provisions of the 
be printed. [Bill 75.] Margarine Act, subject to the penalties 
provided for in that Act for the sale of 
SALE OF ADULTERATED BUTTER. ve er m ith - ee is 
i this exception—that on the label and 
F Spey cg ha ed bo gs “ut | - the —— of the butter, instead of 
ton), in asking leave to introduce a Bill to : p PR ence Butter” will b we Pigs: 
amend the law with regard to the sale | N h eure 
of adulterated butter, said: This is a ow there are three classes of People 
Bill which I think I might not unreason- who are distinctly interested in the 
ably have proposed to introduce under | Passing of a Bill of this kind. In the 
the “Ten Minutes Rule,” because its pro- | first place, there is the producer, the 
dairy farmer, whose industry, as a rule, 


posals are practically the same as those | ‘ ; 
|is avery large and growing one, and 


of the Bill brought. in last session and | : 

read a second time without opposition. who has a clear right to the use of the 
However, as there are some alterations in | trade description 1! butter,’ which should 
the measure, perhaps it is right that I | be made a recognisable article, and it is 


should: explain it more fully to the House, ' unfair to the producer that any other 
About a year ago the Board of Agriculture article should be sold under that name 
— to fix a —— — = is a one and honest butter. 
cting on the recommendation of a is applies not only to the home pro- 
strong, Np or pp oe they ducer; but even more anxious for ‘the 
fixed the standard at only 16 per cent. ;| passing of this Bill are the farmers 
that is to “y, that mea! tg contain 16 ene throughout our colonies, especi- 
r cent. of water. at was a very‘ ally in Canada, Australia, and New 
fonient standard, because all the evidence Sosleal because it is to a very large 
went to show that so far from butter, extent that their butter is adulterated, 
a. ye Mig cera Mapore, con- | Their better is very dry butter, and 
prcare was nearer 11 or 12 per cent. ve ree th . rd — 
et cee” ssn i ephlay so | aoe eee So 
butter containing more than 16 per cent. margin of adulteration is possible. This 
of water, the presumption against him is | butter is very largely adulterated, and 
that the ““e a am lish. Rory eee in consequence discredit is being thrown 
» Bg pa de 4 ea ies : aed eae | upon the colonial manufacturers, and [ 
Mee have received requests from the agents 
that there has been no added water, the (+ il the b : loni 
law is on his side, and no conviction % 2 'e utter-producing colonies that 
‘oe this Bill should be passed into law. But 
follows. But there is being sold now as } h er . at 
butter a large quantity of an article in ae is po meg weerep " 
which the water has been added after | * Bill of this kind, but — think 
the process of churning—that is to say, | there never was a Bill upon which the 
it can in no sense be described as genuine traders throughout the country were so 
butter, and it is largely to meet the trade | “7 @nimous. The grocers in every 
in that adulterated article that this Bill | borough and district of England are 
is introduced. unanimous—that is, the men who sell 
The way in which it is proposed to deal — at rae yg prdartoegh aa 
with the sale of the adulterated article is | 1 sious to have this adulterated butter, 
the following: No butter containing | j¢ it ig to be sold at all, sold under its 
more than 20 per cent. al pany Ag x true name as an adulterated article. The 
a ines, | pag bauer nay a = gg ‘ill itraders desire to sell butter honestly 
obtained in honestly-made butter—wi"| Thich is not adulterated, but they find 
under any circumstances be allowed to | titi eh the adulterated asa 
be sold. ‘Then I come to the question | S°™P — "i may mene raat: 
of butter containing between 16 and 20'S ‘MeTeasing Gay by day. 
per cent. of water. In the case of butter | It may be said that this is a case im 
of that kind, except the vendor can show which the buyer of this article ought to 
be on the look-out, and that the buyer 


that it is genuine butter, he will be liable 
to conviction unless he has sold the butter | ought to know what he is buying. I 


| 
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think the doctrine of caveat emptor is| will have the effect of putting an end 
often carried to extreme lengths. We to a form df adulteration which is growing 
know very often that the people most every day, and I hope it will put an end 
imposed upon are the very poor and | to an evil which in recent years has been 
ignorant, and it is perfectly absurd to | increasing more and more in all our large 
suppose that these people should know | towns. 

exactly what is the right amount of | z . ; 
water in butter. I propose by this Bill) Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Many Irish 
that these poor and ignorant people shall | butter producers and many Irish dealers 


know what they are buying; and if| represented by the Cork Butter Market 


they buy an adulterated article, this Bill | Association hold strongly to the view that 
provides that it should be stamped as an honest butter, even a salt butter, can 


such, and then these poor people will | 
know exactly what they are buying. 
But while 1 am thus protecting the 
consumer and the honest trader, with 
regard to the honest producer no harm 
can be done to him. There is one 
trade to which I wish to allude, 
and it is the trade in Irish salt 
firkin butter, where it is a certain 
necessity that the amount of water should 
exceed 15 per cent. Therefore, Irish 
salt firkin butter is excluded from the 
operation of the 16 per cent. standard, 
but under no circumstances must such 
butter contain more than 20 per cent. of 
water. Irish salt firkin butter, being a 
known and well recognised article of 
trade which is sold to a great extent in 
the large manufacturing towns in 
Lancashire, is excluded from the opera- 
tion of that particular clause which 
provides for not more than 15 per cent. 
of water. In the case of all producers, 
where they can show that the butter is 
genuine butter through the ordirary 
process of manufacture, and where they 
can show that the butter has not been 
manipulated as a butter—I ani principally 
aiming this Bill at butter which is 
manipulated—the proof will lie upon 
them to show that it is genuine, and if 
they can show that the butter has not 
been manipulated, then no conviction will 
follow. I think it was necessary to 
introduce this Bill briefly as I have done. 
I really do not know where the opposition 
is to come from to such a Bill as this, 
except from those interested in the sale of 
adulterated articles. I hope the time 
has come when everybody will agree 
that we ought to protect more the poor 
and the ignorant against the dishonest 
trader than we have done in the past. 
(A NationaList Memper: Will Irish 
firkin butter containing more than 16 
per cent. of water have to be marked 
adulterated?) No. I hope this Bill 





be made, and very well made, under 16 
per cent. average of water. I have 
personal knowledge of a community 
that has been directing close attention to 
this particular aspect of the case within 
the past two years. They have taken 
some thousands of specimens both of 
butter in firkins and boxes, and they have 
found the average to be about 13 per 
cent. of water. This result has been 
arrived at by taking all kinds of butters, 
including fresh butter, mild cured butter, 
and the heaviest sort of butter, and they 
have established the fact that Irish salt 
butter can be carefully and _ honestly 
made with an average of 13 per cent. 
of moisture. I am sure that all those 
interested in the production of an honest 
article will welcome this Bill. There 
cannot be any doubt that in many parts of 
this country, and in many parts of Ireland, 
farmers’ butter has been adulterated with 
margarine, and there is no doubt at all 
that many dishonest traders have been in 
the habit of adulterating butter with 
added water, thus imposing upon the 
poor consumers. As an Irish Member 
interested in the production of honest 
Irish butter, and as one who knows the 
opinion of the largest butter market in 
the world, namely, the Cork Butter 
Market, I say that we are glad that this 
Bill has been brought in, and I can assure 
the right hon. Gentleman that he will 
find no opposition from the Irish Members. 


Mr. A. K. LOYD (Berkshire, Abing- 
don): I should like to say one or two 
words of welcome in regard to this Bill. 
Not only will the home and colonial pro- 
ducers and the retailers of butter welcome 
this Bill, but the vendors of butter sub- 
stitutes will also be ready to recognise 
the care which the right hon. Gentleman 
has given to framing a just and proper 
measure upon this question. It must 
have been no easy task for the right hon. 
Gentleman to have drawn up a measure 
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which is fair both to the manufacturers of 
artificial and wholesome dairy products 
and butter substitutes and at the same 
time draw a Bill stringent enough to 
grapple with this very ingenious and 
plausible form of fraud. I do not think 
fraud is at all too strong a word to apply 
to it after the result of the inquiry and 
investigation which has taken place upon 
this question during the last two years. 
While I hold very strongly that all 
attempts to regulate or restrict trade 
should be watched most carefully, I have 
been very greatly impressed by the atti- 
tude assumed by all the respectable retail 
dealers in butter upon this question. 
They have most distinctly stated that 
they considered that the consumer 
was defrauded by the so-called milk- 
blended butter. It was not the milk 
which remained in the butter but the 
water, and this was the most plausible 
and ingenious way of imposing upon the 
consumer. ‘The retailers of this country 


have asked that this method of imposing 
upon the public should be stopped as 
speedily as possible, and made illegal, and 
for this very remarkable reason—that if it 
were allowed to become general and treated 
as legal they themselves in self-defence 


would be obliged to resort to this form of 
trade, which they do not approve of, in 
order to avoid being squeezed out by a 
form of competition which they could not 
cope with. I[ think this ought to carry 
conviction to the most scrupulous mind as 
to the necessity of regulating this trade 
as much as possible. ‘This argument from 
the retailer shows how deadly unfair and 
how profitable this form of competition 
was, and it shows how great is the need 
for legislation. I shall not say any more 
upon this occasion beyond stating that on 
behalf of an agricultural constituency, and 
on behalf of the retail grocers throughout 
my constituency, I desire to thank the 
right hon. Gentleman for introducing this 
Bill. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I think 
the motives of the right hon. Gentleman 
are very good in bringing in this Bill. 
He has told us candidly that he has been 
moved to this action practically by the pro- 
ceedings of a certain large firm of traders 
in this country. If that be so, I think to 
introduce a general Act of Parliament 
because of the proceedings of a single 
firm may be looked upon as somewhat 
suspicious. 


Mr. A. K, Loyd. 
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Mr. HANBURY: I did not say so, 
and there is more than one firm. 


Mr. LOUGH: That should not pre 
vent us giving the question a fair con- 
sideration; but the House ought te, 
remember that this is practically the 
third attempt made by the right hon. 
Gentleman to deal with this matter. We 
had a Bill of this kind before us all last 
year, and a good deal of time was taken 
up with it, but now we have a Bill before 
us which is proceeding on an entirely 
different principle, The Bill of last year 
was introduced in the same eulogistic 
terms as the right hon. Gentleman has 
applied to this Bill, and he received then 
the same amount of general gratification 
from both sides of the House. And yet 
the President of the Board of Agriculture 
found it quite impossible to proceed with 
his measure. If the Bill of last year was 
bad, I think this measure is a great deal 
worse. And it contains provisions which 
it will be extremely difficult to enforce. 
I advise the right hon. Gentleman to 
examine this question very carefully 
before he proceeds to waste the time 
of the House of Commons upon it. 
One of the provisions of the measure is 
that butter containing more than 20 
per cent. should be excluded altogether. 
How is that to be done ? It is easy to 
say that. How many transactions 
may there be in which there will 
be 205 per cent., and what is 
to be done with the sellers who may be 
quite innocent in the matter? What 
punishment isto be put on them ? That 
strikes me as a most difficult provision 
to enforce. The right hon. Gentleman said 
there was one class of butter that must be 
altogether excluded from the operations of 
the Bill. Practically the arguments that 
apply to that class apply to all butter. 
[Cries of “ No.’’] It would be very 
much better if the hon. Gentlemen 
who do not agree with what I say would 
speak afterwards. Why should any 
different law be extended to Irish butter 
which is not extended to butter from 
the Highlands of Scotland or from 
Wales? It is admitted that salt butter 
may contain, without any fraud, up to 
20 per cent. of water. How do we know 
that it may not be 21 or 22 per cent. ! 
I believe it is in the western parts of 
Kerry and in the remote districts of 
Ireland that this butter is produced. 


a) 


“ 
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The butter which contains 21 and 22| they asserted, one and all, that it was 


per cent. of water is produced in those | 


es where primitive methods are) 
employed. The right hon. Gentleman | 
has stated that he is going to be as stiff | 
about this butter from Ireland as the 
butter which comes from any other 
ace. I think it will be extremely 
dificult to do this. There is another 
distinction with regard to _ butter | 
containing from. 16 to 20 per. 
cent. This is to be called adulterated 
butter, and the onus of proof! 
is to lie with the seller to show 
that it is not adulterated. ll this | 
ingenious arrangement is to be applied 
to one of the greatest articles of con- | 
sumption, which is sold in the greatest | 
variety of shapes in this country. It is | 
the second or third time that the right 
hon. Gentleman has made an attempt 
to deal with it. I would put it to him | 
that he is making an attempt to deal | 
with the question before the Committee | 
which is considering the matter have | 
presented their Report. There is a Com- | 
mittee, presided over by Mr. Horace | 
Plunkett. We have no Report before us | 
or any evidence. I think the motives | 
of the right hon. Gentleman are good, | 
but he has not considered the subject | 
thoroughly, and I think it would be | 


better, after the failure of last session, if | 


the Government would take time before | 
bringing in another Bill. | 
Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone §): | 
This question has been considered by the | 


Food and Drugs Committee, which sat | 


| 


for three sessions. I had the misfortune 
to be Chairman of the Committee for | 
two sessions. If the hon. Member for | 


| impossible to make this kind of butter 
without 18 or 20 per cent. of moisture. 
One of the most difficult things the Com- 
mittee had to consider in recommending 


/ something such as my right hon. friend is 


proposing inthe Bill, was the danger of 
ruining this butter trade. Although there 
may be difficulties about standardising, I 
think the right hon. Gentleman, the 
President of the Board of Agriculture, in 
legislating in the interest of the poor con- 
sumer who is being deceived, is exercising 
a wise discretion, and I hope that the 
Irish Members, notwithstanding what my 
hon. friend says as to the method of 
manufacture, will support the measure. 


Str EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- 
set, S.): I desire, on behalf of the British 
Dairy Farmers Association, of which I 
am President for the year, to congratu- 
late the right hon. Gentleman on the 
introduction of this Bill to amend the 
law with regard to the sale of adulterated 
butter. The right hon. Gentleman has 
told us what this water-logged butter is, 
and I agree with what he said on the 
subject. I think also he is perfectly 
right in saying there is more than one 
firm that deals in this butter. But 
supposing there is only one firm dealing 
in this butter and making enormous 
profit at the expense of the consumer, 
the matter would still be one for legisla- 
tion. It is so profitable to sell butter of 
which one-fourth is water, that, but for 
the threat of legislation of this kind, 
water-logged butter would be thrust on 
the market, and we should not only 
have factories set up for its production in 


} ° : ° 
West Islington wishes information, | | this country, but it would be imported 


would invite him to go tothe Library | oe eee ., E yh Pegg 


r y ntaining th fe : : 
gad refer to the volumes containing the | water is slightly too high, seeing that 


evidence brought before the Committee, | ; 
and he will get as much as will please | the average is ovly 11 per cent., and 
practically speaking, anything 


any ordinary man. I have heard to- | that, 
night with very great gratification the short of 15 per cent. can be safely re- 
statement made by one of the Members | garded as genuine butter. If the other 
for Cork County, that the butter | parts of the Bill are sufficiently strong, 
merchants are convinced that this Irish | | think that is satisfactory as regards 
salt butter can be made with 17 per|the producer. As representing not only 
cent. of moisture. All I can say, as|an agricultural constituency, but the 
Chairman of the Committee, who heard | British Dairy Farmers Association, I 
the evidence of witness after witness | welcome the Bill and hope it will receive 


from Ireland on this subject, is that | favourable consideration. 


1 
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Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE (Sus- | expectations. This confirms the butter 
sex Horsham): Thereisanother aspect of | merchants in the opinion that this 
this question which I do not think was | standard should be fixed for all Irish 
alluded to by my right hon. friend. | butter. 

I mean. the aspect which presents 

itself to those who have committed to| *Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barn- 
them the duty and responsibility of | staple): So far as the right hon. Gentle- 
administering the existing law dealing | man’s statement was concerned, I think 
with the adulteration of food and drugs. | we may approve of that. Iam sure this 
I have been on the Adulteration Com-!is a measure which will be welcomed 
mittee of the County Council ever since | by every honest dairy farmer, and it 
its formation, and know the extreme | will also be welcomed by that large class 
difficulty encountered in trying to pro- | of consumers who wish to get the article 
tect the interests of the honest trader, | for which they pay. There is nothing 
the producer, and the poor consumer, | whatever Protective about this Bill. 
because we have been defeated again The only protection it affords is the 
and again.in those matters by trade| protection of the consumer against 
descriptions or names which may have fraud. I think that is a very valuable 
been apparent to trade experts, but protection indeed. I think it will be 
which do not bring any idea of adultera- | extremely valuable to the poorer class, 
tion home to the minds of the innocent | because, after all, they are the people 
consumer. Therefore I think the right | Who are more apt to suffer from adulter- 
hon. Gentleman is heartily to be con- | ated articles than the richer class. It is 
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gratulated in having taken his courage 
in both hands and in having described 
this butter as what it is, namely, an 
adulterated article, and I hope the Bill 
will have the almost unanimous support 
of the House and will be carried to a 
successful conclusion. 


Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork Co., W.): I 
wish to draw the attention of the. 
President of the Board of Agriculture to 
the following Resolutions, unanimously 
adopted on 27th February at a meeting 
of the Cork Butter Trade— 


**(1) That we fully endorse the views given 
expression to by Mr. Hanbury, M.P., at 
Preston, on the 2lst inst., to the Lancashire 


| gratifying that the Minister of Agri- 
culture has recognised how much butter 
|is growing in the public estimation as an 
| article of diet. Now nine doctors out of 
‘ten recommend the consumption of 
| butter, especially in cases of phthisis. 
|I think invalids should get the article 
|they desire. I believe the Bill will be 
/an advantage not only to the poorer 
| classes but also to the honest producer. 


*Mr. O’MARA (Kilkenny, S.) said there 
|was good reason why the exemption 
| should be made in the case of the Irish 

butter trade. There was a great demand 
| for Irish firkin butter in the large manu- 
| facturing towns in the North of England. 
| The trade had been in existence for a 


Farmers Association, viz :—‘ That in the case | : " . 
of butter containing!more than 16 per cent. of | long time, and there was an ee 
water, if that percentage could not be proved | turnover. The butter was made in 
to be the result of the legitimate process of | districts where the most modern appli- 
manufacture, it should be sold as adulterated ances were not available, and it was some- 
butter, and that if butter contained more than | 


Al cent. of water it should not be sold at 


‘* (2) That we declare the exemption of Irish 
firkin butter from the general standard would 
be disastrous to the Irish trade, as then the 


| times necessary that at least 18 per cent. 
‘of water should remain in the article. 
| The Committee which sat upon this Bill 


firkin butter would not, as 4 general 


| & three years reported that salt Irish 


adulterated butter of all countries would be 


edid as Irish butter.” ‘rule, have less than 18 per cent. of 


| water; and he thought that the unani- 

In support of the above I beg to| mous Report of that Committee ought 
state that for the past season the standard to have great weight with the House in 
of 16 per cent. having been adopted at | dealing with the present Bill. It was 
the Cork butter Market—which is the| with very great regret that he had to 
largest Firkin Butter Market in the | differ in this matter from the two hon. 


United Kingdom—the working of the 
same gave results beyond the highest 


Members who represented Cork. These 
hon. Gentlemen spoke only in the 
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dnterests of the Cork Butter Market,; would ruin the Irish trade in butter, 
but Cork was not all Ireland, and the /| and if milk-blended butter was sold, it 
rest of Ireland differed from the views | oughtto be described as such in large, clear 
expressed by the hon. Gentlemen. The letters, “ Adulterated Butter.” His two 
hon. Member for West Cork had stated | hon. friends who represented the county of 
that the Cork market for salted firkin | Cork had spoken on a subject which they 
butter was the biggest market in the | knew nothing about. They represented 
United Kingdom. It might bethat that | the merchants of Cork, from whom, he 
market was the largest bulk butter | contended, the first blow to the butter 
market in the United Kingdom, but the | trade in the South of Ireland had come. 
trade was mainly in factory or creamery | Many years ago these merchants in 
butter. A Cork man who was a trustee Cork had shipped first-class Irish butter 
of the Cork Butter Market and had to Denmark, and then re-exported it 
given evidence before the Departmental | from Denmark to Great Britain as 
Committee, had stated that his trade in| Danish butter. He represented the 
the Cork market in salt firkin butter | dairy farmers of Limerick and Tip- 
was only about 100 firkins a week. perary, and knew something of butter- 
making, because he was the son of a 

Mr. GILHOOLY said he had got his farmer himself. He could assure the 
information from the Secretary of the House that they took the greatest care 


Cork Butter Market. 


* Mr. O’MARA said that the evidence | 
of a trustee of the Cork Butter Market | 


itself was just as much worth the 
consideration of the House as a letter 
from the secretary to that market; and 
that evidence was that the trade in Cork 
in salt firkin butter was very small | 


indeed. The Cork butter merchants | 
should not stand in the way of the 
interests of the small dairy farmers in 
other parts of Ireland, especially in the 


counties of Clare, Mayo, Tipperary, 
Limerick and Sligo. He maintained 
that the bulk of the butter made in| 
these counties could not be produced | 
with less than 18 per cent. of water, | 
and he did not think that the farmers | 
in other parts of Ireland would agree | 
with the hon. Member for N. E. Cork | 
when he said that any butter which 
contained more than 16 per cent. of | 
water was not honestly manufactured. 


* Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.) said he | 
did not think that milk blending with | 


'in making their butter, and they never 


thought of adding 20 per cent. of water. 
Some hon. Gentlemen had given it as 
their opinion that 17 or 18 per cent. 
of water should be allowed in salt firkin 
butter. He was certain that Limerick 
mild cure and creamery butter could be 


|produced with 16 per cent. of water. 


There was no man standing in two shoes 
who could teach a Limerick farmer's wife 
in making butter. In large dairy farms, 
not a great distancefrom a railwaystation, 
mild-cured firkin butter could be made 
at the 16 per cent. standard, but when 


the small dairy farms were sixteen to 
‘twenty miles distant from a railway 


station, a larger amount of salt had to 
be used, which involved a corresponding 
amount of moisture; and if an uniform 
standard of 16 per cent. was insisted 
upon, and the Irish system of putting 


salt butter on the market was interfered 


with, there would soon be an agitation 


‘amongst the small farmers to pay less 


rents than at present to the landlords. 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I thank the 


real butter was to be recommended, for | right hon. Gentleman for introducing. 
if that was to be done, and the result sold | this Bill, and for keeping the promise he 
as real butter, where would the line be | madeto Irish Members who are interested 
drawn at by and by? Already honest |in the Irish salt butter trade. The 
butter-makers were liable to suffer from | House would hardly credit the large 
the malpractices of other people. He | amount of money that is turned over in 
had interviewed the most important twelve months in this particular trade. 
butter merchants in London, Messrs. | There is a turnover of £3,000,000 in 
Kearly & Tonge, Phillips & Sons, Loval|the Irish salt firkin butter trade in 
& Christmas, and he found that the | twelve months,and that money is received 
opinion prevailed that milk blending | by a very poor class of the farming 
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community. A Departmental Committee | coddling legislation. If the consumer 
went very fully into this question of | desires to have adulterated butter, and 
butter, including firkin, fresh, and mild | somebody is willing to make it, surely it 
cured, and it was thought that the least | is a crime that the consumer cannot 
that could be allowed to Irish firkin | have such butter. 

butter was 18 per cent. of moisture. | 

That is far from the amount stated by; Mr. HANBURY: If the consumer 
the hon. Member for North Cork, and I | wants adulterated butter he can have it, 


think it was proved clearly by my hon. | but it must not have over 20 per cent. of 


friend the Member for East Limerick, in 


| moisture in it. 


one of the interviews we had with the | 


President of the Board of Agriculture. 
that at times the climate of Ireland was 
so moist that it would be impossible to 
make butter with less than 20 per cent. 
of moisture. This butter is mainly con- 
sumed in the great manufacturing 
districts of England, and it is sold at a 
less price than the ordinary butter. 
Taking all these things into account, the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
has decided to exempt Irish sali firkin 
butter when it does not contain more 
moisture than 20 per cent. I am very 


glad that he has done this, and I certainly 
believed all the time that no matter what 
influence would be brought to bear on 
the right hon. Gentleman, he would | 


keep his word with the Irish Members. 
I congratulate him upon having done so, 
and I also congratulate him on the Bill 
he has introduced. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs): 
So far as I am concerned, I may say 


that I opposed a similar measure to this | 
last year, because I thought it was a/| 
I still think so, but I 
wish to call attention to an extraordinary | 


defective Bill. 


feature which is introduced into this 
Bill, namely, the exclusion of Ireland 
from this measure. My hon. friend said 


he could not understand why Irish | 


butter had been excluded. 


Mr. HANBURY: Irish butter has not | 


been excluded. 


Mr. DALZIEL: But why should 
butter containing such a large percentage 
of moisture coming from [Ireland be 


| Mr. DALZIEL: As long as it is made 
| perfectly clear that the purchaser knows 
_what he is buying, so far as this Bill 
jaims at achieving that object it shall 
have my hearty support. At the same 
|time it seems to me at the present 
| moment rather a tall order in a free 
| country that if a man wants 21 per cent. 
| of water in his butter he should not be 
allowed to have it. That is practically 
what the Bill lays down, as I understand 
it. I understand that Irish butter can- 
| not be made with less than 20 per cent. 
of water. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: It cannot be 
made with less. 


Mr. DALZIEL: For the moment, as 
far as I am concerned, I[ shall support 
the Bill so far as it puts down any 
system of fraudulent trade. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I do not know whether it is worth while 
for me to say one or two sentences from 
an Irish point of view in answer to the 
speech of the hon. Gentleman who has 
just sat down. The hon. Gentleman has 
/shown himself, so far as this Bill is 
concerned, absolutely ignorant of its 
effect. He started by saying that this 
Bill exempted Irish butter, but it does 
‘nothing of the kind. The Irish salt 
firkin butter which this Bill deals with 
and exempts is a very small portion of 
the butter trade, and I doubt whether it 
‘is one-fourth of the whole butter trade 
‘in Ireland. The hon. Member asks why 
should this House exempt butter — 
| from Ireland and not from England. 


allowed to be sold in England. It seems | would point out te the hon. Member 
tome that the influence of the eighty | that there is no analogous trade in 
Irish Members in the House of Commons | England. This small Irish salt firkin 
is mainly responsible for how Ireland is | butter trade exists only in Ireland, 
being treated under this Bill. We must | and it is chiefly consumed in some of 
be cautions in dealing with this matter | the large towns in England, and very 
to see that we are not having too much largely in Lancashire and other places 


Mr. Joyce. 
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in the north, but there is no analogous | 
trade in England. There is no analogous ' 


trade even in the colonies or in England | 
or anywhere else. It is a peculiar trade 
of its kind and the general opinion in 
Ireland is that that particular kind of 
butter cannot be made without a larger 
proportion of moisture than the standard 
of 16 per cent. I think the position 
taken up by the Cork butter merchants 
and some of the farmers in Ireland, is 
really inconsistent. It may be possible 
in the future, by employing other 
methods, to make this Irish salt firkin 
butter with a less proportion of moisture 
than at present. 
that possibly the Cork butter merchants 


are right in saying that at some time in | 


the future it may be possible to do that, 
but so far as the present is concerned, 


with the present methods employed all. 


over Ireland, it is absolutely certain if 
you apply the standard of 16 per cent. 
of moisture you would instantly kill the 
whole of this butter trade, and it is for 
that reason that we made this claim 
upon the right hon. Gentleman. Not- 
withstanding what has been said on 
behalf of one or two butter merchants in 
Cork, the right hon. Gentleman may 


‘take it for granted that his Bill will 


receive the support of the bulk of the 
Irish Members of this House, that we 
are grateful to him for introducing it, 
and we are also grateful to him for 
having put into his measure the provi- 
sion which he promised us he would 
insert. The hon. Member for Kirkcaldy 
Burghs says this provision has been put 


in in consequence of the influence of | 


eighty Irish Members on the right hon. 
Gentleman, but that statement is a 
trifle absurd. This provision has been 
put in the Bill because the right hon. 
Gentleman has recognised the justice of 
saving from extinction altogether this 
firkin salt butter trade. On the broader 
aspects of the case everybody ought to 
congratulate the right hon. Gentleman 
on the introduction of a Bill of this kind, 
which is framed for the purpose of pro- 
tecting the poorest and the most helpless 
consumers of this country from having 
forced upon them adulterated butter. 


“ Bill to amend the Law with regard to | 
the sale of Adulterated Butter,” ordered | 


{4 Marcu 1903} 


I think, therefore, | 


Children Bill. 1422: 
to be brought in by Mr. Hanbury and- 
Mr. Secretary Akers Douglas. 


SALE OF ADULTERATED BUTTER BILL. 


“To amend the Law with regard to: 
the sale of Adulterated Butter,” presented: 
accordingly, and read the first time; to: 
be read a second time upon Monday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 76.] 


EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN BILL. 

*Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKers. 
DovG.as, Kent, St. Augustine's): It is. 
nearly a hundred years since legislation: 
for the protection of children commenced. 
Since then a long series of Factory Acts: 
has been passed, the age dealt with 
has been advanced from eight to twelve,. 
and the hours of labour for children. 
have been limited. And, further than 
this, a system has been established. 
under which the regular attendance at 
school is made compulsory, and there has 
been a provision for half-timers. But the 
effect of these provisions has been for 
the most part confined to industries 
in which children are employed at 
regular hours and in considerable: 
numbers, and the Education Acts, by 
making education compulsory, and by 
prohibiting the labour of children 
during the hours at which the law 
requires them to be at school, has made 
the regular daily employment of chil- 
dren illegal. Up to now the employ- 
ment of children outside school hours is 
wholly unregulated. In the year 1901 
the late Home Secretary appointed a 
Committee to enquire into the question 
of the employment of children during 
school hours, and they reported that 
it was desirable to make an alteration in 
the laws relating to child labour and 
school attendance, and in the adminis- 
tration of those laws. The Bill that I 
am now introducing is based upon the 
recommendations of that Committee. 

This measure proposes to give powers 
to County Councils and to Borough 
Councils to make bye-laws for regulat- 
ing the employment of children by pre- 
scribing the age below which, and the 
hours beyond which, employment would 
be illegal; by prescribing the hours. 
between which it is illegal, and restrict- 
ing the employment of children in 
certain specified occupations which may 
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be shown either to be harmful to health 
or dangerous to their morals. Further, 
this Bill will prohibit the employment of 
children in certain specified occupations, 
such as the carrying of heavy weights 
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*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: Last year 
there was a feeling in Scotland against 
the Bill, but that has passed away and 
the Bill will now be made to extend to 
Scotland. 


| 


and work of that sort, which is un- | 


doubtedly injurious to their health, and | 


which is likely to be injurious.to life and 
limb. The bye-laws, of course, will not 
affect children who are already pro- 


tected under the Factory Acts and the 


Mines Acts, and will not apply to 
children over twelve years of age who, 
under the Half-Timers Act, are wholly 


exempted from the obligations to attend | 
This measure further gives | 


school. 
power to make bye‘laws for the regula- 
tion of street trading by children 
under the age of sixteen years, and it 
prohibits altogether such employment 
under the age of eleven years. The 
making of bye-laws is entirely at the 
option of the Councils, but when they 
are made they have to receive the 
sanction of the Secretary of State before 
they come into operation, and if there 
be any idea that the scheme does 
not represent the general view of 
the locality of course an_ individual 
enquiry can be made in that district. 

I do not think in introducing a Bill 
of this sort, which I venture to hope has 
the general approbation of the whole 
House, it is necessary to deal very much 
longer with it. I believe the Bill if it is 
passed will do a great deal to counteract 
the dangers to which these children are 
now exposed, both in regard to their 
health and morals, and I trust the House 
will not only allow me to introduce the 
Bill, but that they will receive it as 
kindly and with as sincerea promise of 
success as was promised to a similar Bill 
last session. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I do not propose to discuss this 
question now. I congratulate the right 
hon. Gentleman on having introduced 
the Bill and only desire to ask for some 
information as to the territorial limits of 
it. I rather gathered from the right 
hon. Gentleman’s remarks that it was a 
purely English Bill. What I want to 
know is, is it intended to extend its 
operations to Scotland ? 

Mr, Akers Douglas, 


| said. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I am 
obliged to the right hon. Gentleman ; 
| that is all I wanted to know. 


*Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire): All 
those hon. and right hon. Members who 
remember a remarkable speech of the 
right hon. Member for the Cambridge 
University upon this subject must 
congratulate the Secretary of State for 
Home Affairs upon what he has just 
There are just one or two 
questions I should like to ask. The 
right hon. Gentleman said his Bill gave 
the local authorities power to act in these 
matters. Does that mean that there isa 
compulsory power to compel local author- 
ities to carry out the provisions of this 
Bill? If so I am very glad to hear it, as 
I was to hear that my native country is 
not to be debarred from the blessings of 
this Bill, and I should like to ask whether 
one of the most significant clauses in 
the Report of the Committee is given 
effect toin it. The Clause I refer to is 
that in which the Committee states 
‘that some of the worst evils found in 
child labour had been found in those small 
exempted laundries which do not come 
within the purview of the Factory Act. 
Some of them are the most evil dens it is 
possible to conceive, butthey were exempted 
on the ground that only the woman and 
her children worked there. But the 
children work intolerably long hours, 
and I hope the right hon. Gentleman 
has taken that into account in the 

measure he now introduces. 


Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Univer- 
sity): I hopethe House will allow me to 
congratulatethe right hon. Gentlemanthe 

| Secretary of State for bringing in this Bill 
at this date, and to express the hope that 
during the present session it will pass into 
law. In introducing legislation of this 
sort I rather regretted that the right 
hon. Gentleman did not give honour 
where honour was due. This question 
was brought to public attention by a 
lady who, unhappily, is now no more— 
Mrs. Hogg—who took a vast amount of 





eats © = & «ce ma 2 & & « at & 


1425 Employment of 


trouble and made inquiries in schools 
and other places, and laid very definite 
information before the Secretary of 
State of that day, and it is due to her 
that the Home Secretary and the Board 
of Education took the matter up and 

the legislation they have. I am 
sure the whole of us regret that Mrs. 
Hogg did not live to see the result of her 
labours. I am sure my right hon. 
friend may take it that every side of the 
House will give the greatest service to 
help him in this matter, but I should 
like to point out that this Bill only 
touches the fringe of a great question. 
At an enormous expense the country 
provides instruction in our public schools 
for all the children of the country, but, 
unhappily, a very great number of those 
children come to school in a state totally 
unfit to profit by that instruction ; in- 
deed they come to school in such a state 
that it is absolute cruelty to compel 
them to engage in intellectual labour, 
and, in consequence, many of the 
masters allow these children to sleep at 
their desks, or, at any rate, do not allow 
them to take part in the studies. | 
hope in this Bill the right hon. Gentle- 
man will try and take a broad view, 


and will afford such protection as will 
insure that a child shall come to school 
in a fit state to receive instruction. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
also congratulated the right hon. Gentle- 
man on this measure. He had worked 
with Mrs. Hogg in this matter, and 
lately he had found thousands of cases 
of little children who, having done 
twenty-seven-and-a-half hours in school, 
every week were still putting in any- 
thing between thirty and sixty hours 
of hard and severe labour, working 
right up to midnight in many cases; 
children of tender age who were com- 
pelled to deliver milk up to school time, 
who ran errands during the whole of 
the dinner hour, and who sold news- 
papers or vended flowers up to mid- 
night. He would be happy to help 
the Government in any effort to put a 
stop to such a condition. 

He had, in his own experience, known 
of boys dragged up at three in the 
morning to go to the flower market at 
Covent Garden, who got back to the 
East End of London at nine o’clock, who 
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then went to school and fell asleep on 
their desks; who ran errands during 
the whole of their dinner hour; who 
having slept again all through ajfter- 
noon school, had sold flowers or news- 
papers right up to ten o’clock at night. 
Another boy at Marylebone, now un- 
happily dead, occupied the whole of his 
leisure time measuring corpses as assist- 
ant to an undertaker. Anything more 


‘shocking could scarcely be imagined. 


The whole thing had filled him with 
shame and indignation. The Govern- 
ment must, of course, mix up the 
desirable with the possible. We could 
not move fast in this matter, but, on the 
contrary, very slowly. He did not know 
whether this Bill had not got its eye rather 
on the possible than on the desirable, but 
small as it was, the Bill was before the 
House, and he hoped the Second Reading 
would be taken as soon as possible, and 
having got that, the Bill might go to a 
Grand Committee, where a few sugges- 
tions could be made to the Home 
Secretary which might strengthen it. 
These he would suggest later. 


Mr. MIDDLEMORE (Birmingham 
N.): I should like to join in the chorus 
of congratulations that has risen from 
both sides of the House, on the prospects 
of a Bill so much needed, and which, 
when we see it we shall, | think, admit 
will do much good. [ myself have met 
children going to their work at 3 and 
3.30 in the morning, and, as has been 
pointed out, they go to school exhausted 
and spiritless and unable to work. I do 
not think it isfully realised how much 
the physical standard of the country is 
deteriorating by the miserable conditions 
in which these children are brought up. 
And if things are allowed to go on in 
this way, we may become a degenerate 
nation. Let me illustrate my meaning. 
It was my duty some time ago to be in 
attendance at a Charity; a boy called to 
see me, he looked about fourteen years 
old, was very slouching in his gait and 
aggressive in his demeanour. I tapped 
him smartly under the chin and said, 
“ Hold up your head like a man,” when 
he replied ‘‘ What are you hitting me for, 
I am a man andI am married.” That 
was a striking instance of degeneracy. 
The man ought to have been several 
inches taller, several inches broader, and 
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he ought not to have been married. 
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hope this Bill will give to the child some | 
of its rights, and, among others, the | 
right to enjoy some of its life. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): The | 
House of Commons has listened to a. 
chorus of congratulations to the right 
hon. Gentleman on the little measure he 
has introduced. lagree with those con- 
gratulations, but wish tosupplementthem 
with a word of advice. I would venture 
to suggest that in certain quarters out- 
side the House this Bill may be received 
with a good deal of opposition, and I | 
appeal to the Home Secretary to see that | 
between this and the passing of the Bill 
into law it is not whittled away, and, | 
what is more, I would urge him to 
strengthen it. 

As to the merits of the Bill, take the 
proposal to interfere with street trading. 
The Bill is to give local authorities power 
to regulate street trading up to the age 
of sixteen, and to prohibit it in the case | 
of children under eleven. So far so 
good. But I can assure the right hon. 
Gentleman that a great number of 
tobacconists, milkmen, and newsagents 
will try to reduce the age for prohibition 
from eleven to seven or nine, while 
many will say, “ Why interfere with 
street trading up to sixteen years of 
age!” The opposition to this excellent 
proposal will come from people who! 
have more weight in these matters than 
they ought to have, viz., the newspaper 
proprietors, who are interested in taking | 
the vitals out of this Bill. I appeal to 
the right hon. Gentleman not to budge | 
from sixteen, and if he wants a reason 
why it should be raised to eighteen, or even 
twenty, let him go to some of the news- 
paper offices, within fifty yards of Fleet 
Street, when the editions of the evening 
papers are coming out. He wil there 
see from 50 to 
literally like beasts for their parcels of 
papers and behaving in a disgraceful | 
and scandalous manner. I am_ not! 
blaming the boys—the stress of com- 
petition is so keen, and the conditions 
under which they have to earn their 
bread are so demoralising and degrading. | 
Let him have a chat with the City police- 
man, who, with a cane, is kept outside} 
and sometimes inside these offices, as to! 
the way in which these lads are treated, 


Mr. Middlemore. 
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in order to provide some “ Yellow Press” 
proprietors with West-end mansions and 
high dividends, and he will find reasong 
why the age should be higher than six. 
teen. 

As to the parents, I would warn the 
right hon. Gentleman against the “ poor 
lone widow.” She will doubtless be 
invoked on the Grand Committee, 


Fancy pictures will be drawn of the 
‘lady who does a little charing, alternat- 


ing with some of the duties of Mrs. 


'Gamp, who has two or three children, 


one selling flowers at Victoria Station, 
another selling newspapers at Charing 
Cross, and another who has to be up 
with the milk at four o'clock in the 
morning or selling newspapers until 


twelve o'clock at night. Let the right 
hon. Gentleman “ beware of widders,” 
and take no notice of the lady who too 


frequently lives out of the labours of the 
children in order to get more gin than is 
good for her health and to keep later 
hours than are desirable. 

Above all, let the right hon. Gentleman 
remember what the physique, morals, and 
languageofthese boysare. [ readthe other 


‘day with surprise and pain an excellent 
‘article by General Morris, Governor of 


Woolwich Garrison, confirming the recruit- 


‘ing statistics from Lancashire and else- 


where, from which it appears that out of 
11,000 recruits from 3,000 to 4,000 were 
rejected as unfit. What is the reason? 
It is that these boys in their early years 
live in overcrowded slums and rooms; 
their years of school life are not sufficient 
to teach them to live and behave properly ; 
the temptation for them to be driven out 
by their fathers, who are often out of 


| work, or by their mothers who are not as 


good mothers as they might be, is so 
strong that when the boys are over the 
school age they earn a. little money by 
selling newspapers, holding horses, and 
so forth. I know nothing more demoralis- 
ing to a man and to the unskilled labour 
market than casual labour, but its effect 
on boys and girls under sixteen 1s In- 
finitely worse. Some of the newspapers 
will oppose it; some of the parents will 
obstruct it; and shopkeepers will say 
that it goes too far. I ask the right hon. 
Gentleman to stiffen his back on this 
matter, and, if possible, to bring the 
industrial schools and private houses in 
which cruel cases of over-work are proved 
within the purview of the Bill. We 
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have hundreds of men and women out of | 
employment simply because their children | 
are allowed to undersell them in the 
labour market; by which practice the 
children are demoralised, and the rate of 
wages for adult labour lowered. 


Sin GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.) suggested that the Home Secretary 
should, if possible, bring the employment 
of children for begging purposes within 
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MUNICIPAL TRADING. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it is expedient that a Select 
Committee of this House be appointed to 
join with a Committee of the Lords to 
consider and report as to the principles 
which should govern powers given by 
Bills and Provisional Orders to municipal 
and other local authorities for industrial 
enterprise within or without the area of 
their jurisdiction.” —(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 





the scope of the Bill. It was not really 


an employment, but it was one of the) +g: ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, S.) : 


most demoralising uses to which children | : 

could be put, and it might escape attention | — “yn — heyy ed ee 
unless special attention were drawn to it. | peers See eee see erasing 
‘or two remarks I desire to make. In 
‘the first place, I object to the title 
|“ Municipal Trading.” It has become a 
thanks to the right hon. Gentleman for | common expression, but really it is 4 
bringing in this Bill, which he hoped | misnomer, and is not even in accor 
would receive the unanimous support of | with the wording in the body of the pre. 
the House. As to the selling of news- | posal. ‘Municipal powers” or “‘works 
papers by children, he thought there | would be much more = appropriate, 
would be less ground for complaint on| While “ Municipal trading” is, to 
that score if the Home Secretary would | some extent, a pre-judgment of the 
bring in another Bill prohibiting the | question at issue. Then, if it was In- 
publication of betting news. ae to —— vn ees: of 
; | this Committee, 1t 1s to be regrett at 
iy anae Ginn. Ghatitos oy te code | 80 long a delay has taken place since it 
ote “06° ne rer’, | previously sat. There ought to have been 
in his definition of “local authority.” | iore continuity in regard to its action 
and, for my part, I regret exceedingly 
that the sittings were suspended, because 


Mr. SHACKLETON (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe) desired to join in the chorus of 


That would be an important point in the | 
measure, because many small places | 
in 


employed children to as large an extent 
asthe larger towns. He hoped, too, 
that it would be made compulsory on 
local authorities to put the Bill in opera- 
tion, otherwise many bodies would be 
only too glad to avoid the trouble and, 
in some cases, the unpopularity of putting 
the Bill in force. The Bill would be 
held in quite sufficient restraint in its 
administration by the magistrates, so | 
that there need be no fear of making it | 
too strict. 


|the municipal evidence vindicated 
the highest degree the municipal action 
'which has been taken, and had pro- 
| duced a strong impression on the minds 
of the members of the Committee, and 
| I do not believe that the municipalities 
‘shrink in the slightest degree from 


| further investigation. 

Of course, private enterprise is the basis 
of our commercial and industrial system, 
and no one would wish to place any 
restriction upon it. On the contrary, 


“Bill to make better provision for | every encouragement the law can give 
regulating the employment of children,” | ought to be given to its development. 
ordered to be brought in by Mr.! But I would point out that whatever 


Secretary Akers Douglas and Mr. Coch- | restrictions have been placed upon it, 
rane. | have been imposed by this House. Take 


the case of the Electric Lighting Acts. 
EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN BILL. | [t has been said, and with some truth, 

“To make better provision for regulat-| that there have been restrictions with 
ing the employment of children,” pre-| reference to the general adoption of 
sented accordingly, and read the first electric lighting, but that has been 
time ; to be read a second time upon done by this House; just as, in the same 


Monday next, and to.be printed. [Bill | way, one may refer to the housing of the 
77.) | poor, as regards which this House gave 
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a mandate to the municipalities, but, 
on the other hand, placed very great 


practical obstacles in the way of the’ 


performance of that public duty. The 
municipalities have done much to carry 
out the duties entrusted to them, in 
some cases under very exceptional diffi- 
culties; but admitting all that, there is 
still a great deal more for municipal 
activity to undertake. 

Anyone who is familiar with the 
history of this country during the. 
past century must attribute its pro- 
gress and its enterprise in a very 
great degree to municipal action. Take 
the work of the municipalities for the 
public health. There are no Acts of | 
Parliament which form a more splendid 
code than the Public Health Acts. | 
They have been built up by municipal 
enterprise, through local experience, 
and even municipal experiment, and | 
if at times mistakes had been made, 
they have been mistakes which were 
the forerunners of progress; because 
experience, if utilised as it ought to 
be, may be gathered from mistakes 
as well as from successes. On _ the 


whole, however, the mistakes have been 


few and the successes have been many 
and great. What have the munici- 
palities done for the people in supplying | 
the necessaries of life, such as pure water, 
pure light and pure air? ‘The results | 
have been of the greatest advantage to 
this country, and I am sure this House | 
will never overlook the indebtedness of | 
the country to such municipal action. 
And it is simply absurd to call such 
great local and national work mere | 
municipal trading, even from the trading 
point of view, for it has made the 
national health and strength, and so the 
national wealth. Nevertheless, though 
I think it ridiculously unnecessary, 
I have not a word tosay against the 
inquiry, because I believe it will result 
in vindication; but I should like to 
add one word about the composition | 
of the Committee. I appeal to the! 
Government in the strongest way that 
they will at least have the fairness 
to carefully consider the composition of 
the tribunal which is to try this question. | 
I say this, because I complained that in | 
the case of the preceding Committee | 
there were many upon it who had not | 
had any practical municipal experience. | 


Sir Albert Rollit. 
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There was only one, or at most two, 
|Members who were really municipal 
representatives; and I venture to say 
that no one can pass a fair and just 
judgment on the action and work of 
the municipalities unless he has had 
practical experience in their City and 
Town Councils as Mayor, Councillor, 
or otherwise. Notwithstanding the 


| absence of that qualification, I admit 
‘there was much fairness; and I believe 


that many previous adverse and even 


hostile convictions were overcome by 
irrefutable 


and conclusive evidence, 
but I do appeal to the Government 


‘in the strongest terms that they will 


put on this Committee real, practical 
representatives of the municipalities. [ 
think if this course is taken, good will 


‘result ; that force will be given by the 


local authorities to the judgment of the 
Committee ; that the result of the inquiry 
will be beneficial ; and that as regards 
great public undertakings as well as 
private enterprise, which are really not 
in conflict and which ought to be recon- 
ciled, competition will be as far as pos- 
sible avoided, so that both may work 
for the welfare of the country ; or, where 
competition is advisedly set up, either by 
the one or the other, in the public 
interest, it will be so conducted as to 
conduce to that paramount end. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) : 
When this Committee was originally pro- 
posed some few years ago I opposed it; 
and I oppose it now on the ground that 
its effect, and what I fear is its object, is 
to harass, discredit, annoy, and obstruct 
corporation work. I have confidence 
Who are 
supporting this proposal ? It issupported 
by the professional classes, bankers and 


‘lawyers who are interested in it, and 


above all by company promoters. The 
revelations which have been submitted 
to us during the past twelve months by 
some of the organs of the Press in this 
country are sufficient in themselves to 


_deter the Government from pursuing 
| this policy of irritation and annoyance 
against the great popularly elected, and, 


in the main, economically managed local 
bodies. |An Hon. Member: Oh!] I am 
speaking of bodies on which I have 
taken a part; and, therefore, I know 
what I am ‘talking about. I am not, 
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king of the City of London Council, 
but of the great corporations through- 
out the country, which are in the main 
above suspicion, and which are managed 
by men who give most valuable time 
and experience, without fee or reward, 
for the benefit of their fellow citizens. 
[think the reappointment of this Com- 
mittee can only annoy the municipalities ; 
and therefore I will divide the House 
against the Motion. 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S.W.) : 
The hon. Member who has just spoken 
stated that this Motion is supported by 
bankers, lawyers and company promoters. 
I am neither a banker nor a lawyer, nor, 
as far as I know, a company promoter ; 
but I wish to say a few words on behalf 
of a class not yet mentioned, that is, the 
unfortunate ratepayers. The increase in 
rates all over the country during the last 
ten years has been something astounding. 
In our great towns that enormous 
increase has seriously hampered manu- 
facturers. It hampers most seriously 
the railway companies ; and, although I[ 
do not expect much sympathy ‘for 
them, because unfortunately they are 
looked upon as fair game, still they are 
entitled to consideration. Many persons 
have their savings invested in these 
enterprises, and depend almost entirely 
on them for their subsistence. My only 
complaint about this Committee is that 
it does not go far enough. I do not 
consider it is an attack on the great 
corporations of this country to appoint 
a Committee to investigate the manner 
in which they carry on their trading. 
If they carry on their trading success- 
fully, andfor the benefitof thecommunity, 
they have nothing to fear from investi- 
gation; but if they carry on their 
trading, as I believe they do in a great 
many instances, at the cost of the 
ratepayers, then the ratepayers have 
good reason to complain. 


My only coraplaint about the action of 
the Government is that they did not take 
a broader view of the question. They 
are merely taking in hand one side of 
a very large question, and are not 
dealing boldly with the other side. 
It must be obvious to anyone who has 
taken the trouble to inquire into the 
statistics, that the manufacturers of 
this country cannot continue to conduct 
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their business in large towns if the rates 
are so high as to seriously cripple them. 
After all the manufacturer, although it 
may be fashionable to scoff at him, is 
very often the largest ratepayer in the 
town. Not only that, but he employs 
those who live in the town; and if he is 
driven out you will not only inflict 
injury on him but also on those who 
reside within the area. I hope that my 
right hon. friend the President of the 
Board of Trade, who is in charge of this 
Motion, will not lose sight of this larger 
question. We ought to consider how 
best this great increase in the rates can 
be dealt with, and whether ratepayers 
are getting value for their money. If 
they are not some other restrictions on 
municipal trading should be imposed. 


Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Hertfordshire, 
St. Albans): The hon. Member for South 
Islington was very coy about the words 
“municipal trading,” and he suggested 
one or two other synonyms which would 
suit him better. But what have muni- 
cipalities done? I° will give a few 
instances—cold air storage, ice manu- 
facture, concert rooms, hotels, Turkish 
baths, cycle tracks, and brass foundries. 
What is trading if that is not trading? 
The hon. Member also said that there 
were other openings for municipal 
activity. Let me give a few of 
the proposed developments. He had 
seen suggestions that municipal trad- 
ing should be further developed so 
as to take in pawnbroking, banking, run- 
ning public-houses—{OPposITION cheers] 
—fire insurance, and retail coal trade. 
That evidently pleased hon. Membersoppo- 
site. He thought, therefore, it was import- 
ant that they should havea Committee, or 
rather a Royal Commission, to inquire 
into the question. He considered that. 
the matter was much more likely to be 
properly dealt with by a Royal Commis- 
sion than by a Committee of Members 
either of this or the other House of 
Parliament. 

Referring to the financial aspect 
of the question, he spoke of the 
rapid rate at which the local indebted- 
ness of the country had grown during 
the last twenty-five years, and more 
especially during the last ten years. It 
was all very well for them to try to 
reduce the national debt, but if local 
debt was to develop as it had been doing 
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there would not be much advantage | advice of a Select Committee. I do not 
gained. He asked the House to re-| wish to detain the House longer at the 
member that local debt was not under | present moment; but I do earnest} 
the purview of the control of Parliament| urge that the House should allow 
‘in the same way as the national debt. | this question to be inquired into. 

It was a matter for serious consideration 
that while during the last twenty-five Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said he 
years we had reduced the national debt | was very sorry that he could not respond 
£140,000,000, local loans had been in- | to the appeal of the right hon. Gentleman 
creased by £201.000,000 in the same _and particularly after the speech he had 
“period. The indebtedness of local | made. The right hon. Gentleman could 
authorities, was now estimated at/not have cited a more unfortunate 
£330,000,000 or £10 per head of the | illustration jor facilitating the passing 
population. These were startling figures, | of this Resolution than the one he 
well worthy of the consideration of any | mentioned in regard to the supply of 
‘Committee that might be appointed, and | electrical fittings. On that matter he 
they ought to give pause toany thought- | ventured respectfully to say that the 
ful person not to engage in an enter- Board of Trade ought not to seek 
prise where competition would be with| guidance from a Committee of this 
Corporations having the rates behind| House. The proper body to decide 
them. The way in which local indebted- | whether electrical fittings. should be 
ness was being piled up was one of the| made and sold was the local authority 
most serious dangers which the com-| that undertook that particular enter- 
munity had to face. He did not deny | prise. When the President of the Board 
for a moment that municipalities had | of Trade asked that a Committee should 
done a great deal of good in the country, | be appointed in order that his Depart- 
but he held that they had made many | ment might be guided, it appeared to 
-dangerous experiments, and that their | him that the right hon. Gentleman 
action must tend in the future, if | revealed that the Resolution was a flank 
carried into all departments of trade, | attack against municipal authorities 
to paralyse private enterprise. managing their own business in 
| their own way, and consequently he was 
THE PRESIDENT oF tHe BOARD | Strongly opposed to it. What was the 
| Resolution? The: President of the 


or TRADE (Mr. Geratp Batrovr, | F 
Leeds, Central): My hon. friend hasdis-| Board of Trade obviously had not 


_eussed the question whether municipal | given it that attention he should have 
trading is a good thing or a bad thing. | done. The Resolution said— 








The question before us is not whether | 
municipal trading is good or bad, or | 
whether a Committee should be appointed | 
to inquire into municipal trading, but | 
whether the Committee which was 
appointed two years ago should be re- | 
appointed to inquire into a question of | 
the greatest possible importance. From | 
my own experience at the Board of) 
Trade, I think it is extremely desirable | 
that the Board should have the assist- | 
ance of a careful inquiry by a Com- | 
mittee to enable us to come to decisions 
on proposals made in provisional orders | 
for the extension of municipal trading. 
For instance, the Board has hitherto 
refused to admit into provisional orders 
provisions to permit municipal author- | 
ities to manufacture electrical fittings, | 


and that is one of the points upon which | was no reason why it should be re 
the Board would be glad to have the| appointed unless there wag necessity. 


Mr. Vicary Gibbs. 


‘* That it is expedient that a Select Committee 
of this House be appointed to join with a 
Committee of the thes to consider and report 
as to the principles which should govern powers 
given by Bills and Provisional Orders to 
municipal and other local authorities for 
industrial enterprise within or without the 
area of their jurisdiction.” 


All the local authorities in this country 
acted under statutes and Provisional 
Orders which were passed by this 
House. The House had already suffi- 
cient supervision of the work done by 
the local authorities, and what was the 


‘reason assigned for the appointment 


of this Committee? The mere fact that 


/you had a Committee two years ago 


which did its work, as suggested by 
the hon. Member for South Islington, 
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There was no fact alleged or evidence} Mr. PEMBERTON (Sunderland) said 
reduced about dereliction of duty by he did not intend to trench upon those 
any of the local authorities to warrant Bills in the observations he proposed to 
this investigation. Corruption, mis- make, butit certainly seemed to him there 
Sn eat oa bon bw ar | was ground for some inquiry. 
On the contrary, all the evidence went *Mr.SPEAKER said it was not enough, 
to show that a local oo . | in order to avoid anticipating a Bill, for 
regard to gas for example, Managed the hon. Member to contend that the 
their enterprises in such a way as to/| question which was raised by a Bill was 
supply the pe gc agg | one on iy there should be previous 
rivate companies cou o, while at inquiry. e hon. Gentleman must 
the same ee making banmage: pot “al discussion on the subject- 
surpluses which were used for the! matters of those Bills. If the hon 
ee of lightening the burdens of Gentleman said he could make his 
the poor and reducing the charges to | Motion without touching the subject- 
manufacturers. — ea ge wae | matter of those Bills that was another 
this Committee deman e facts | matter. 
did not warrant it, and no section of | 
ice oes gt — pond | Mr. PEMBERTON said that was his 
of Trade to set u ommittee. |impression. The ition he had tak 
the London County Council or the muni- | peg te ae bia gsenvety aad he dk 
cipality of Manchester, Liverpool or | been met with a good deal of opposition 
Glasgow demanded an investigation from opposite quarters. Those who 


into municipal trading? Not a single 
one. On the contrary, outside The 
Times and a few company directors, 
whose policy on municipal trading was 
equal to their incapacity to manage 
their own affairs, there was no tittle 
or shadow of a public demand for this 
inquiry. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed To-morrow. 


EVENING SITTING. 


TRADES UNIONS. 

* Mr. BELL (Derby), on a point of 
order desired to know whether the 
Motion would be in order seeing that 
there was a Bill down for a future day 
dealing with the same subject. 


Mr. SPEAKER said he was about to 
call the hon. Member’s attention to the 
fact there were several Bills on this sub- 
ject, and, as the Motion was couched in 
wide terms, he was about to ask the hon. 
Member what, matters outside the scope 
of these Bills he proposed to discuss, and 
whether he would modify his Motion so 
as not to include their subject-matter. 
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represented the employers considered he 
was bringing a Motion which might 
injure their view of the law, whilst hon. 
Members who represented Trades Unions 
thought he was trying to burk discussion 
on the Bills which would come before 
the House in due time. He should, he 
thought, be able to show good reason for 
asking the House to agree that a Com- 
mitfee should be appointed to inquire 
into the state of the law as it affected 
Trades Unions, without attempting to 
allude to any of the points to which the 
Bill of the right hon. Member for Forest 
of Dean and others alluded. His first 
point was that the legal status obtained 
by Trades Unions was of great impor- 
tance to the country and to the House, 
quite irrespective of party. Everybody 
who knew anything of social and 
economic life in this country, looked 
upon it as a matter of great importance 
to the country that Trades Unions should 








not be in the uncertain position that . 
they were in to-day. Trades Unions had 
become more and more important from 
time to time, and had now obtained 
a quasi-legal status. Then came the 
great combinations of employers. 
Considering the importance of trade 
in this country and the fact that 
the whole prosperity of the country 
depended upon the operations of trade, 
and that that was involved in the relations 
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of the Trades Unions and the Employers 
Unions, it seemed to him primé facie that 
that was good reason for asking for an 
inquiry to settle what exactly was the 
position of the law, if there was a law, 
with regard to Trades Unions. 


The three grounds on which he based his 
request were, first, the uncertainty as 
to the liability of Unions and as to 
what they could do, as well as the 
uncertainty of the rights of Employers 
Unions. That in itself he thought justified 
his request for inquiry. Such inquiry 
would be in the interests of the general 
public as much as of the combinations 
themselves. Secondly, he urged the 
inequality of the position of Trades Unions 
and Employers Unions as a reason for 
inquiry. That inequality was not only 
possible with regard to their legal posi- 
tions, but also from their general positions. 
He pointed out that in cases of dispute the 
workmen risked more than the employers, 
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because the employers could shift their 
business and get rid of the difficulty in | 
that way, 


but that this course was not | 
open to the Trades Unions. The chief | 


ground on which he had based his argu- | 
ment was the natural and broad one of | 
public policy. Trades Unions were a very | 


important body in the country. Every- | 
thing, he thought, should be done, as far | 
as reasonably could, to consider their | 
position, and all that the country or the | 


| 


House could desire was that they should | 
It would surely be a wise | 


obey the law. 
course to try to make their position clear. 


amendment of the law. 
for an inquiry into the state of the law 
as it was, and he hoped the Government 
would show favour to such an inquiry. 
He begged to move. 


Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire), in 
rising to second the Motion congratulated 
his hon. friend on the extremely skilful 
way in which he had proposed it. He 
himself felt the sword of Damocles sus- 
pended by a hair over his head, and a 
sense of extreme peril in the task he 
had undertaken in seconding the Motion. 
He contended that the general law re- 
lating to Trades Unions was in a crude 
condition. It was law made by the 
Judges rather than by the House. 
was far from wishing to be understood | 
to object to what was called Judge-made | 


Mr. Pemberton. 


In asking for an inquiry, he could not see | 
that he was in any way asking for an | 
He only asked | 





He | 
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law, for some of the Judge-made law wag 
of the very best we had. He instanced 
the Merchant Law, made not only by 
judges but juries as well, and the Law of 
Partnerships, which was made in a like 
manner from time to time until at last it 
reached a stage, as the result of an in- 
quiry by a Committee of this House, 
when it was possible to legislate upon it, 
The difficulty the House was in when it 
approached legislation which related to 
labour lay in the uncertainty of the 
material. It was essential that there 
should be before the House some clear 
view of what the law was before they 
could possibly proceed effectively to 
amend it. Therefore it was eminently 
desirable to his mind that the Govern. 
ment should initiate some form of inquiry 
on this subject. Speaking for himself 
he thought the Government would pro- 
bably act wisely in going a little short of 
this Motion—if they confined themselves 
to asking for a report on the actual state 
of things rather than for suggestions as 
to a remedy. He would prefer that an 
inquiry of this sort should be conducted 
in a dry scientific light, which could only 
be done by those engaged divesting 
themselves of the very smallest tinge of 
opinion on one side or the other ; and he 
submitted to the House that the condition 
of things with which they were all 
familiar made it essential and desirable 
that they should have. some authoritative 
statement as to the material with which 
they had to deal. He begged leave to 
second the Motion. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a. Committee be appointed to 
inquire into the existing law as it affects 
Trades Unions, and report what, if any, 
alterations should be made therein.”— 
(Mr. Pemberton.) 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S.W.): 
I acknowledge at once the diffi- 
culty in which I am placed in fol- 
lowing two such eminent Members 
of the Bar. That difficulty is almost 
insurmountable, and I rise not so much 
to discuss in any way the merits or de- 
merits of the proposal of my hon. friend 
the Member for Sunderland as to submit 
an Amendment which, even assuming 
the ground taken by my hon. friend to 
be sound, I believe will remove the 
ambiguity involved in his Motion. All 
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the lawsaffecting Trades Unions had their | 
foundations in a preliminary inquiry. | 
That was the case with the Royal Com- 
mission presided over by the Lord Chief 
Justice Earle, and which sat from 1867 
to 1869 and with the subsequent Royal 
Commission of 1874. If we are to have 
any legislation affecting the Trades. 
Unions of this country then I submit 
that before such legislation is proposed 
we ought to have some inquiry to en- 
lighten us as to what is the actual con- 
dition of the law. It is admitted that 
there is uncertainty in regard to that 
which should be removed. If the Motion 
of the hon. Member for Sunderland is 
passed in the form in which it now 
stands it might merely mean that the 
inquiry should be made by a Committee 
of this House, because my hon. friend 
simply says ‘‘a Committee.” Iam quite 
sure that the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man who seconded the Motion is the last 
person in the world to recommend a 
Select Committee of this House. It is 
not for me to argue what would probably 
happen if there was such a Select Com- 
mittee. The hon. Gentleman referred to 
the bias which some people might have 
who had read, for instance, Mr. Svdney 
Webb’s book; but whatever view we 
take on this question we all admit that 
a Select Committee is not either a proper 
or a good tribunal to deal with this sub- 
ject. Therefore that ambiguity should 
be removed from my hon. friend’s 
Motion. 


Whether it would be better to appoint 
a Departmental Committee of experts or 
a Royal Commission is a matter worthy of 
consideration, and for debate. I think a | 
Departmental Committeeis very often apt, 
to judge from the experience of various | 
such Committees, to labour the official 
view of the Department. I do not say | 
that the employers’ view of labour 
questions is necessarily hostile to that of | 
the workmen. I believe it is not the case | 
in ninety-nine cases out of a hundred ; and | 
‘that the two interests are so combined and | 
conjoined that it is impossible, except | 
with a malicious intent, to divide the | 
one from the other. If that be so I) 
submit that a Departmental Committee 
would be by no means a good tribunal to | 
deal with this question. So far as I know 
the only other method left is a Royal 
Commission. I know it is suggested | 
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sometimes that Royal Commissions are 
often appointed for the purpose of delay- 
ing legislation, but if there is any guilt 
in the matter it is shared equally by 
both sides of the House. I am sure that 
my hon. friend will agree that this House 
should thoroughly understand a question 
before it attempts to legislate upon it. 
My hon. friend holds decided views on 
various questions, and he would not 
suggest that the House should embark on 
legislation on a subject which he himself 
did not understand. It is admitted, then, 
that we do not know exactly where the 
law stands, and there is no other method, 
which I can imagine, of affording us the 
information we require than by an 
inquiry by a Royal Commission. There- 
fore I beg to move the omission of the 
word “ Committee” in the Motion of my 
hon. friend, and the insertion of the word 
“Commission.” I use the word ‘“Com- 
mission ” advisedly, because I do not know 
whether technically I would be carrying 
the Government with me if this sugges- 
tion of mine is agreed to. 

I do not think it is necessary that 
there should be a limit to the number 
of Members on the Commission, but 
at the same time I do not think 
it necessary it should be a large 
Commission. On the contrary it would 
be very much better if all contend- 
ing interests were excluded from this 
body, and that there should be included 
only those competent to form a judg- 
ment from a legal and a common-sense 


point of view. 1 know it may be urged 


that we cannot appeal to the judges 
for any assistance in this inquiry, 
because they would not be able to spare 
the time for this additional work, 
although I cannot imagine any work in 
which the judges could be more properly 
engaged than in settling a difficulty of 
this kind. Whether the Commission 
should be large or small it is not for me 
to say; but I wish to remove any 
ambiguity in the original Motion, and to 
make it quite clear that the inquiry 
should be made not by a Committee, but 
by a Commission. 


Amendment proposed— 

“*To leave out the word ‘Committee’ and in- 
sert the word ‘Commission’ instead thereof.” 
—(Mr. Galloway.) 

Question proposed, ‘That the ‘word 
‘Committee ’ stand part of the Question.” 


3E2 
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*Mr. J. F. HOPE (Sheffield, Bright- | 


side): I have an Amendment on | 
the Paper to the Motion of my hon. | 
friend the Member for Sunderland, 4 
I am bound to say that in putting down 
that Amendment I based it on the view | 
to which the hon. and learned Member | 
for Haddington has given expression. [ | 
had had the hope of gratifying the am- | 
bition of hatching the egg which the 
hon. and learned Member has laid, but 
I feel that now he has cut the ground 
from under myfeet. | willconfine myself 
to one or twogeneralobservations. In the 
first place there is a point on which I 
think we all agree. It is certain that 
the law as it stands at present is obscure, 
and that it is suspected that the law at 
present is partial. The obscurity ought 
to be made clear, and the absolute fair- 
ness and equality of the law ought to be | 
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ness is meant, and that the state of the 
law should be so settled that no Party 
will be able to say that they are 
aggrieved, or that all are not placed on 
a footing of equality. 


* Mr. BELL: I think this must be an 
evening of short speeches. These must 
necessarily be compressed in consequence 
of the narrow lines on which we shall 
have to confine ourselves in discussing 
the matter before the House. I certainly 
feel gratified with the hon. Member for 
Sunderland for the sympathetic manner 
in which he introduced his Motion; but 
all I heard fall from his lips seemed to 
be arguments why his Motion should not 
be carried. They are arguments for the: 
Bill set down for Second Reading on 8th 
May, and everything covered therein. 
I have heard remarks to-night in favour 


demonstrated without doubt or cavil. | of a Committee, a Commission, or some- 
Whatever view we may take of labour | thing else, to inquire into the state of 
disputes I think all parties who have | the law, and, at the same time, each of 
to enter such disputes have a right to | the speakers has admitted that the law 
know where they stand, and have a right | 18 In an unsatisfactory state. That is the 
to meet each other on equal terms. [| reason why Bills have been introduced 





do not believe that Parliament will ever 
give any privilege to one class and deny 
it to another. [Ironical cheers from the 
Opposition Benches.] Certainly Parlia- 
ment ought not to do so; and it ought 
to be absolutely clear that if unfortunate 
labour disputes do take place both sides 
should meet to settle their differences in 
a fair field, and with no favour. As to 
the composition of whatever body is 
appointed to investigate this matter, I 
believe there is a distinct prejudice 
against a Royal Commission constituted 
in the ordinary way. It is found that 
when a large Commission is appointed, 
representing every kind of interest, and 
when that Commission sits over a long 
period, hearing every kind of evidence 
from every quarter, an impression is 
produced on the public mind that 
it has been appointed to shelve the 
matter. I deprecate that that should be 
the case on this occasion. I think that 
whatever body is appointed to inquire 
into this question should be small, expert, 
and impartial. [An Hon. MEMBER on 
the Opposition Benches: ‘“ Why not 
appoint the House of Lords?”] The ap- 
pointment of the Commission ought to be 
made on the assumption that real busi- 


into the House for the specific purpose of 
putting the law on a satisfactory footing ; 
but if this Motion is adopted to-night 
it will prejudice the chances of any of 
these Bills being carried, for it will be 
said that a Royal Commission or a Select 
Committee is inquiring into the subject. 
matter of the Bill, and until it has 
reported the judgment of the House 
must be withheld, and hon. Members: 
will not be inclined to give the Bill 
their support. It is all very well for 
hon, Gentlemen to offer us their sym- 
pathy, and I am obliged to them for it. 
But last year we had a Motion before 
the House in which we wanted the 
appointment of a Committee on practi- 
cally the same lines as that proposed by 
the hon. Member for Sunderland, that 
the Government should do something 
to codify the law so that employers and 
workmen, lawyers and judges might 
know how to deal with these matters. 
On that occasion hon. Members refused 
to support it. Perhaps 1 am not right 
or fair in suggesting that if we were not 
in a favourable position for bringing our 
Bill before the House, we should not 
have had a Motion of this. description: 


at all. 
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Mr. PEMBERTON: So far as I am 


concerned that is not my intention ; and, 
as a matter of fact, I supported the 
Motion last year. 


*Mr. BELL: I fully accept the hon. 
and learned Member’s explanation, and 
I am much obliged to him for the) 
support he gave us on that occasion. 
For once, perhaps, I am in agreement 
with the employers. I received to-day 
a circular from them asking me, along 
with others, to oppose this Motion. 


the Statute Law. 
| extremely slow operation of the legislative 
'machinery of this House will involve 


Mr. GALLOWAY: I was in no way 
interested in the circular. 


*Mr. BELL: I do not suggest that the 
hon. Member was interested in it. I 
simply referred to the fact that such a 
circular had been sent to me. The 
arguments adduced by the hon. Member | 
for Manchester are really arguments 
against the Motion and in favour of the | 
Bill. I know the hon. Member for 
Manchester holds very different views 
about Trades Unions from what I do, 
and that is perhaps really the reason | 
why he wants a Commission, or the 


House of Lords, to inquire into this mat- 


ter. However, the action of 


support when we asked last year for a 


Committee of Inquiry into the state of | ( 
‘should refer to a Committee or Com- 


the law in order that it might be codified, 
has raised a storm in the country which 
has had the effect of inducing hon. Mem- ' 
bers opposite to support this Motion and | 
to show that they are in favour of some- | 
thing being done. The Parliamentary | 
Committee of the Trades Union Con- | 
gress, which represents 1,500,000 of | 
the workers of this country, has made | 
up its mind on this subject, and we are | 


earliest possible date. 


hon. | 
Members in the House, in refusing us | 
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and at the same time associating myself 
with the hon. Member for Sunderland. 


Unions. « 


Ido not think that the views of these 
hon, Gentlemen are necessarily inconsist- 


ent. Personally I share profoundly 
the opinion expressed on all sides of the 
House that the existing state of the law 
is extremely unsatisfactory. I also share 
the feeling of my hon. friend behind me 
that it ought to be amended at the 
But I am not 
so sanguine as he seems to be that the 
8th of May will see an alteration made in 
In all probability the 


the elapse of a considerable time 
before the necessary changes are intro- 
duced. But, in the meantime, it is surely 
of the utmost importance that we should 
ascertain definitely what the state of the 
law is before proceeding to legislative 
action. I defy any lawyer to expound 
the law at present in clear terms. Before 
we can amend it, or before we can con- 
sider the rational application of the 
proposed changes, we should know the 
specific subject-matter to which these 
changes are intended to apply. I trust 
that within the limits of the very 
narrow groove which you, Mr. Speaker, 
have announced in reference to this 
Motion, I shall be able to indicate what 
should be the subject which this House 


mission. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. The 
hon. and learned Member has been really 
for the last tive minutes arguing the 
question of the Bill. I hope he will not 
pursue that course. 


Mr. LAWSON WALTON: Of course 


going to test the opinion and sympathies | I accept your views, Mr. Speaker, but it 
of this House by bringing forward our is difficult to justify a reference to a 
Bill on May 8. I ask the House, and|Committee without, in some measure, 
especially those who sympathise, or even | trenching on the subject-matter of the 
say that they sympathise, with the Trade | Bill. 1 think I might be in order, if it 
Unions, to vote against both the Motion | is the fact that the state of the law we 
and the Amendment, and to be in their | propose to change is uncertain, in argu- 
places on May 8 to give their support | ing that there should be some prepara- 
to the Bill. |tory inquiry to ascertain what exactly 
| the law is. 

Mr. LAWSON WALTON (Leeds, 8.) : 
I would like to say a word on this, 
Motion, associating myself ior the) 
moment with my hon. friend behind me, 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Gentleman 
is repeating the same thing, although I 
quite appreciate the difficulty he is in. 
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Mr. LAWSON WALTON said he sup- 
ported this Motion in the hope that the 
legislation proposed might be final, and 
that the result would not be a further 
conflict between the constructions of the 
Statute and the views of the judges, and 
he trusted that there would not be 
further confusion between Statute Law 
and judge-made laws. He thought all 
this might be avoided by some form of 
preliminary inquiry. 


{COMMONS} 





Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) said 
that all those who were specially in- 
terested in Trades Union legislation could 
not view with favour the Motion made 
by the hon. Member for Sunderland. 
What the Labour Party contended for 
was that their difficulties were well 
known and their dangers well defined, 
and that they had a remedy sufficient 
for the purpose in the form of a Bill 
which would shortly be introduced. 
Therefore an inquiry, rightly or wrongly, 
could only be used as an excuse to 
evade a direct issue on the 8th of May 
of what was required. Holding those 
views it was impossible to agree in any 
measure whatever with any view or 
policy that would lead to delay of even 
an hour on this great question. The 
Tory Government in 1874 found itself 
in a similar position. In the year 1872 
he himself was in a responsible position, 
and he remembered that the Govern- 
ment were sorely pressed, and indeed 
oppressed with the operation of the Law 
of Conspiracy and the Law of Contract. 
In the General Election which took 
place in February, 1874, they heckled 
every candidate in the country on the 
issue which came out at that General 
Election. The overwhelming majority 
of members returned in February, 1874, 
were steeped in pledges in favour of the 
views of the Labour Party at that time. 
When the Government was formed in 
the year 1874 by Mr. Disraeli, a similar 
Motion to the one now made by the hon. 
Member for Sunderland led to the 
appointment of a Commission against 
the clear declarations of all parties that 
the House should proceed to legislation. 

Their case now was that there was no 
necessity in their judgment for this in- 
quiry because the facts were before all 
parties, and any willing draftsman wish- 
ing to relieve both sides of this dilemma 
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The Commission he had referred to was 
appointed, and the hon. Member for Mor- 
peth was invited to join the Commission, 
but he refused. A number of the leading 
Labour leaders refused to give evidence 
before that Commission, and the Govern- 
ment was forced to bring the inquiry to 
a close. After that, a draftsman within 
a few weeks drew a Bill, both with re- 
gard to conspiracy and the law of con- 
tract, which, if not entirely satisfying all 
the demands of the Labour Party, was so 
well grounded that it satisfied the wants 
of the Labour world for a great number of 
years. If the House now agreed to the 
appointment of this Committee it would 
be taken purely as an evasion, and as a 
means of avoiding the expression of the’ 
opinion of the House on a direct issue, 
and all such policies were undesirable. 
It was on those grounds that they viewed 
with disfavour this proposal, because they 
thought it would be taken as a way of 
escape from saying directly “aye” or 
“no” to a straight question which would 
be put to Parliament on the 8th of May. 
Therefore they were bound to oppose 
this Motion, and all well-wishers. of Trades 
Unions, and all who desired that peace 
should reign between Capital and Labour 
in this country, ought to oppose this 
Motion. He held strong opinions upon 
this subject, and he sincerely hoped that 
both sides would join in rejecting this 
suggestion for an unlimited delay in 
legislation, because legislation upon this. 
question was a most urgent need, in order 
to protect the interests of hundreds 
and thousands of the workers of this 
country. 


*Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam) said that nobody was asking for 
delay in regard to this question, and he 
did not think legislation of this sort would 
be hastened by speeches made in such 
spirit as that which had just been 
delivered by the hon. Member for 
Leicester. [OpposiTION cries of “Oh, 
oh!”] The time had gone by when either 
the House of Commons or the public 
outside could be driven into any 
such course by the use of minatory and 
brow-beating language. He had a strong 
preference for the appointment of a 
Royal Commission rather than a Select 
Committee. There was a much more 
difficult question before the legislature in 
the year 1867, when a Royal Commission 


Unions. 





could do so at very short notice. 





was appointed. At that time Parliament 
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appointed a strictly impartial Committee, of months and might be years—and he 
and they recommended legislation which | appealed to the House, for the sake of 
was strong enough to last for a generation. | peace in the country, and in order to be 
There was another precedentin 1893, when | able to conduct any future disputes in a 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for proper manner, that this matter should 
East Fife appointed a Commission to deal | be settled by Parliament as soon as 


with certain riots arising out of a coal | 
strike in that year. If in the present | 
case they got from aCommission appointed | 
a report so luminous and valuable as was | 
produced on that occasion it would be | 
a great advantage, and he did not think | 
any more delay than was absolutely 
necessary need be feared. He hoped if 
there was to be an inquiry it would be | 
by a Royal Commission, and that it would 
not be constituted by the discredited | 
method of giving representation to those | 
contending parties from whom it was | 
impossible to get an impartial judgment. 


possible. He thought the House would 
be wise in accepting the advice of the 
employers on the one side and of the 
representatives of Labour on the other 
side. The employers distinctly advised 
that this question should be settled, not 
that night, but on the 8th of May, and 
the Coal Miners Association advised the 
same thing, and these two associations 
represented 75 per cent. of the employers 
of this country. He appealed to the 
Government not to give any encourage- 
ment to this Motion, because he felt 
sure the people would take it as an 


attempt to delay legislation and nothing 


*Mr. SHACKLETON (Lancashire, | 
Clitheroe) said he was sorry the| 
hon. Member for Sheffield had _ intro- | 
duced words which were calculated | 


else. He hoped the House would defeat 
the Motion. 


Mr. WHITE RIDLEY (Staleybridge) 


‘giv ence . Me ’ bas : 
>, atedince npc tna ter yy wom yen | said he sincerely hoped the Government 


did not think anything had been said to | 


justify the remarks which the hon. Mem- 
ber for Shettield had made, and as far as 
he was personally concerned he should 
endeavour to keep from remarks which 


would give offence to anybody. What | 


they desired was that the opinion of the 
House should be given on this question. 
The employers were perfectly satisfied in 
their own opinion as to what the law was, 
but the workpeople, so far as the decisions 
which had been given from time to time, 
were not satisfied, and they were anxious 
to get away altogether from the legal 
decisions which had been given within 
the past few years. They wished to lay 
clearly before the country the position 
which they desired to be in—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! If I 
allow the hon. Gentleman to proceed on 


| would see their way to grant a small Com- 
| mission. He thought they might take it 
| that it was the general sense of the House 
| and of the country that the law upon this 
question was in a state of chaos, but they 
were not all agreed that the bringing of a 
| Bill before the House was the best way to 
/remedy this state of chaos. It was 
| possible that a small Commission would 
| be able to put the state of the law into 
'some coherent code, and that would 
| probably be the best way of settling the 
| question, which they all admitted was of 
a very complicated character. The Home 
| Secretary had stated that the Government 
| would not shrink from making an inquiry 
if they thought it was necessary, and 
therefore he thought they might take it 
‘that the Government was not entirely 
| averse to the principle of an inquiry. In 
order that they might arrive at a fair 


these lines, I shall be inviting a discussion | « d rgyetns . * decisi h 
which I have ruled to be out of order. [ee Se eee Se ee 
| thought that some such inquiry as that. 


*Mr. SHACKLETON said he would | 
bow to Mr. Speaker’s ruling, and what | 
he was going to say was that they did | 
not feel that the Committee of this House, | 
chosen as suggested from those not | 
interested in the case either on one | 
side or the other, would be of any 
advantage at all. They were also of 
opinion that the appointment of a 


Royal Commission meant delay—certainly | 


proposed by his hon. friend the Member 
for Sunderland: was absolutely necessary. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): Without 
any disrespect to the hon. Gentlemen 
who have taken part in this debate, I 


‘venture to record my own opinion, which 
‘is that I have rarely heard a more 


unprofitable discussion—unprofitable not 
from any fault on the part of those hon. 
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Members who have shared in it, and not | 
from any lack of interest on the part of | 
the House upon a subject which, if we | 
had been able to approach it, would have 
engrossed universal attention; but un- 
protitable owing to the conditions under 


which the debate is carried out, which pre- | 


clude us from discussing even the subject 
matter. We cannot approach even the 
outskirts of the subject ; our tongues are 


tied and our hands are fettered, and we | 


are really beating the air to no purpose. 
{An Hoy. MemMBeR: Ploughing the 
sands. | 
that at the earliest possible moment this 
discussion should come to an end. lt 
appears to me that neither the representa- 
tives of the employers nor of the employed 
are anxious for the passing of the Motion 
which has been suggested. For my own 
part I agree with my hon. and learned 
friend behind me that there is, at any 
rate, a considerable area of the existing 
law which is covered by recent decisions 
with obscurity and confusion ; and, as I 
have said before, I do not believe that any 
lawyer who has studied the decisions of 
the Courts could advise with any confi- 
dence in any given state of circumstances 
what Acts were legal and what were 
illegal, and what constituted a conspiracy 
and what did not. But there are certain 
defects of the law which are patent and 
obvious and capable of a clear remedy 
which have been revealed by recent 
decisions. There is the law of picketing, 
for instance, and some branches of the law 
of agency. 


*THE SPEAKER: I must remind the 
right hon. Gentleman that the points 
enumerated by him are specifically dealt 
with in the Bills which have been intro- 
duced. 


Mr. ASQUITH : I have unconsciously 
illustrated my own contention that it is 
impossible to discuss this subject with 
any profit under existing conditions, 
because the moment you approach a 
concrete fact you are pulled up and you 
cannot get on. I would strongly depre- 
cate any Commission or Committee of 
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I agree with the suggestion | 
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THe SOLICITOR GENERAL (Sir 
Epwarp Carson, Dublin University) : I 
only rise to re-echo what was said by the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite, and I agree 


with him that whatever importance 


there may be attached to this Motion if 
we were free to discuss it—and I am far 
from saying that if we were free there 
might not be a great deal to be said in 
‘favour of the course which is suggested 
—JI still do think that on the matter 
introduced by my hon. friend the mover, 
which is one of extreme importance, we 
do find ourselves almost in a ludicrous 
position in trying to come to any con- 
clusion. What is the position in which 
we are placed? The Motion sug. 
| gests that we should ask for a Committee 
‘or a Commission to examine into the 
| existing law as it affects Trades Unions. 
Sir, your ruling prevents us from even 
talking about what that law is. The 
Motion goes further and asks that the 
|inquiry should also be an inquiry as to 
_what the alterations of the law should 
be. But we are not allowed to refer to 
such alterations, and therefore we are 
‘really during the whole of this debate 
‘talking in the abstract, and we are un- 
able to illustrate a single argument by a 
concrete example, and we are in such a 
| position that 1 hardly think the House 
|—with the exception of those hon. 
/Gentlemen who have gone minutely 
| into these decisions and happen to know 
'them—is in a position to discuss this 
| question at all. Sir, in addition to that 
_we have hon. Members getting up and 
| saying that they do not want this Motion, 
, and therefore I do not really see what use 
|it is to proceed with the discussion. 
| I therefore join with the _ hon. Gentle- 
| man in asking the hon. Member to with- 
| draw his Motion. 
| 
| Mr. PEMBERTON: With the leave 


|of the House, I should like to withdraw 
| my Motion. 


| Mr. GALLOWAY: And I also ask 
leave to withdraw my Amendment. 


inquiry as likely to be relied on as an | 
argument against immediate legislation ; | 
and since it is clear that neither of the | 
interests concerned desire the inquiry I | 


appeal to the mover to withdraw his | 
-Motion. Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr, Asquith. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 





Early Closing {4 Marcu 1903} of Shops. 1454 


EARLY CLOSING OF SHOPS. | of whom represented large trade interests, 
Mr. PRICE (Norfolk, E.) then rose to | Lord Salisbury submitted a recom- 
move “ That in the opinion of this House, mendation to the Committee setting 
the unnecessarily long hours of labour | forth that they were convinced by the 
in shops are injurious to the health and | evidence that the early closing of shops 
well-being of all concerned; that it is| would be an immense boon to the 
desirable that Borough and District Coun-| shopkeeping community, both shop- 
cils should be authorised to obtain pro- | keepers and shop-assistants alike; that 
visional orders making such regulations | the present hours were grievously injur- 
in respect to the closing of shops and the ious to the health, especially of women, 
limitation of the hours of labour of shop | and undermined their constitutions, and 
workers as may seem to them to be} recommending that Town Councils 
necessary for the areas under their juris- should be authorised to pass Provisional 
diction, thus effectively carrying out Orders making such regulations with 
the recommendations of the Select Com-| regard to the closing of shops as might 
mittee of the House of Lords on Early he deemed to be necessary in the areas 
Closing of Shops, as embodied in para-| under their control; such Provisional 
graph 15 of the Report of 1901.” He! Orders to be submitted to Parliament in 
said that at that late hour of night! the usual manner. 
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he would only very briefly tell the House 
what had been the Parliamentary history 
of that movement. Jt would be in the 
recollection of hon. Members that in 
the year 1888 a Bill dealing with the 
early closing of shops was introduced 
by Lord Avebury, then Sir John 
Lubbock, and was rejected by a very 
large majority. In 1893, however, the 
House came unanimously to the conclu- 
sion that some change in the law was 
necessary, and consequently in 1895, 
a Bill effecting that change was intro- 
duced and passed a Second Reading. 
It went to a Select Committee and was 
there dealt with, but further progress 
with it was checked because the Govern- 
ment annexed the whole of the time of 
the House. In 1896, almost the same 
thing again occurred, the Bill, however, 
going to the Grand Committee on Trade 
instead of toa Select Committee. It 
passed through that Committee with 
certain Amendments proposed by the 
Home Office, but again it was lost through 
want of time. Since then they had had 
no formal Bill on the subject in the 
House. 


In the House of Lords, however, 


Now, the Motion he had the honour 
of submitting that night went gener- 
ally upon the lines of that recom- 
mendation. There were only two points, 
indeed, in which it differed from 
it. In the first place Borough and 
| District Councils were substituted for 

‘own Councils, and in the second place 
he added to the recommendation a 
limitation of the hours of shopworkers. 
Indeed he thought that was a necessary 
corollary. It was obvious that the mere 
closing of shops would not preclude ex- 
cessive overtime being worked after the 
establishment was closed, and therefore 
it was necessary to include some limita- 
tion of hours in the interests of the 
shop assistant. Anxious as he was to 
| get this matter dealt with by Parliament, 
however, he would warmly welcome an 
early closing movement, even if un- 
accompanied by any recommendation 
as to the hours of labour. In refreshing 
| his memory with the evidence given 
before the Committee, he was struck 
by the terrible position of affairs in 
/many trades. There were three kinds 
‘of shops—the rich man’s shops, the 
'middle class, and the very poor man’s 


in 1901 Lord Avebury introduced a Bill, shop. In dealing with the richer class 
which was referred to a Select Committee | of shop, the matter was comparatively 
where some interesting developments simple. About twelve years ago the 
took place. One of the members ofthat Voluntary Early Closing Association 
Committee was the Marquess of Salis-| was started by the hon. Member for 
bury, who was at first disposed to take Dulwich and others, and the working 
avery strong line against the measure, | of that organisation in the case of the 
judging from the questions he put to| superior class of shop had been most 
some of the witnesses. But after they satisfactory and gratifying. Up to that 
had called eighty-six witnesses, sixty-two time the hours worked at all shops 
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had been laboriously long. But the | habit of shopping late, but, thanks to the 
Association had produced a marked | voluntary early closing movement, shops 
improvement in that respect in the} were now closed much earlier and yet no. 
better class shops which now closed at | public inconvenience was suffered, because 
a reaSonable hour in the evening, which | people did their shopping earlier. With 
gave a weekly half-holiday to the assist-| the middle and upper classes it was 
ants, and in which there was no Sunday | Unquestionably a matter of habit and 
labour. In the middle class shops, too, Convenience, and as far as they were 

' concerned everybody’s sympathies would 


there had also been considerable improve- | € ; 
ment, but there was still room for more | be With the shopassistants. Long confine- 


improvement. But when they came to | ment indoors was most detrimental to 
the very poor shops the condition of | health, and varicose veins were a common 
. | 


Early Closing of Shops. 


things that obtained there was terrible | form of complaint among assistants 
to contemplate. The assistant had to! 
work eighty to ninety hours in the| 
week, and one witness stated that to! 
his own knowledge there were shops | 
in one poor district where the employees | 
were working an average of fifteen hours | 
daily, including Sundays. No doubt, | 
that was an extremely rare case, but | 
it was certain that in many poor districts | 
in London, and insome provincial towns, 
assistants had to work from 8 in the} 
morning till 10.30 on most nights, and 
even later on Fridays and Saturdays. 
There was no question that they were 
dealing with a section of society where 
life was very hard, and where moments 
of leisure were very few. And in any 
legislation which was passed, in any 
provisional order drafted by Councils, 
care would have to be taken that un- | 
necessary hardship was not inflicted on 
the very poor. 


One interesting witness examined 
by the Committee, a lady who had 
intimate knowledge of the lives of 
the very poor in London, said that it 
was no doubt impossible, under present 
conditions, for the poor to shop earlier 
in the evening ; the husbands were not 
paid until very late, and, of course, no 
shopping could be done until they got 
home with the money. One argument 
put forward for late shopping was that 
it was found that at midnight on Saturday 
the butcher, realising the necessity of 


Nothing could be worse for a man than 
to start a varicose vein, for it led to 
chronic ulcets. 


The question was would an alteration of 
the law inflict any hardship upon the very 
poor. They would, no doubt, have to 
move very carefully in the matter, and that 
was the reason he had couched his Resolu- 
tion in such moderate terms. Indeed, so 
anxious was he to see something done, he 
was willing to still more modify its word- 
ing. If they could by some legislative 
means bring about an improved condition 
of affairs they certainly ought to doso, 
The Voluntary Early Closing Association 
had doneextremely well, butit had made no 
practical impression on very poor shops. 
If they could contract the hours slightly 
at first, they would alter the habits of the 
people, they might be able to induce 
them to shop earlier on Saturday night, 
and the result would be a great boon to 
a hard-working and very much over- 
worked section of the community. Shop 
assistants represented a large proportion 
of the population. There was a great 
tendency for people to migrate from the 
country into our large towns, and they 
got into crowded centres where the 
conditions of life were far from healthy. 

Everything possible ought therefore 
to be done to render more healthy 
those conditions. It was with that object 
that he moved the Resolution, and it 
would be very gratilying to him if he 
were told by the Government that 





disposing of his stock, let it go at very 
low prices. But surely if he were com- 
pelled to close an hour or two earlier the 
same considerations would still obtain 
with him ; he would still be under the 
necessity of selling off his meat, and he 


would let it ge at the best price he could | 


Yo doubt some of the late- | 
He did not suppose there would be any 


get for it. 
ness was due to the habits of the people. 


Formerly the middle classes were in the 
{ 


Mr Price. 


| 
| 


|duce what would be a most beneficent 
| reform. 


night, seeing that both sides of the 
House were agreed upon the main 
principle, that they were themselves pre- 
pared to take up the question and intro- 


Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 


versity) rose to second the Resolution 


strong opposition to it, seeing that it 


( 
] 
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ractically embodied the words of Lord) that it was not able to attend to the 
Salisbury, and he hoped it would be social wants of the people. 

supported by the Government and) [py 1895 there was a gleam of hope. 
earried by the House. But that would There was a General Election in that 
not take the matter very far. The | year, and Members of the Party now 
Resolution would be carried and they jn power, in the course of that elec- 
would hear no more about it. What he | tion, vied with each other in assuring the 
wanted to ask the Government to do | electors that they would make the social 
was to assure the House that not only | condition of the people their one con- 
would they sympathetically support the | sideration. They had no United King- 
Resolution, but that during the course | dom to dismember, and no Parliamentary 
of the present session they would give | reform to occupy themselves with. They 
practical effect to the policy of Lord | had, in fact, they said, nothing to do but 
Salisbury. This case was a very fair | to attend to the social condition of the 
example of the extreme slowness and! people. ‘They were returned to power, 
difficulty with which social reforms were | and practically nothing was done. A 


carried in this country. This was a 
question which had been before Parlia- 
ment for the last quarter of a century. 
So long ago as 1886 there was a Bill 
introduced into that House upon which 
a Committee sat, in which all the evils 
at which the present Motion was directed 
were brought under the notice of 
Members of Parliament. More than 
that, two years later a memorial was 
addressed to Parliament by all the most 
prominent medical authorities in Lon- 
don, including the President of the 
Royal College of Physicians and 

President of the Royal College of 
Surgeons, pointing out to the House 
of Commons the great social danger 
of these long shop hours, particularly 
in the case of women. The heads of 
the medical profession of that day 
declared that these long hours gave a 
very great impulse to tubercular disease, 
rickets, and other diseases to which 
town populations were liable, and which 
had a very serious effect on the next 
generation. That was fifteen years ago, 
and the young men and women em- 
ployed in those days under such con- 
ditions had proved very bad parents, 
from a physical point of view, to the 
generation which was now rising up. 
How could they expect, when they had 
more than three-fourths of the popula- 
tion gathered together in the towns, that 
the nation would be physically healthy 
if they allowed that state of things to 
continue year after year? However, 
after 1888, not; very much was done. 
Not long afterwards a Government 
came into office which was so occupied 
with the Home Rule Bill, and subse- 


quently with ploughing the sands, 


good deal was heard about the case of the: 
shop assistants during the progress of 
the election, but nothing was heard of it 
in the legislature except the various 
attempts made by Sir John Lubbock to 
bring the subject under consideration. 
|And it was not until Sir John had 
been translated to the House of Lords 
that he was able, in 1901, to bring in a 
Bill. That Bill was referred to a Select 
Committee, and on that Select Committee 
was Lord Salisbury, who, at that time 
was Prime Minister, and who, being 
entirely convinced of the necessity for 
some legislation, joined in the unanimous 
report of the Committee, which proposed 
a remedy for the evil. He believed that 
Lord Salisbury, on that occasion, in- 
dicated for the first time the real direction 
in which reform should take place, viz., 
by leaving it to the local authorities to 
make such regulations as were suitable to 
the circumstances of each particular case. 
After all, the closing of shops and the 
shortening of the hours of workers must 
depend largely upon the habits of the 
people and the circumstances of the 
locality. Lord Salisbury proposed that 
the duty of framing the regulations 
‘should be entrusted to the local author- 
ities, who would be {better able to lay 
down rules suitable to the requirements 
' of their respective districts. He attached 
certain restrictions, which appeared to be 
scarcely necessary. Personally, he could 
not see why the local regulations should 
be subject to the confirmation of Parlia- 
‘ment. He thought that if the Govern- — 
/ment would carry a Bill exactly on the 
lines of the recommendation made by 
Lord Salisbury two years ago, it would 
'be a very satisfactory step in the direc- 


, tion of progress. 
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The Committee reported in 1901,{s 


ides of the House, for some reassuring 


and it might have been supposed that | declaration on this subject. There are 


the Government would, in the follow-|t 


wo propositions in regard to this matter 


ing year, bring in a Bill giving effect | which I think have now passed beyond 


to its recommendations. But they had | t 


he region of possible dispute. The first 


done nothing of the kind. A Bill had | is as to the gravity and magnitude of 


been brought in in another place, | t 


he evil itself. The report of the Com- 


however, though not by a supporter of | mittee to which reference has been 
the present Government, which exactly | made shows that the average hours of 
carried out Lord Salisbury’s proposal shop assistants in London are between 
There was little probability of the House | seventy-five and eighty hours per week, 
of Lords not supporting the unanimous | and very often you have to add to that 
conclusion of its own Committee of 1891, | from half-an-hour to two hours per day 
so that that Bill would.doubtless reach during which they carry on their work 
the House of Commons. He assumed | after the shops are closed. I cannot 
the Home Secretary would not oppose} help contrasting that with the effect 
the Resolution under discussion, but he| of the evidence given before the 
hoped that in addition, in order to give | same inquiry with regard to co-operative 
effect to the Resolution, he would assure | stores, in which, you may say, both 
the House that when the Bill to which employers and employed belong to the 
he had referred reached the House of labouring class. These are carried on 
Commons it would receive the support | with the most profitable results, and yet 
of the Government. the hours of labour rarely, if ever, exceed 


sixty-five per week. If co-operative 


Question proposed, ‘That, in the | stores, catering for the same class of 
opinion of this House, the unnecessarily | people as many of the poorer shops, can 


long hours of labour in shops are 


do their business at a profit, and exact 


injurious to the health and well-being | from their employees only sixty-five hours 
of all concerned ; that it is desirable that | per week, it is an unnecessary scandal 
Borough and District Councils should be | that eighty, ninety, or even a hundred 
authorised to obtain Provisional Orders| hours per week should be exacted in 
making such regulations in respect to| other shops. 


the closing of shops and the limitation 
of the hours of labour of shop workers 
as may seem to them to be necessary for 
the areas under their jurisdiction, thus 
effectively carrying out the recommen- 
dation of the Select Committee ot the 
House of Lords on Early Closing of 
Shops, as embodied in paragraph 15 of 
the Report of 1901.”—(Mr. Price.) 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): | shall 
not follow the right hon. Gentleman 
“oppcsite in the controversial parts of his 
speech ; I will only say that, as usual, he 
has dealt out even-handed justice. I am 
prepared to admit, as he has frankly ad- 
mitted, that neither Party is altogether 
freefrom blame in this matter; but, if we 
were to enter into the question of the 
apportionment of the blame, I should 
say that the Party which has been in 
power, with a large majority in both 
Houses, during the last few years should, 
at any rate, accept its share. I have 
‘risen, however, simply to reecho the 
appeal which has been made from both 


Sir John Gorst. 





I need not enlarge on the enormous 
injury inflicted on people by these long 
hours. Without any exaggeration, and 
after long study of the question, I really 
believe that there is no class of the popu- 
lation, except the very lowest stratum of 
the working class, who are so badly off 
as regards facilities for humane and 
civilised life as shop assistants. Just 
consider what it means. They are in 
the shop ‘or fourteen hours out of the 
twenty four; they are beyond all possi- 
bility of enjoying domestic, social, or 
civic life; they have no means of recrea- 
tion, physical or intellectual; they are 
practically working slaves. Nothing 
struck me more, in reading the evidence 
given before the Committee, than 4 
statement of the Rev. J. W. Horsley, a 
well-known clergyman in South London, 
to the effect that the tradesman class, 
meaning shop assistants, and small 
tradesmen who have no assistants of 
their own, never enter the public libraries. 
You see artisans, clerks, and members of 
almost every other class of the community 
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availing themselves of these libraries, but 
shop assistants cannot. I am sure | 
have the universal sympathy of the 
House in saying that such a state of 
things is a disgrace. 

The second proposition, which I think 
is equally clear, is that it has been 


demonstrated by a generation of dis- | 


interested and zealous effort, that volun- 
tary action is not sufficient. We have 
had our Early Closing Associations, and 
they have undoubtedly done a great deal, 
particularly in the better class of shops, | 
not so much to shorten the average hours | 
of labour, as to bring about something in 
the nature of a weekly half-holiday. But | 
voluntary associations are insufficient for 
the purpose, as has been shown over and 
overagain, because a single, selfish, profit- 
seeking tradesman ina district can defeat 
the combined action of those who are 
disposed to close their shops and give 
reasonable facilities to their employees. 
These two propositions being granted, | 
and I think they are amply proved, we | 
are driven to legislation. It is really a 
melancholy and discreditable thing that 
for eighteen years, while both parties 
in the State had been practically agreed 
on these two propositions, nothing really 
effective has been done, except that very 
homceo pathic measure for shortening the 
hours of young persons in shops, which | 
does very little, and is, I am afraid, but 
inadequately administered. What I) 
want to elicit from the Government, if | 
Ican, is this. The right hon. Gentle 
man opposite has shown that Lord | 
Salisbury himself has indicated a way. | 
I want the Government to assure us| 
that they will take up seriously, and this | 
session, one or other of the practical pro- | 
posals which have been put before | 
Parliament, and so bring about a solution | 
of this evil. For myself, though I admit | 
there are arguments on both sides, | | 
think that, on the whole, the balance of | 
argument is in favour of leaving the) 
matter to the discretion of the local 
authorities. The conditions are so 
various, as between different communi- 
ties, that to lay down a hard and fast 
cast-iron rule for the whole country 
might be productive of considerable 
mischief. I have sufficient confidence in 
the county and town councils—and | 
believe that confidence is shared by the 
bulk of Members on both sides—to know 
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that in these matters they would be 
responsive to public opinion and anxious 
to improve the condition of this class of 
the population, without, on the other 
hand, being guilty of anything in the 
nature of tyranny or arbitrary action. 
I would leave the matter to them with- 
out any reference to Parliament. The 
machinery of a Provisional Order, with 
its delay, cumbrousness, and expense, 
is not one that it is desirable to use in 
a matter of this kind. But I do not 
want to labour that now. I want an 
assurance from the Government that 
when that measure reaches this House 
they will grant it the facilities which 
only a Government can give, so that it. 
may pass into law, and at last clear 
away from our social structure that 
which has long been a scandal and a 
disgrace. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam. 
berwell, Peckham) said the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite had stated that the 
shop assistants worked very long hours, 
and therefore he would place the whole of 
the business of the shopkeepers in the 
hands of the Borough Caendle, (“ No.”) 
He thought that was the result. of the 
right hon. Gentleman’s argument. The 
local authorities were to fix the hours— 
not the hours that the people might 
work, but the hours that the shops 
were to be kept open. They might have 
poor people, a poor man and his wife, 
who were ready to keep open in order 
to earn a little money, and the 
right hon. Gentleman would compel 
them to close. That was a most 
extraordinary doctrine to be enunci- 
ated from the Front Bench opposite. 
It really seemed as though the people of 
this country were not to be allowed to 
do anything except under the regulation 
of the local authority. Much had been 
said lately as to the necessity of education 
to enable us to compete commercially with 
other countries, but what was wanted 
was not so much legislation as the free- 
dom of every man to manage his own 
affairs in the way he thought best for 
his own interests. The mover of the 
Resolution was evidently aware of the 
evils which might result from the Motion, 
because he had said that it should 
be put in force slightly and tentatively 
at first. But there was nothing in the 
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people who knew nothing whatever 
about the particular cases with which 
they might have to deal. 
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Resolution to that effect. The question 
of the very poor camein. People who 
were employed until six or seven o'clock, 
‘and had their purchases to make after 
they arrived home, would, under this 
Resolution, be unable to do their shopping 
at all. There were also the small shop- 
keepers, who would practically be deprived 
of their means of livelihood. Many of | also implied the freedom of an unreason- 
these people, although their shops were | able person to make his competitors 
open from eight o’clock in-the morning, | work as long as he pleased, and in this 
did not really commence business until | country we usually proceeded on the 
eight o'clock in the evening, the re-| assumption that the wisdom of the 
mainder of the day being spent in the | many was superior to the obstinacy of 
shop parlour. |the one. The Committee of the House 

The Act of three or four years | of Lords, whose Report was largely 
by which shopkeepers were | drawn up by Lord Salisbury himself, 


ago, e | 
compelled to provide seats for their | Stated :— 


women assistants, had to a great extent| “We have endeavoured to ascertain the views 
removed the evils to which reference | of os ae Naga wf onions 

e as " | petition, and resolution. e have had before 
had been made by ores speakers. | us the views of a large number of tradesmen, 
The medical evidence before the House 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham. W.) said 
the hon. Member for Peckham had made 
a great point of the freedom of a man 
to work as long as he pleased, but that 





; | and of associations formed for the purposes of 
of Lords Committee was practically con- | trade in all parts of the country. Of these 
fined to women, and if the hon. Member | — ty Cle tog —a 
i ° . . ) larly Losing > , and me Ww y 

had introduced a Resolution restricting | : = whist cone 


~ ‘ | to see it made more stringent, while the only 
the hours of women he might possibly | tradesmen or associations who have petitioned 
have supported it. 


Up to the present | or desired to give evidence against the Bill are 
there had been no legislation affecting 


the off-licence holders and the London pawn- 
' brokers. ” 
the hours of labour of the adult male. || : 
As to the hours of railway servants, they | That did not appear to support the 
were not limited. If representations | 4a™guments of the hon. Member for 
were made that the hours of labour of | Peckham. The hon. Member for the 
railway servants were excessive, and | Peckham Division also argued that this 
might cause danger to the public, the | proposal would give the Town Council 
Board of Trade had power to step in and | power over the shops within its area. 
say that such hours should not be | Now what was the proposal? It was 
worked. But that wasan entirely differ- not a hard and fast piece of legislation 


ent thing from laying down a hard-and- | for the whole of the country. It applied 


fast rule that no adult male was to work | in the first instance to that part of the 
beyond a certain number of hours per | country from which the demand for it 


week. Even if the hon. Member had | arose. 


confined this Resolution to saying that | 
the hours of shop assistants were to be 
limited, it would be introducing a very 
dangerous precedent, and one which 
might lead to serious results. But the 
hon. Member had gone further than 
that. and declared that a man might 
not work for himself as long as he liked 
without State interference. That was a 
serious matter, and he hoped the 
Government would say that as long as 
a man chose to work in this free 
country he should be allowed to do so. 
In that way they would do more for the 
prosperity of the country than would be 
done by all‘the efforts of Ministers of 


If a Town Council after consulting 
their constituents and hearing local 
opinion desired to do something in the 
way of restricting hours, then that 
Council might obtain a Provisional 
Order, with all its safeguards, which 
must be submitted to this House before 
it could have the force of law. Could 
anyone contend that that could be 


| described as handing over the trade of a 


borough to the local authority. The 
Report of the Select Committee recom- 
' mended that the local authority should 
| be authorised to obtain a Provisional 
Order, which should be submitted to 
Parliament before it had the force of 
law. Therefore he submitted to the 





Commerce, Borough Councils, and other 
Sir Frederick Banbury. 
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House, and especially to the Home| the local authorities. They knew from 
Secretary, that the proposal was a/ the Report of the Committee of the 
moderate and restricted proposal, and House of Lords that the shopkeepers as a 
that the right hon. Gentleman could | whole were entirely in favour of legisla- 
hardly decline to extend to it the bless- tion on the lines of the Motion, and he 
ing of the Government. Depend upon hoped that the Government would see 
it, it would not be availed of in any | their way to take the matter up and pass 
locality until the municipality were per- the desired legislation. He thought it 
fectly satisfied that they could adopt it | would be a grave reflection on the House 
without the risk of losing their own seats. | if, after acknowledging the principle for 
The course of moderation could not so many years, they were to let the 
further go ; and he hoped that the pro- | matter slide. However, he had every 
posal would have the support of the confidence that the Government would 
Government. The shop assistants were show that in this respect they cared for 
in favour of it, and he was perfectly the real interests of the hard working 
certain that the chief thing they desired | people of this country; and that they 
was a reduction of their hours of labour ;| would add to the Statute Book a measure 
the traders themselves approved of it ; which would materially increase their 
several associations of employers approved | happiness. 
of it; Trades Union Conferences had 
passed resolutions in favour of it; and| *Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) said 
he thought that, altogether, the case was ‘that the hon. Gentleman the Member 
a very strong one from every point of for the Peckham Division — stated 
view. 'that if the Resolution were limited 
| to the case of women he was not sure 
* Ligut.-COLONEL GEORGE KEMP | that he might not support it. He did 
(Lancashire, Heywood) said he wished | not feel very sure that the hon. Gentle- 
to say a few words in favour of the | man would support it even then. 
Motion, because he had already taken | 
some steps in favour of even more) Sir FREDERICK BANBURY: With- 
He did not think | draw the Motion and introduce one 
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stringent legislation. 
that any hon. Member would have opposed | referring to women. 
the Motion, seeing that its principle had | 
been affirmed over and over again ; and he | 
was rather surprised that his hon. friend | the good fortune of his hon, friend in 


*Mr. TENNANT said that he had not 





the Member for the Peckham Division | 
should have taken exception to it on the | 
ground that it would put more power 
into the hands of the local authorities. | 
Surely they on that side of the House had | 


been giving powers of decentralisation in | 
many directions. They had given it with | 
reference to edueation, and had trusted | 
the local authorities in that matter ; and | 
he hoped that it might be given, in the 
dim and distant future, even to the 
Army. If power were given to the local 
authorities in this matter they would 
know the requirements of the public, and 
the wishes of the electorate would be 


the ballot, but if he had he would not 
have introduced a less drastic Motion. 
Probably his Motion would be a little 


| more forward, because he agreed with 


the hon. Gentleman who had just spoken 
that the House had nothing to boast 
about in its relation to this question. 
What had they done? They passed what 
his right hon. friend called a homeo- 
pathic measure, but what was the use of 
homeeopathy in a case like this. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer knew as 
well as anyone else that the only law of 
the land with reference to shops except 


consulted. After all the principal part | the Seats Act was the Act limiting 
of the electorate were not shopkeepers | the hours of young persons to 74a 
or shop assistants, but the public; and| week, ind this was not administered 
the great argument, as he understood it, | in 50 per cent. of the cases. It could 
against the Motion was, that the public | not be administered because young girls, 
might be inconvenienced by any curtail-| of all ages up to eighteen, could not 
ment of hours; but as the public formed | remember at the end of the week how 
the larger part of the electorate, their) many hours they had worked. They 
wishes would be the most consulted by | got bamboozled when they were asked. 
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The hon. Member for the 
Division also introduced the story of the 
man and _ his wife, and their old friend 
the widow. They had timely warning 
given to them by the hon. Member for 
Battersea not to be misled by the old 
story of the widow. Finally the hon. 
Member for the Peckham Division came 
to the conclusion that if this country 
meant to compete with foreign countries 
it should employ women and girls eighty- 
four or ninety hours a week. 


He had from his hon. friend the 
Member for the Clitheroe Divisiona list of 
the hours worked per week in the 
Co-operative Society at Darwen. They 
were as follows :—Monday, ten and a 
half; Tuesday, four; Wednesday, nine 
and a half; Thursday, ten ; Friday, eleven 
and a half; and Saturday, eleven and 
a half—a total of fifty-seven hours 
per week. He was talking to a shop 
assistant some time ago, and she said 
she worked from seventy-six to eighty 
hours, and she added that that was 
nothing to the hours of her little sister 
in Kings Road, Chelsea, who worked 
91 hours a week, including six hours on 
Sunday. He had been refreshing 
his memory with the evidence given 
before the Committee of the House of 
Lords, the most interesting part of 
which was the evidence of Miss Octavia 
Hill, and her cross-examination by the 
late Prime Minister. Lord Salisbury 
could only be persuaded with great 
difficulty that shops did remain open in 
London on Sundays, and he asked if 
there was not an Act of Parliament 
against it. No doubt there was, but as 
the penalty was only 2s. 6d., and as the 
shopkeeper would make at least 3s. 6d. 
by keeping open, it was not surprising 
that the Act almost a dead 
Mr. Tennant. 
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letter. He sincerely hoped that this 
Motion would be carried. They had re- 
mained too long looking at the subject ; 
and it was really a reproach on the House 
of Commons that it had delayed so long 
in dealing with it. 


of Shops. 


Major EVANS-GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney) said he was in general 
agreement with what had fallen from his 
hon. friend the Member for the Peckham 
Division ; but he hoped that, in agreeing 
with his hon. friend, it would not be 
supposed that he was wanting in sym- 
pathy with people who had to work in 
many cases very long hours. But al- 
though they might have the deepest 
sympathy with such people—and he was 
sure he had—they should think of the 
shopkeepers to whom his hon. friend 
referred, and whose very lives depended 
on keeping their shops open to what 
might seem unreasonable hours. In the 
part of London which he represented, the 
people who did the shopping were em- 
ployed in all parts of the Metropolis 
They were out at all hours, and bought 
the smallest quantity at the most extra 
ordinary hours of the day and night,. 
when the money happened to come in. 
It would be a terrible hardship on the 
shopkeepers and those people if they 
were handed over. to the local authority 
It had been said by his hon. friend oppo- 
site that they were out of touch with 
the sentiments of those people if it was 
thought that they desired to keep their 
shops open; but he knew that a great 
number of the people in the East End of 
London would view the adoption of this 
Motion with great alarm. There were one 
or two points which had not yet been dealt 
with, to which he wished to refer. Had 
it occurred to anyone the extraordinary 
situation that would arise if, for instance,, 

















ast 
as 


nd 
ed 
lat 


m- 


reir" 


1 of 
this 
one 
ealt 
Had 


1ary 


ince, 











Early Closing 


1469 
in the East End of London one Borough 
Council were to adopt a resolution of 
this nature, and a neighbouring Borough 
That would create a 
most extraordinary state of things, and 


Council were not. 


he submitted it was a very great ob- 
One other point had not been 
referred to. There were 80,000 people 
in London who would be affected by 
this Resolution—he meant the coster- 
mongers. In the East End of London 
an immense amount of shopping was 


jection. 


done from barrows, and a great number 
of people were employed in carrying 
perishable goods about the streets in 
barrows. It would be a great hardship 
on them if they were told that after a 
certain hour they could not sell their 


goods. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said the 
House knew the facts with regard to the 
danger and evils which accrued from late 
shopping, and he was really surprised that 
the hon. and gallant Gentleman who had 
just sat down had not expressed his inten- 
tion to abate the nuisance. He was also 
sorry that the hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man should have introduced the East 
End of London, and should have used 
reactionary and obsoletearguments. He 
too represented a constituency in which 
there were large numbers of poor people, 
and also costermongers, and he con- 
tended that in the interest of the shop- 
keeper, in the interest of the shop 
assistant, in the interest of the pur- 
chaser, and ia the interest of the coster- 


monger, there was no reason why a 


maximum number of hours should not 
be fixed. The hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man spoke of men who were employed 
late at night, but who bought the food 
Who bought lighter- 
[FourTH SERIES. | 


for such men ? 
VOL. CXVIII. 
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man’s steak? If he were a decent 
fellow, as he generally was, he was 


married, and his wife bought it. 


Masor EVANS-GORDON aaid that 
a carman’s wife could not buy food 
until the carman came home late at 
night with his money. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS said he would 
deal with that later. The lighterman’s 
wife bought his steak, if he were 
married; and if he were single, his 
landlady bought it, but not at one or 
two oclock in the morning. If the 
landlady wanted to get her young man 
lodger into a happy mood, she would 
buy his steak at a proper hour, and not 
have to depend on cagmag ornaments. 
As to the carman, he was not paid 
He was paid on Tuesdays and 
Fridays, and had sufficient money to 
allow his wife or his landlady to shop 
at reasonable hours. Mechanics now 
had short hours, but they were inclined 
to rather selfishly impose long hours 
on the people who served them. The 
shopkeeper’s assistant ought to get 
protection from the too often selfish 
and greedy mechanic, whose wife too 
frequently bought the Sunday dinner 


daily. 


at midnight on Saturday night. 
He would tell the hon. and _ gallant 
Member what would happen. The local 


authorities, when this Resolution took the 
form of an Act, would give it six months 
working, and if an anomaly was disclosed 
they would make the Resolution uniform 
and applicable to all the Borough Council 
areas. 


The hon. Baronet the Member for 
Peckham really surprised him on these 


matters. He had spoken on behalf of 





working men, but he really did not know 
3F 
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a great deal about them. The hon. 
Member had stated that there were some 
people who worked late at night. That 
was no excuse for late shopping. Work- 
men did not shop. Shopping was done 
by their wives and families. Skilled and 
unskilled labourers were now getting 
reasonably short hours, and it was 
scandalous: that shops should be open for 
sixteen hours, though they were not 
doing more than six or eight hours 
effective work in the time. 
Member for Peckham did not go shopping 
after eleven o'clock at night. In the 
West End of London the big shops were 
asa rule closed early. If Belgravia could 
shop at the Army and Navy Stores 
between ten and five o'clock, he saw 
no reason why something like reasonable 
hours should not be kept in the New 
Cut. Voluntary closing could be broken 
down by a few greedy shopkeepers with 
a little capital; the pressure of a law 
in which common-sense should be em- 
bodied was required. In the East End 
there was no reason why British shop 
keepers should be subjected to the unfair 
competition of aliens who worked from 
sixteen to eighteen hours a day, and, 


as was shown last week at Stepney, | 


sometimes disposed of putrid foodstufts 
in the late rush on Saturday night. It 


was because he believed that the adoption | 


of such a Resolution as this would enable 
the people to buy better and cheaper food, 
at a time of day when they could detect 
the bad from the good, that he sup- 
ported it. 


* Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: The House 
will desire to hear from me what recep- 
tion the Government are prepared to 
give to this Resolution, and what view 
we take in regard to this matter. I can- 


not complain at all of the terms of the 
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| Resolution moved by the hon. Member 
for East Norfolk, nor of the tone in 
_which he has addressed the House. | 
fully sympathise with him in the view 
he takes as to the hardships which are 
‘inflicted on many of these people in the 
shops of London. There has been a very 
| general opinion for a long time past in 
favour of some form of early closing. I 
think opinion has certainly grown in the 
last five or six years in that direction. 
There is, I think, quite a general desire 
|that shops should close earlier, and 
possibly the only feeling which is in 
conflict with that view is the feeling 
which has been expressed by the hon. 
Members for Peckham and Stepney, who 
seem to think, and possibly not without 
reason, that the smaller shopkeepers 
might suffer. But I am one of those who 
think that we might safely adopt the 
suggestion contained in the final clause 
of the report of the Lords Committee, 
and allow the Borough Councils to deal 
with this question. I think they are 
perfectly capable of exercising the power, 
and further than that, I honestly believe 
they will exercise it with justice. [| 
believe that they will not venture, 
probably, to make any such proposition 
unless they have first taken a plebiscite 
of their population and decided on it 
| upon a given proportion, and I believe 
| that in most of the districts or boroughs 
| three-fourths of the shopkeepers them- 
| selves would vote in favour of a proposi- 
‘tion for the earlier closing of shops. 
| There need not be any hardship on the 
smaller shopkeepers, because their views 
would in one way or another be heard. 


My right hon. friend the Member for 
Cambridge University has challenged us 
|for not having ourselves introduced a 
| Bill to deal with this subject in the years 
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we have been in office. As my hon. the Resolution he moved. He winds up 
friend the Member for Peckham has his Resolution by saying— ; 
pointed out, a certain amount of the “Thus effectively carrying out the recom- 
blame, if blame there be, falls equally on | mendation of the Select Committee of the 


his shoulders, because he was a Member | House of Lords on Early Closing of Shops, as 
| embodied in paragraph 15 of the Report of 

of the same Government. But I do | 1901 ;” ‘ 

not think the question was quite. ’ 

in the same position then as it has and yet in the earlier part of his Reso- 


been since this unanimous report of the lution he asks us to agree to a proposal 
House of Lords Committee was presented. 'which would include the limitation of 
I think that the feeling that we were | the hours of labour in shops. There is 
not at all assured that there was any nothing of that in the Resolution carried 
general opinion in favour of this proposal, | '” the House of Lords. 

or any general likelihood of being able Then I have felt that that Bill 
to carry a Measure of this sort unless it which was introduced and printed 
was made a principal Measure and 4 the other day, and which stands in 
large amount of time devoted to it, may the name of the right hon. Gentleman 
now, to a certain extent, be set aside. the Member for Forest of Dean, went a 
I cannot accept the challenge of my very great deal farther than the Reso- 


right hon. friend that we should ourselves lution proposed in the House of Lords. 


this year introduce a Measure of this | ! would point out to my hon. friends 


'who favour the proposal that the 
haracter. We h lready got a large | ™ prop 
ea oe 3: | Government should deal with this ques- 


legislation to deal with, b-|.. hy ‘ 
amount of legislation to deal w _ tion, that it is not at all certain that, 


ably a larger amount has been given | even if we accepted the challenge, the 
notice of inthe King’s Speechthan weshall | Houge would generally agree to support 
be able to carry, and I have myself often | such a Measure, because my right hon. 
witnessed, as most hon. and right hon. | friendthe Memberfor Forest of lean would 
Gentlemen in this House who have bethe first to endeavour to extend it tothe 
been in any Administration must have | extent of his own Bill. I venture to say, 
done, the trouble the Government get that if the Measures alluded to by the 
into near the end of the session by | hon. Member for East Norfolk as now 
having overloaded their coach in starting. | awaiting Second Reading in another 
Iam not prepared to accept the respon- | place—one of which he says is based 
sibility of introducing legislation upon the | on this Report, and the other of which 
question myself, but I am perfectly | stands in the name of Lord Avebury, who 
prepared to view with favour any may be called almost the father of this 
Measure laid before the House which question—came down here, or came in a 
is based on what has been alluded to as | consolidated form, it is not at all certain 


Lord Salisbury’s Clause in the Lords’ that a large section of the House would 


Report. I would point out to my hon. _aceept it, or that the Measure would 
friend the Member tor East Norfolk | receive general support. I have no 
that he does not entirely follow this in | doubt that the hon. Member who moved 
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the Resolution would accept it, because 
he said in so many words that he would 
accept a moderate Bill, and although he 
might considerate it only a tentative one, 
he would vote for it in this House. I 
am not at all certain whether the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Forest 
of Dean would view the matter in the 
same light. He would very probably 
seek very largely to extend its scope, and 
therefore certainly prevent the possibility 
of any Bill which came down here late in 
the session being able to pass under the 
limited opportunities which offer them- 
selves at that period of the year. I only 
hope that the more moderate view of the 
hon. Member for East Norfolk may 
obtain if those measures come down to 
this House, because I am firmly of 
opinion that we shall advance very con- 
siderably with a moderate proposal such 
as this would be if based on the Report. 
I can only repeat that I am ready to wel- 


come on behalf of the Government any 


Measure based on the Resolution to which | 
allusion has been made, but I cannot 


hold out any hope of the Government | 


being able to legislate. 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- | 


shire, Forest of Dean) said he might be | the Second: Reading ef this BM. He 


said he would be able to show that rate- 
| payers in Scotland, and especially in the 


allowed to state in reply to the sugges- 
tion of the right hon. Gentleman that he 
might not be disposed to accept a Measure 
which came down from another place 
that that question was not before the 
House at present. He was quite content 
with the Resolution moved by his hon. 
friend. The Trade Union Congress and 
the organised workers in this trade pre- 
ferred the Bill under his charge, but they 
accepted the Resolution of his hon. friend 
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and were prepared to support it. He 
submitted that they ought to be allowed 
to take the sense of the House on the 
Resolution because the words to which 
the Home Secretary had taken exception 
were words which were necessary to 
efficiently carry out Lord Salisbury’s 
clause. 

Resolved, “That, in the opinion of 
this House, the unnecessarily long hours 
of labour in Shops are injurious to the 
health and well-being of all concerned ; 
that it is desirable that Borough and 
District Councils should be authorised to 
obtain Provisional Orders making such 
regulations in respect to the closing of 
shops and the limitation of the hours 
of labour of shop workers as may seem 
to them to be necessary for the areas 
under their jurisdiction ; thus effectively 
carrying out the recommendation of the 
Select Committee of the House of Lords 
on Early Closing of Shops, as embodied 
in paragraph 15 of the Report of 1901.” 
—(Mr. Price.) 


SCHOOL BOARD ELECTORATE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) moved 


Highlands, whose rentals did not exceed 
£4 per annum, had a very serious griev- 
ance in this matter. 


Second Reading deferred till Wednesday 
next. 


Adjourned at two minutes after 
Twelve o'clock. 


2 Auforseh (®\ on 


4, 





By 


ter 


Returns, 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, 5th March, 1903. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR acquain- 
ted the House, That the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table 
; the Certificates from the examiners that 
3 the further Standing Orders applicable 
= to the following Bills have been complied 
with : 

Harrow and Stanmore Gas [H.L.}. 

Taff Vale Railway [H.L. ]}. 

London and North-Western Railway 

H.L. |. 

North’s Navigation Collieries [1.L. ]. 

The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 

Gosport, Fareham and Cosham Tram- 
ways Bill [H.1.] 

Presented ; read 1"; and referred to 
the Examiners. 

Manchester Southern 
(Cheshire) Bill [H.L.] 

Manchester Southern Tramways (Lan- 
cashire) Bill [H.L.] 


Presented, and read la, 


Tramways 


Fife Electric Power Bill [u.1.]; Barry 
Railway Bill [#.1.]; Bournemouth Gas 
and Water Bill 9 Cardiff Rail- 
way Bill [H.L.]; Exeter Railway Bill 
[H.L.]; Faversham Gas Bill [H.1.]; 
Hastings Tramways (Extensions) Bill 
[H.L.] ; Hexham Gas Bill [n.L.]; Knott 
= End Railway (Extension of Time) Bill 
~ [H.L.]; London, Brighton and South 
- Coast Railway Bill [H.1.]; Nantwich Gas 
*; Bill [H.L.]; South Wales Mineral Rail- 
way Bill | 4.1.]; South-Western and Isle of 
Wight Junction Railway Bill [H.L.]; 
Wellington (Salop) Gas Bill [H.L.]; 
Western Trust Bill [#.L.]; Wirral Rail- 
way Bill [m.u.]; British Gas Light Com- 
pany (Norwich) Bill [H.L.]; Cleveland 
and Durham County Electric Power Bill 
[H.L.]; Dudley, Stourbridge, and Dis- 
trict Tramways Bill [H.L.]; Pelican and 
British Empire Life Office Bill [H.1.]; 
Plymouth’ and Stonehouse Gas Bill 
[H.L.]; Poole and District Electric 
Traction Bill [u..]; Port Talbot Rail- 
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| way and Docks Bill [u.L.]; Queensland 
|Investment and Land Mortgage Bill 
|[H.L.]; South-Eastern and London, 

thatham and Dover Railways Bill 
| [4.L.]; Staffordshire and Worcestershire 
Canal Bill [x..}. 

Read 2°. 

Birmingham District Tramways Bill 
[H.L.]; Chatham and District Light Rail- 
| ways Bill [m.L.]; Croydon and District 
| Electric Tramways Bill; Harrow Road 
|and Paddington Tramways Bill; Hove, 
| Worthing, and District Tramways Bill 
| [H.L.]; Macclesfield and District Electric 
| Tramways Bill [H.L.] ; Metropolitan Dis- 
| trict Railway (Various Powers) Bill ; Mid 
| Yorkshire Tramways Bill {H.L.]; Sheffield 
| Corporation Bill; Shepshed Urban District 
| Council Gas Bill [#.L.]; South Lanca- 
| shire Tramways Bill [H.L.]; South Staf- 
| fordshire Tramways Bill [H.L.] ; Strabane 
|and Letterkenny Railway Bill ; Tyne- 
mouth and District Tramways Bill [H... } ; 
|Preston and Horwich Tramways Bill 
| [H.L.]; Manchester Southern Tramways 
(Lancashire) Bill [.L.]; Manchester 
Southern Tramways (Cheshire) Bill 
Prt] 5 Wigan Corporation Tramways 

ill; Lanarkshire and Dumbartonshire 
Railway Bill; Derby Gas Bill [H.1.]; 
Gosport, Fareham, and Cosham, Tram- 
ways Bill [n.L.]; Wakefield and District 
Tramways Bill [H.L.]; London County 
Council (Tramways and Improvements) 
Bill. 

Examiner’s Certificates of non-com- 
pliance with the Standing Orders referred 
to the Standing Orders Committee on 
Thursday next. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TURKEY, No. 2 (1903). 


Further correspondence respecting the 
affairs of South-Eastern Europe (reforms 
in the administration of the vilayets of 
Salonika, Monastir, and Kossovo). 








TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


No. 2941. France (trade of French 
Guinea for 1901). 


CENSUS (SCOTLAND), 1901. 
Eleventh decennial census of the popu- 
lation of Scotland, taken 31st March, 
1901; with Report. (Vol. IL.) 
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ECCLESIASTICAL COMMISSION. 
Fifty-fifth Report from the Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners for England; with an 
appendix. 


LOCAL TAXATION. 


Index to the Reports of the Royal 
Commission on Local Taxation. 


UNIVERSITY EDUCATION IN IRELAND 
(ROYAL COMMISSION). 

Final Report of the Commissioners 
appointed to inquire into the present 
conditions of the higher, general, and 
technical education available in Ireland 
outside Trinity College, Dublin; with an 
appendix. 


Presented [by Command], and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


SEA FISHERIES REGULATION ACT, 
1888. 


Order made by the Board of Trade 
under the provisions of the Act for the 
variation of their order creating the 
Devon Sea Fisheries District, together 
with report by inspector on inquiry. 


LEEWARD ISLANDS. 


Amended prison rules relating to the 
employment of hard labour (male 
prisoners). 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


NEW BILL. 


ELECTRIC ane rt (LONDON) BILL 
H.L. |. 

A Bill to provide for the adjustment 
in accordance with changes of boundary 
effected under the London Government 
Act, 1899, of the areas within which 
local authorities and companies are 
authorised to supply electricity.—Was 
presented by the Lord Wolverton; read 
1*, and to be printed. (No. 10.) 





ARMY ORGANISATION. 

* Eart CARRINGTON : My Lords, it 
will be in the recollection of your Lord- 
ships that, on the occasion of the Address 
in reply to the gracious Speech from the 
Throne, my noble friend the Leader of the 
Opposition (Earl Spencer) made the 


{LORDS} 








Organisation. 


1480 


remark that the question of Army re- 
organisation was a serious one, and that 
we ought to know what His Majesty's 
Government proposed to do. The reply 
of the noble Duke the Leader of the 
House was that the views of the Govern- 
ment upon the subject would be ex. 
pressed on the introduetion of the Army 
Estimates in the House of Commons. 
1 am bound to confess it struck me, 
when I heard that remark, that the 
Members of your Lordship’s House 
would hardly be content to receive the 
information that they had a right to 
demand through the medium of a small 
deputation of Peers, perched in mid-air 
and bundled in a small gallery of a 
House to which they did not belong, in 
which they were not permitted to speak, 
and were especially, on the introduction 
of a subject of taxation which they were 
constitutionally prevented from discuss- 
ing or amending. I therefore offer no 
apology to the Government for putting 
down the Motion that stands in my 
name as the most legitimate way of 
obtaining information with respect to 
Army organisation, which not only the 
House of Lords, but the nation is most 
anxious to receive. My Motion reads as 
follows : ‘‘ To move to resolve that in the 
opinion of this House His Majesty’s 
Government should re-consider their 
scheme of military organisation, having 
regard to the experience of the war in 
South Africa, and to the naval and 
military requirements of the Empire.” 
The experiences of the war seem to me 
to be so interwoven with the new 
scheme of Government, indeed, they are 
almost the raison d@étre of the introduction 
of this scheme, that I shall ask the per- 
mission of the House to say a few words 
on the experiences which the country has 
gained from the war in South Africa. I 
may say at once that the first experience 
of the Government when the war broke 
out was a very satisfactory one, for they 
had the entire and undivided support in the 
prosecution of the war of a resolute and 
united country. That is not questioned, 
and I think it shows that there was some 
injustice in the torrent of abuse and 
invective poured on the devoted heads of 
the Party to which I have the honour 
to belong, a Party which, in their worst 
time, certainly constitute a large por- 
tion of the voting power of the country, 
and which, I think I can honestly say, 
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would, if the opinion of the nation was | 


now taken, be found to be in a very 
considerable majority. I admit that 
there are a number of our fellow- 
countrymen who look upon all war 
as a crime, and therefore they are in 
honour bound to oppose it; but we. 
the small band of Liberal Peers who 
have tried to keep the Liberal flag 
flying in this House, and who, I venture 
to think, represent the great majority 
of Liberal opinion throughout the 
country, have had nothing to do with 
that small section. It is, of course, true 
that we opposed the policy of the 
Government before the war broke out, 
but we did so, not because we con- 
sidered that the grievances of our 
fellow-countrymen in the Transvaal 
were imaginary or immaterial, but 
because we honestly thought that of 
all the ways of remedying those griev- 
ances—and there were a great many 
ways of remedying them—the worst 
possible way was to adopt a bluffing 
policy, which was absolutely certain to 
lead us into war. 


So much for our experiences before 
the war. I now come to our experiences 
when the war broke out, and when the 
Boers successfully overran defenceless 
Natal. We on thisside of the House were 
then led by a Statesman whose value to 
to the country has, I think, never been 
sufficiently recognised—I refer to the late 
Lord Kimberley—and who put the case 
very clearly when he said that war was 
not our solution, but that, as war had 
been declared on this country, it was 
useless to discuss whether the Govern- 
ment were driven into it, whether they 
had drifted or blundered into it, or 
whether, as some people thought, they 
deliberately chose war. We had not to 
discuss that, but to face the fact that 
war had been declared. We had hoped 
that the policy of colonising by ball 
cartridge had disappeared with the days of 
the Third George, but we were mistaken. 
Sentiment said it was hateful for a great 
country like England, with all its 
christianising and civilising influences, | 
to go to war with two small farmer 
States, whose heroic resistance in the 
cause of their liberty and independence 
has justly won them the admiration of 


| 
' 
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“ But,” said Lord Kimberley, with his 
stern, relentless logic, “‘ you must put 


Organisation. 


/sentiment on one side, you are at war, 


and in war there is no half-way house. 
It must be short, sharp and decisive, and 
the country must fight, and fight with 
all its might, if it is not prepared 
to see Natal and the Cape Colony 
become the forfeit of the Colonial Secre- 
tary most unfortunate diplomacy.” 
Lord Kimberley told us that our duty 
was threefold-- firstly, we must vote 
as many men and as much money as 
the Government required; secondly, 
it was our duty to see that the war 
was efficiently conducted, and that our 
over-worked, underpaid, badly-fed, un- 
complaining, brave and humane troops 
lacked nothing; and last and most 
important of all, Lord Kimberley said 
it was our bounden duty not to say 
or todo anything, either in the House 
or on the platform, that would by 


‘word or deed harass or embarrass His 


Majesty’s Government. 


I claim, my Lords, that we have 
faithfully carried out the instructions 
that that great Statesman gave us. 
I think I can go further and say that 
we came to the rescue of His Majesty’s 
Government at a very critical and 
dangerous time. The House will 


remember that in the early stages of 


the war, when we heard of terrible 
catastrophes, there was a most deter- 
mined attempt made by a strong section 
of the Ministerial Press and Ministerial 
supporters to try and drive .a high- 
minded, honourable Statesman out of 
public life. We would not touch that 
proposition with the tongs. We 
remember the glorious example that 
was shown us by the greatest of 
English Queens—her courage under 
difficulties, her belief in her people— 
and we regret that the agony and 
distress of that terrible time no doubt 
shortened the last days of that valuable 


and beloved life. We saw the patience . 


of the people of this country, their 
determination to overlook any mistakes 
of general officers or of Statesmen, and 
we said it was better far that we should 
live through this terrible time than 
join that portion of the great Unionist 
Party who showed themselves weak, 
volatile, and hysterical, desiring to 
hound an honourable State8man out 
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of public life at the first symptom of 
danger or of national stress and storm. 
So much for what happened during 





the war. I claim, and | think [| 
can claim truly, that we did our 
duty to our country. We ask for | 


no thanks, we ask for no credit ; we did 
our duty; and now the question [| 
have to ask this House is, can it be truth- | 
fully said that the Government of the 
country did theirs ? 


I should like to have a decided answer 
to this question. Whose fault was it ? 
Was it the fault of the Government, who 
had a majority, with their Irish allies, of | 
250 in the House of Commons, and a 
majority of nearly 600 in this House ? 
Was it the fault of our soldiers? Was it 
the fault of the Opposition, which has been 
called disorganised and impotent ? Whose 
fault was it that it took 448,000 men 
from all parts of the Empire three years, 
fighting for their lives, at the terrible cost 
to the country of £250,000,000, to defeat 
the two nations of Boers, whose complete 
war debt was but £4,500,000% Whose 
fault was it there was such a dreadful 
butcher's bill? And lastly, whose fault was 
it that four battles, of which Magersfontein 
was the last, had to be fought before the | 
British forces had been supplied with what 


was necessary for a successful offensive | 
We bring this serious in- | 


movement ? 
dictment against His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. We say they did not have sufli- 
cient courage to ask the country to 
provide them with the necessary 


amount adequately to prepare for the | 


great struggle which they said was in- 
evitable, and which they knew was 
approaching, and that the whole of the 
early part of the campaign was spoilt by 
the political considerations which entailed 
what were called the unfortunate incidents 
in Natal. 
only to point to the evidence that was 
given by Sir Ian Hamilton before the 
Commission presided over by my noble 
friend Lord Elgin. Again, we say that 


remarkable ignorance and __ inability 
to judge the conditions of South 
African warfare, As proof of that 
I need only point to one instance, | 


which will ever be remembered by the 
people of this country. We were at war 
with men who were born and bred in 


the safidle, and yet, when Australia| 
offered this country at that time of | 


Earl Carrington. 
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trouble a legion of horsemen, the wires 
flashed back this message, “unmounted 
men preferred.” 

I come now to the time when Lord 
Roberts and Lord Kitchener, at 
moment's notice, took charge of the 
operations. What happened then? We 
had to face, at a time of war, the creation 
of an army which ought to have been 
got ready as soon as the Government 
realised the seriousness of the under- 
taking, and that was, of course, at the 
moment war broke out. What was the 
result? Every single branch of the 
Service broke down, and what had we to 
rely on? We had to rely on the might 


‘and majesty of the great British fleet, 


whose power owes so much to the initia- 
tion and courage of my noble friend be- 


| hind me (Lord Spencer), on the patriotism 


of our colonies and the courage and en- 


| durance of our troops ; and last, but not 


least, on the efficiency and the resource 
ot the mercantile marine, to pull us 
through. There was not one single 
branch of the service which did not 
break down, and it is enough to make 
the boldest man shudder to think what 
would have happened if, instead of being 
engaged in a war with the Boers, we 


had been at war with one or two of the 


first rate Powers. Where could we have 
got our supplies? We had to ransack 
every country in Europe and America to 
get provisions and munitions of war, 
which, probably, had we been engaged 
in war with one of the Great Powers, it 
would have been impossible to obtain. 
One would have thought that this ex- 
perience would have taught the Govern- 
ment a lesson, and that some manceuvres 
on the line of Boer tactics would have 
been ordered, as has been done in France. 
One would also have thought that some 
great schemeof protection for thiscountry 
would have been brought forward, and 
that we should have been able to feel 
perfectly safe and sleep securely in our 


His Majesty’s Government showed most | beds, whatever emergencies might arise. 


I think that is very far from being the 
case at present. 

Two years ago Mr. Secretary Brodrick 
brought in a scheme of Army Reform 
based on an Army Corps system. It 
was well received by the House of 
Commons, though it was at once most 
adversely criticised by my right hon. 
friend Sir H. Campbell Bannerman, one 
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of the best War Ministers this country 
has ever had. How is that scheme 
regarded at the present day? It has 
been most fiercely attacked by a great 
section of the Conservative Party in the 
House of Commons, and the defence that 
Mr. Brodrick made a fortnight ago may 
be briefly summarised in this way. He 
said: “I claim to have done fairly 
well. I will tell you what I have done. | 
I have raised the standard of height of | 
the militia from five feet two inches to | 
five feet three inches. I am also able to| 
inform the House that recruiting is very | 
brisk, and that last year I was able to) 
obtain 52,000 recruits.” Well, that | 
sounds very well, but the wastage of the | 
Army requires 50,000 recruits every | 
year, and therefore, in a time of excep- | 
tionally brisk recruiting there was only 
a surplus of 2,000 above what ought to 
be the normal condition of things. Mr. 
Brodrick explained that recruiting was 
brisk because he had ameliorated the 
condition of the soldier, abolished the | 
petty stoppages to which he had been 
subjected, made him more comfortable 
in camp and in barracks. | am afraid | 
that is not the only reason why men are 
joining the ranks at present. ‘There isa, 
great scarcity of work, and men are 
unable to obtain employment. We hear 
the most heartrending stories of men who 
have fought and bled in the service of 
their country, and who have been turned 
adrift and can get no employment what- 
ever. Therefore, I venture tothink that 
this briskness of recruiting is somewhat 
due to those grim recruiting agents— 
General Want and General Distress. 
Then Mr. Brodrick goes on to say he 
has added 50,000 men in five years. I 
suppose that is perfectly true. But he 
has lost 70,000 Volunteers by this 
scheme, which was to have re-organised 
the Army and placed it on a better and | 
more efficient basis. Therefore, I wish 
to ask the noble Earl the Under Secre- | 
tary of State for War. whether, when | 
it is said that the Government have 
50,000 more soldiers, they are counting | 
all the men who have been enlisted at | 
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I should like to ask the noble Earl 
another question. We are told by Mr. 
Brodrick that the Army ought to stand 
at the figure of 259,600 men. Now, why 
ought the Army to stand at that figure ? 
I want to know, does the Army stand 
at that figure or does it not? And I 
should also like the noble Earl to 
tell us what is the numerical basis 
on which the Secretary of State cal- 
culates the strength of the Army as 
it ought to be. How does he arrive at 
his totals? That is what the nation 
wants to know. Does he quote from the 
Estimates for 1904, which have not yet 
been laid upon the Table? If he does, 
of course it is perfectly useless to try 
and check his figures. Or does he arrive 
at his estimate from a calculation worked 
out up to the day of his speech ? Because, 
if so, that calculation ought certainly to 
have been laid upon the Table of the 
House. Or does he base his figures on 
the Estimates of the present year? If he 
calculates them on the Estimates of 1903, 
the situation is more fogged than ever, 
because on March 5th, 1902, Mr. Brodrick 
said the Army Establishment was 250,000. 
The Army Estimates of last year state it 
to be 293,000, and on February 24th of 
the present year Mr. Brodrick stated that 
the strength of the Army was 271,000, 
as against the 293,000 in the Army 
Estimates. Yet he states that at present 
he has 12,000 men over strength. It 
seems tome that the figures fog everybody, 
and we should be doubly indebted to the 
noble Earl if he could give us some in- 
formation as to how the Secretary of 
State arrives at his totals. 

In 1879 the British Army cost 
£18,000,000, while on last year’s Esti- 
mate it cost £30,000,000—that is to say, 
there has been an increase of £12,000,000 
in the cost of the Army. Thus the 
Estimate for 1902 exceeded that of 1897 
by considerably more than a moiety of 
the 1897 Estimate. On this I have 
another question to ask, a question which 
was put by that fearless critic, Mr. 


Winston Churchill, in his able speech on ~ 


the Amendment the other day in the 
House of Commons. Mr. Churchill asked 


the recruiting depots. Can he give us| this question of the Prime Minister, 
areturn of the numbers of recruits who which, by accident, or perhaps inten- 
have dropped out of the ranks by| tionally, was not answered—namely, Is 
desertion, or by being cast by the regi-| the 1902 Army in proportion as much 
mental surgeons when they joined the | better than the 1879 Army, as the sum 


regiments as being unlikely ever to make of 30,000,000 is greater than 18,000,000 ? 
efficient soldiers ? —and if the noble Earl replies in the 
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affirmative I would respectfully ask him, 
in what respect is it better? The Militia 
are an inch higher I know, but is the 
Army better in material, is it better as 
a fighting force, is it better officered, has 
it better guns ? 

I shall only touch upon the fringe of 
the much-disputed Army Corps question. 
I understand that there are a great many 
Peers anxious to speak on that matter, 
and they will be able to address your 
Lordships with much greater knowledge 
and authority than I can pretend to 
possess, but I would point out the three 
great disabilities of the Army Corps 
system as it seems to me. ‘The first 
objection to this great, huge, Army Corps 
system is that it interferes, as a rival 
both in money and in men, with the 
efficiency of the Royal Navy, which is, 
of course, our great line of defence. 
Secondly, it also outrages and dislocates 
the National finance; and thirdly, it 
strikes at the root of patriotism and at 
the root of the Volunteer system. When 
I say that it strikes at the root of 
patriotism, I should like to give one 
single example. During the war there 
were in the Orange Free State—which I 
think had a population of about 72,v00— 


some 18,000 fighting men. I know they 
might be called an armed mob, but still 
they were strong enough, courageous 
enough, and sufficiently well trained to— 
to use an Australian expression—for a 
period “stick up” the whole British 


Empire. In Natal, the Colony that was 
invaded and devastated, with a popula- 
tion almost as large as that of the 
Orange Free State, they only turned 
out 3,000 Volunteers. What was the 
reason of that? It was that there was 
no Standing Army in the Orange Free 
State, and the men had to rely on their 
patriotism and on themselves, while in 
Natal they relied on the assistance of a 
great fighting army. 

Reports are widely circulated to the 
effect that ever since the present 
Secretary of State for War accepted 
the seat of office, he has most 
resolutely determined to do _ every 
single thing in the office himself, and 
thereby he has reduced the confusion 
which formerly existed in that depart- 
ment to a state of absolute chaos. Your 
Lordships will remember that the 
Prime Minister, at Liverpool, seemed to 
think there might be some danger in this 


Earl Carrington, 
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arrangement, and, in speaking of reform- 
ing the small Defence Committee, which 
at present consists of political amateurs, 
he recommended a collective authority of 
efficients. That is no new idea. We 
have heard of that proposal before. The 
Prime Minister devoted the first portion 
of his speech to exposing what he called 
the crudity and absurdity of a well- 
known proposal of Lord Rosebery’s, while 
he devoted the second part of his subject 
to an apotheosis of the so-called absurd 
and crude suggestion in an exaggerated 
form. There are some people to whom 
this rather dangerous state of affairs 
seems to give a certain amount of grim 
amusement. We read in the papers that 
the Colonial Secretary, speaking of the 
political state of affairs in Cape 
Colony, said it reminded him somewhat 
of comic opera. I should like very 
respectfully to ask how the right hon. 
gentleman would describe the spectacle 
of Mr. Brodrick and his Six Army Corps 
—corps which exist only on paper, and are 
as visionary as the eight phantom kings 
who passed before Macbeth in the witches’ 
cave—posing as the balance of power in 
Europe. If the position in Cape Colony 
was described as comic opera, | suppose 
the present position of the War 
Office, with its chaos and confusion, 
would be described as an amusing 
burlesque, or even as a roaring farce. 
But I am bound to say that that is not 
the way the Liberal Party, and, I believe, 
the nation at large, look upon the state 
of things as they exist at present. They 
think that this is not only a melodrama, 
but that if it is permitted to continue 
it is most probable that it will end in a 
ghastly tragedy, both abroad and at 
home. For I cannot conceive anything 
more likely to produce a terrible political 
crisis at home—indeed, I do not think I 
am going too far in saying I know of 
nothing that might more easily produce 
a democratic revolution—than for the 
proud and combative people of this 
country to find themselves in the vital 
matter of their defence sacrificed to the 
ignorance and the incompetence of the 
members of the self-styled patriotic 
Unionist Government, to whom, with 
so much liberality, Englishmen have en- 
trusted the safety, and even the very 
existence, of the Empire of which they are 
so proud and of the country they love so 
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well. I beg to move the Motion stand- 
ing in my name. 


Moved to resolve, ‘‘ That, in the opinion 
of this House, His Majesty’s Government 
should reconsider their scheme of military 
organisation, having regard to the experi- 
ence of the warin South Africa, and to the 
naval and military requirements of the 
Empire.”—(The Earl Carrington.) 


Tue DUKE oF BEDFORD: My Lords, 
it has always appeared to me that one of 
the chief lessons of the war was the need 
of an expeditionary force which could be 
dispatched by the Cabinet without the 
delays caused by mobilisation. The first 
hostile act of the Transvaal Republic 
occurred on October 2. Parliament met 
on October 17, the Reserves were called 
out, the Militia embodied and mobilisation 
commenced. All this took time. It meant 
answering the enemy’s ultimatum by a 
procedure which entailed a delay of three 
weeks. That is not a very prompt or 
powerful resistance to offer to an 
ultimatum, but the delay is of great 
advantage to the enemy. ‘The ideal 
expeditionary force would be one for the 
Cabinet to dispatch without mobilisation 
and the delays which are consequent 
thereon. At the present time this force 
would be represented by the First Army 
Corps at Aldershot. But that Army 
Corps could not be sent on service with- 
out mobilisation so long as we enlist so 
many immature lads; nearly three- 
fourths of the men serving with the 
Colours will have to be replaced by 
Reservists who, after their absence from 
the ranks, will be somewhat rusty, as 
well as strangers to their officers and 
non-commissioned officers. Thus the 
great principle enunciated when the 
Six Army Corps Scheme was devised, 
that exactly the same officers and men 
who were to serve abroad in time of 
war would be trained together in time of 
peace, will not be very. strictly adhered 
to. | think there is a consensus of 
opinion that an expeditionary force of 
the kind I have described would be the 
most useful force we could possibly 
have, but it is absolutely certain 
that with our present military adminis- 
tration the expeditionary force I have 
indicated is impossible of creation ; it 
would mean the dislocation of the 
whole of that administration. But 
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if our military administration prevents 
our having the one force which 
everyone agrees will be the most useful, 
it will be well to _ re- consider 
that administration. In this country 
we have all the advantages which are 
due to our insular situation. That is 
not so abroad, where our frontiers are 
adjacent to those of great military 
nations. The Prime Minister has justi- 
fied the maintenance of three Army 
Corps of Regular troops in England for 
the defence of the north-west frontier 
of India. I agree that it would not be 
well to leave the defence of that frontier 
to the Indian Army alone, but surely 
England is no longer the proper base 
from which to defend India. It would 
be better done from South Africa, which, 
in the first place, is three weeks nearer 
in point of distance. It will be always 
necessary to maintain a large body of 
troops in South Africa. The objection, 
of course, arises on the score of the great 
expense, but if we used South Africa as 
a base for the defence of India, it would 
be reasonable to expect the Indian 
Government to contribute something 
towards its maintenance. It might 
also be possible to transfer part of the 
garrison now in India to South Africa, 
where the climate is excellent, and there 
is ample scope for that training, the great 
importance of which has been fully 
demonstrated. A scheme like this 
Army Corps Scheme, which fails to pro- 
vide us with the one force most requisite 
for our Imperial needs, seems to; me to 
be obsolete. 


THe UNDER-SECRETARY oF 
STATE For WAR (The Earl of Harp- 
WICKE): My Lords, I apologise to the 
House for having hesitated to rise to 
reply to the Motion of he noble Earl, 
but I cannot help thinking that noble 
Lords will sympathise with me in the 
feeling that prompted me to hesitate. 
I really do not know what I have got 
to answer. The noble Earl has put 
down a Motion which has been adver- 
tised throughout the Press of the 
country; people have talked about it, 
and it was understood that a great 
attack was going to be made on my 
right hon. friend the Secretary of 
State’s policy, and that I should be put 
to the greatest possible difficulty in’ 
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answering that attack. The noble Earl 
for twenty minutes gave us a most 
interesting discourse upon the position 
of the Liberal Party. He explained to 
us what their attitude was before the 
war, and told us what Lord Kimberley 
had advised the Party to do. For 
about ten minutes he spoke about the 
Army, and during five of those minutes 


Army 


he put a series of conundrums—more or | 


less algebraical problems—in connection 
with the British Army, and then pro- 
ceeded to close his speech with a per- 
sonal attack on the Secretary of State 
for War. I confess I shall be surprised 
if your Lordships take the view that is 
worthy of the wording of the Motion 
which the noble Earl has placed on the 
Paper. 


The noble Duke has referred to one 
or two points in connection with Army 
administration which I will deal with 
later. I feel that I should like to be 
able to tell the noble Earl, 


put the question of Army administration | 


in a nutshell, and to reply to him on some 
definite and clear point. 
in his speech said that not so much 


depended on the division that was to be 


taken as on the tenor of the debate In 
your Lordship’s House both these factors 
have their independent significance. It 
has often happened that the House of 
Lords has shown itself more independent 
of political or Party considerations than 
the House of Commons. Your Lordships 
have no local caucuses or political contests 
to consider, and the -public therefore feel 
that the division and the debate in this 
House will help to settle a long con- 
troversy concerning Army administra- 
tion, which has been carried on in a some- 
what confused manner, and which the 
noble Earl has in no way helped to 
elucidate, and they hope to gain some 
light from the attitude which is adopted 
by your Lordships. The noble Earl has 
asked me to state whether the number of 
recruits given by the Secretary of State 
includes those refused by the Medical 
Board. 


*Eart CARRINGTON : Whether the 
gross number of men recruited is given, 
or whether the number of men dropped 
through desertion or through being 
declared medically unfit is taken into 
consideration. 


The Earl of Hardwicke. 


{LORDS} 


as Mr. | 
Balfour told Mr. Asquith, that he had | 


Mr. Asquith | 
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THE Eart or HARDWICKE: My 
right hon. friend gave the number of 
recruits taken during the last year, and, 
of coursé, the Army system is such that 
of these recruits some will be cast aside 
on account of illness, some on account of 
bad conduct, and some on account of 
drunkenness. The total of 52,000 men 
does not mean that we have got that 
number of soldiers who will be absolutely 
efficient. I believe the points on which 
the public wish to be directed, and the 
points which I and my right hon. friend the 
Secretary of State would like the decision 
of this House upon, are three. First, is 
the limit at which my right hon. friend 
the Secretary of State has fixed the 
establishment of the Regular forces of 
‘this country too high ? Secondly, 
assuming that it is not too high, is the 
| Army Corps organisation the most 
| suited for working out and developing 
| the Army’s fullest capacity ? And thirdly, 
if it is the most suited, has the Govern- 
ment done everything in its power to 
' make that Army Corps system effective 4 
Those are the three points of importance. 
As regards the question whether thie 
regular establishment is too high, 
it would be presumption in me 
to attempt to give the House any 
strategical reasons for the necessity of 
having three Army Corps for foreign 
service. The Prime Minister stated the 
other night in the House of Commons 
what the Cabinet policy was, and he 
referred to the necessity of having a large 
number of soldiers ready and available 
for service in India. I can only say from 
the short experience I had at the India 
| Office, and the knowledge which I was 
‘then able to gain as to the requirements 
of India, I am perfectly confident that 
the Prime Minister only expressed the 
| feeling of every man who is at all capable 
| of expressing an opinion as to the re 
quirements that might arise in certain 
| eventualities. 


| Well, my Lords, it is stated that we 
/do not want an Army to send abroad, 
| that we can rely absolutely on the Navy, 
that the Navy is to take the offensive, 
‘and that no Army can possibly be 

required. It is perfectly true that the 
| Navy will take the offensive, and that in 
‘nine cases out of ten the Army will be 
|only supplementary to the Navy, but 
there are cases in which the Navy will 
| be supplementary to the Army. We 
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have had experience before now of sudden 
and unexpected demands made upon us. 
We had to send a large number of men 
to America during the War of Inde- 
pendence. We had to send 200,000 men 
abroad during the Napoleonic Wars ; in 
the Crimea we had 150,000 men abroad ; 
during the Indian Mutiny we had a force 
of 96,000 men abroad ; and in the South 
African War, 350,000 men. That shows, 
I think, that we may at any time find it 
necessary to send a force abroad ; and I 
am bound to say that when I listened a 
few nights ago to Lord Rosebery’s speech 
on the Venezuelan question, when he told 
us of the antipathy, rancour and jealousy 
of Europe against this country, I could 
not help feeling that instead of three 
Army Corps we ought to be in a position 
to send abroad considerably more. If the 
noble Earl holds the opinion that the 
hatred of this country is so great abroad, 
he will hardly vote against the proposals 
that His Majesty’s Government have put 
forward for securing a force sufficient and 
fully trained for any possible emergency. 
I venture to say that the duty of the 
Secretary of State in considering this 
matter of the number of men we ought 
to be in a position to send abroad, has 
been not only to consider the probabilities, 
but also the possibilities. He has had to 
take the advice of his military advisers, 
and the military authorities are unani- 
mously of opinion that we cannot possibly 
do with a smaller number of men 
than are contained in the first. three 
Army Corps for service abroad. 


I should like to say a word or two with 
regard to the Intelligence Department. 
That Department has been strengthened, 
and the status of the Directcr-General of 
Military Intelligence is second to no one 
of the military heads at the War Office. 
It is the desire of the Secretary of State 
to strengthen that Department in every 
possible way. As far back as November 
last he appointed a Committee, of which I 
have the honour to be Chairman, to con- 
sider the requirements of the Department 
in the future. That Committee has just 
completed its report, and there are certain 
recommendations contained in it as to the 
increase of the establishment provided in 
the Estimates. The Committee of 
National Defence has as one of its mem- 
bers the Director-General of Military 
Intelligence. That will no doubt throw a 
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Intelligence Department, and for, that 
reason we shall have to consider whether 
or not extra officers should be added to 
the strength of the Department. There 
is one point that 1 should like to make 
clear to the House. It is that the Intelli- 
gence Department, which has in the past 
been very much criticised, is not by any 
means lacking in those qualities in respect 
of which it is supposed to have been 
deficient. It is not right for me to 
anticipate in any way the Report of the 
Royal Commission, but I think I may say, 
from the knowledge and experience that 
I have had and the papers I have seen 
since I have been at the War Office, that 
the Commission will not find that the 
information that was provided by the 
Intelligence Department prior to the 
South African War was lacking in judg- 
ment or inaccuracy. I think it is only just 
to the distinguished officer who was then at 
‘the head of the Intelligence Department 
that that statement should be made. The 
Intelligence Department has been brought 
so much before the public, and so much is 
expected of it in the future, that I venture 
to assert that the advice which the Intelli- 
gence Department will tender will not be 
in the direction of a reduction of our 
Regular forces, but rather the contrary. 


I come now to the second point—Is 
the Army organisation best suited to our 
military needs ? Now, there are certain 
points which I would like to bring before 
your Lordships’ attention with regard to 
Army organisation. The first object of 
the Army Corps system is to decentralise 
work, to provide for the better training 
of officers in the highest duties of adminis- 
tration and command, to give better 
facilities for the organisation of troops 
for expeditionary purposes, and to 
assimilate conditions existing in peace to 
those existing in war. The noble Earl 
has told us that this system interferes 
with recruiting for the Navy. I do not 
know on what evidence he has made 
that statement, and I should like your 
Lordships to disabuse your minds that 
the Army Corps organisation has any 
connection with the number of men we 
have at present, or will involve the 
country in any extra expense. The only 
difference in the cost of the present 
system as compared with the system of 
the past is that one or two generals and 
their staffs are added to the establishment 
of the Army. It is really a misnomer to 
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talk about the Army Corps as a system ; 
it is merely a question of the distribution 
of troops. This system of distribution of 
troops has existed in India for many years, 
and has been found to work admirably. 
Assuming, as I have stated, that it is 
necessary to send three Army Corpsabroad, 
it is necessary to have these troops highly 
trained and efficient. I do not think it 
matters whether we call them Army 
Corps or by any other name. 


Army 


You have only three places—Aldershot, 
Salisbury Plain, and Ireland—where any 
body of troops can be trained. There- 
fore, if you divide a force of three Army 
Corps, which consists of 135,000 men, 
into three parts, one-third would have to 
be trained at Aldershot, another on 
Salisbury Plain, and the other third in 
Ireland. Therefore it is absolutely neces- 
sary that you should have a general in 
command of each of those three districts, 
and whetherthey are called Army Corps or 
commands is really immaterial. What 
are the advantages that an Army Corps 
organisation affords? It gives greater 
facilities for training, and security that 
the proper proportion between the various 
arms and departmental services is per- 
manently maintained. In 1888 the 
Government took stock of their military 
resources, and found that though they 
had an Infantry sufficient for three 
Army Corps, they were lacking in Royal 
Artillery, Royal Engineers, and Depart- 
mental services. Now we have a definite 
organisation to work up to, and I honestly 
believe that the system which has been 
adopted by the Secretary of State, with 
the full support and hearty co-operation 
of the military authorities, is one that 
will prevent deficiencies such as I have 
referred to being overlooked in the 
future. It is generally admitted that one 
of the great evils of the past Army 
administration has been centralisation— 
centralisation which it is no exaggeration 
to say has filtered from the War Office 


down to battalions and to companies. || could pursue that 
By the present scheme decentralisation is | more in detail, but 


encouraged, and after a little time I 


believe the War Office will have been | 


| position in this country after the first 


relieved of many petty and daily routine 
details which could be far more effect- 


ively and conveniently performed by the | 


i 
generals and their staff officers on the | Corps will remain as the Field Army for 


| home defence. 
accused me of having said that these 
| Army Corps were chiefly on paper. It 


spot. 


Then there is another point where I 
think it will be admitted that the Army 


The Earl of Hardwicke. 
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Corps system will be of great use. It 
will teach officers that initiative and 
independence, which it is _perfeetly 
impossible for them to show on active 
service if they have not been encouraged 
to display it in time of peace ; and if the 
Army Corps organisation is now, after so 
much has been donetowards giving effect to 
it, to be done away with, it is absolutely cer- 
tain. that we shall revert to the old system 
of centralisation with all its attendant 
abuses. [t has been alleged against the 
Army Corps system that it is incom- 
patible with the power of rapidly organ- 
ising a comparatively small expeditionary 
force, say from 5,000 to 25,000 men, 
for immediate despatch abroad. The 
contrary is the case. In 1888 we had 
an Army Corps system. That seems 
now to have been forgotten, but that 
system only came into force on mobilisa- 
tion. Therefore, when it is said that 
it will be inconvenient to detach a 
given number of troops from one Army 
Corps for foreign service, the same 
argument might equally have been ap- 
plied to detaching a certain number of 
troops previous to the present scheme. 
An Army Corps consisted in the past 
of a given number of units on mobilisa- 
tion. If you had to send a certain 
number of troops abroad, so many units 
had to be taken away from the Army 
Corps, with the consequence that when 
you had to mobilise the Army Corps it 
would be minus the units that had gone. 
We claim that under the present system 
that difficulty will not arise, because, if at 
any time say 10,000 or 12,000 men are 
taken away from the First Army Corps for 
service abroad, there will be no difficulty 
| in replacing those men from the Reserve 
/nucleus that we have of 40,000 British 
troops in the country, or it may even be 
completed by auxiliary forces, who would 
| naturally fall into the duties they had to 
| perform far easier if they had the example 
|of the remaining part of the Corps. 

int a good deal 
| f° do not wish to 
_ trouble the House at too great length. 


It has been asked—What is to be the 








three Army Corps have gone abroad? 
Well, the Fourth, Fifth, and Sixth Army 


The noble Earl has 
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is perfectly true that I made that re- 
mark, but I now have the opportunity, 
which I gladly avail myself of, of 
explaining in detail what I actually said 
in addition. I said I did not understand 
what the charge as to the Army Corps 
being paper Army Corps really meant. 
I said— 

“Tf you are referring to the first three Army 
Corps, I suppose you meau that they cannot 
go on active service unless the Reserves are 
called up, and inasmuch as the Reservists are 
not actually serving with the Colours, they 
are to that extent on paper.” 

I said, as regards the last three Army 
Corps— 

“Tf the fact that they consist largely of 

Auxiliary forees—Volunteers and Militia, who 
are not constantly in barracks and not con- 
stantly attached to the Corps—is what you 
refer to when you say they are on paper, I 
agree that they are chiefly on paper; but 
when the Secretary of State aduoheest the 
scheme he stated perfectly clearly that the 
last three Army Corps neve comprise 60,000 
Volunteers and Militia.” 
Some 25,000 to 30,000 men of the 
Regular troops will form the nucleus of 
the last three Army Corps, and will con- 
stitute the Field Army for such duties as 
they may be called upon to perform. 

It has been said that the Auxiliary 
forces quartered in the southern part of 
England are not included in the last 
three Army Corps. That, again, is per- 
fectly true, but they have the most 
important duties possible allocated to 
them. They form on mobilisation the 
bodies of troops that will do garrison 
duty and be quartered in the three most 
important dockyards — Portsmouth, 
Devonport and Chatham—and it would 
be folly to include these troops in an 
Army Corps which is purposely for field 
service, when their duties are of an abso- 
lutely contrary nature. The Auxiliary 
forces in the southern part of England 
are trained in peace time for those gar- 
rison duties which they will have to 
perform in time of war. . Whatever may 
be said as to the Army Corps organisation, 
I have not the slightest hesitation in 
affirming that this is the first time in 
our history that a serious attempt has 
been made to organise the Auxiliary 
forces, and to teach them the duties in 
peace time that they will have to perform 
im war. 

_Tcome now to tie third point which 
1 raised—Have the Government done 
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what they could to make the Army 
organisation effective ? and on that point 
I would call your Lordships’ attention to 
the fact that it was only two years ago 
that this scheme was proposed and sanc- 
tioned by Parliament. In the nature of 
things the war in South Africa has de- 
layed the return of troops which are 
necessary to the completion of these 
Army Corps. The First Army Corps only 
lacks one battalion of infantry; but 
barracks are not yet available for all its 
units, which for sometime will have to be 
stationed in othercommands. The moment 
these barracks are ready the First Army 
Corps wi'l be complete. The Second 
Army Corps lacks three regiments of. 
cavalry and six battalions of infantry, 
for which barracks are not yet available. 
Four Guards battalions will join from 
London on mobilisation under normal 
arrangements, and they have in addition 
two battalions as surplus. The third 
Army Corps lacks one cavalry regiment, 
three batteries of militia artillery, three 
heavy batteries, and two battalions of 
infantry, but they have five surplus 
batteries. The Fourth Army Corps only 
lacks in Regulars three batteries now in 
South Africa. The Auxiliary troops are: 
complete except for six militia batteries, 
and there is a surplus of seven battalions. 
and one cavalry regiment belonging to 
the First andSecond Army Corps. Con- 
sequently the general who commands 
the Fourth Army Corps will have actually 
more troops under his command than 
any of the other generals. With regard 
to the Fifth Army Corps, the Regular 
and Auxiliary forces are complete, except 
for three batteries of Militia artillery. 
Two of the Regular batteries are at the 
present time quartered in Ireland. The 
Sixth Army Corps lacks twelve battalions 
of Royal Artillery, now abroad, and has 
three quartered in Ireland. ‘he other 
Regulars and the Auxiliary troops are 
complete except for six militia batteries, 
not yet raised, and there is a surplus of 
one cavalry regiment and one infantry 
battalion belonging to the First Army 
Corps. I think that gives the House a 
clear idea of what the position of the 
Army Corps is at the present time. 

The only other point I wéuld like to 
draw the attention of the House to is the 
exact establishment that we have, and to 
which the noble Earl referred, viz., 
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the 259,000 men. That figure, given 
by the Secretary of State in the House 
of Commons, included the troops in 
India. It is suggested that we should 
reduce our forces by 20,000 or 30,000 
men. If it is contemplated that 
it would be necessary at any time 
to send out three Army Corps for 
service abroad, it would be folly if we 
attempted to reduce by 20,000 or 30,000 
men our existing forces. Take the Home 
Army of this country at 150,000 men, 
and the Reserve at 60,000 ; that gives a 
total of 210,000 men. From this we 
must deduct 13,000 for garrison duty, 
15,000 sick, and 30,000 recruits, 4,000 
depéts, and the first three Army Corps 
135,000, making a total of 197,000. On 
mobilisation that would leave us a force 
of 21,000 men as the nucleus of 
our three Home Army Corps. If 
the first three Army Corps were sent 
abroad we should only have sufficient 
recruits left in this country to send out our 
first line of drafts. If it is necessary to 
have this Army Corps for service abroad, 
I think the House will admit that it 
would be folly to consider a large re- 
duction until we have greatly increased 
our Reserve. 


Before sitting down I should like to 
point out to the House what it will be 
pronouncing if it gives a vote to-night 
adverse to His Majesty’s Government. It 
will, first of all, declare that the Govern- 
ment have not done what it could to make 
the Army Corps organisation effective. 
I admit that that is a matter 
of opinion. I have done my best to give 
your Lordships the facts, and you have 
them before you. Secondly, it will pro- 
nounce that the scheme of Army organisa- 
tion is not suitable to the requirements of 
the country. Well, I maintain that if 
the House comes to that decision, it 
necessarily follows that someone should 
be prepared to put forward an alternative 
scheme, because it does not seem to me 
fair to the Government to condemn one 
scheme without putting forward another. 
It may be statesmanlike to condemn 
one scheme in favour of another, but it is 
not statesmanlike or common-sense to 
condemn one scheme in favour of nothing. 
I maintain that it must be one scheme or 
another, and any noble Lord who has not 
made up his mind what scheme he 
advocates for the British Army, is not, 
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vote against the Government this even- 
ing. Thirdly, by giving a vote against 
the Government, the House will pro- 
nounce that the Regular force organised 
for service abroad is too large for the 
requirements of the Empire. The 
House, if it takes that line, will be 
coming to a very serious decision, and 
will be practically directing the Govern- 
ment to reduce the strength of the 
Army. If that course is adopted, what 
will the world say ? The noble Lord has 
referred to the lessons of the war. 
Well, if we now cut down our Regular 
forces, I think the world will say that 
the only lesson that this country has 
learned from the war in South Africa 
is that we had too large an Army, too 
many troops. too good an organisation, 
too powerful equipment for the re- 
sponsibilities of this country. That is 
what I believe will be said if the course 
proposed is taken, and I venture to hope 
that the House will reject the Motion. 


Organisation. 


* Lorp MONKSWELL: My Lords, the 
noble Earl who has just sat down con- 
cluded by proposing a very strange consti- 
tutional doctrine to the House. He says 
we are not at liberty to vote against the 
Government scheme, even if we think it 
is a bad one, and even if we can prove 
that it is a bad one, unless we produce to 
the House a cut and dried scheme which 
we may consider a better one. Surely 
such a doctrine has never been heard in 
Parliament before, that we who are out 
of office, and who, I suppose noble Lords 
opposite will say, have not much chance 
of getting into office very shortly, should 
ourselves formulate a complete scheme, 
or swallow any scheme presented by His 
Majesty's Government. I shall have a 
word to say later with regard to another 
astounding suggestion of the noble Lord, 
that if we vote against the scheme of 
the Government, foreign countries will 
think that the only lesson we had learned 
from our experiences in South Africa 
was that we had too large an Army be- 
fore the war broke out. The Motion of 
the noble Earl behind me asks that the 
Government should reconsider their 
scheme of military organisation, having 
regard to the experience of the war in 
South Africa and to the naval and 
military requirements of the Empire. 





in my humble judgment, entitled to 
The Earl of Hardwicke. 
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we are asked to sanction this Army | than to force down the throat of the 
Corps system, or even to increase the | already overburdened taxpayer a scheme 
Army to the extent suggested, in what of Army reform in which he does not 
position the Army stands to the Navy. | believe and in which Parliament does not 
Before we know that, we are not in a/ believe. You are doing your best to- 
position at all events to unreservedly | pull tight the purse-strings of the nation, 
endorse all that the noble Earl says and to prevent the nation coming forward 
about the necessity of alarger Army. I | liberally and supporting a satisfactory 
noticed that the noble Earl did not say | and well-thought-out scheme of Army 
one single word in reference to the state- reform. The noble Earl spoke of the 
ment of the noble Earl behind me, that | three Army Corps going abroad. I 
this scheme was no longer popular in| should like to know where the noble Earl 
Parliament or in the country. Is it not | contemplates sending these expeditions. 
strange, if this scheme is such a good | 
one and one that proposes an increase in| THE Earn or HARDWICKE: I was 
the Army, it is not even popular with | referring to a remark that was made the 
the Service Members ? other night during the discussion on the 
- Venezuelan question, and I said that if it 
The Secretary of State for War was true as to the hostility of foreign 
drew a pathetic contrast between the| powers three Army Corps would not be 
rapturous reception of this scheme | of much assistance to us. 
two years ago and its condemna-| 


tion now. It is perfectly true that two! Lorn MONKSWELL: That is what 
years ago when he introduced this| we say. Your scheme is a great deal too 
scheme it was extremely popular with | big or too little. The roble Earl says that 
his own supporters, but we saw through | the military authorities are unanimously 
itat once. We never gave our adhesion | of opinion that the Army Corps system 
to the proposal, but the Secretary of jis a good one and that the increase in 
State is perfectly right when he says | the Army is absolutely essential. I do 
that a very great change has come over | not defer to military opinion in this 
public opinion, for the scheme is now/ matter. The size of an Army is a 
generally condemned as _ wasteful, | matter that must be decided on policy. 
extravagant and __ inefficient. The | If you tell us that you are going on an 
Government profess to be very much | adventurous policy of landing Army 
surprised at this, but it seems to me that | Corps on the Continent, you must have 
the change is perfectly natural and one | them three times as large as you have 
that might have been expected. What| now. The noble Earl went on to say 
happened was this. The nation tem-| that there were certain specific reasons 
porarily lost its senses in a delirium of | why the Army Corps system was the 
war fever. During that delirium the | best, and the first and principal reason 
scheme had only to be big enough and was that the system was necessary in 
expensive enough to secure acceptance. | order to decentralise the administration 
The bigger and the more expensive the | of the Army. But why? I cannot 
scheme, the more popular it was. The/| understand why it should be necessary 
Government are now reaping the natural|to have this system in order to de- 
result of yielding to popular clamour. | centralise the administration of the 
This disaster following momentary popu-| Army. Look at the difficulties you will 
larity, is well deserved, for this was an ill-| get into. The Hythe School of Musketry 
digested scheme produced in a time of js attached to the Second Army Corps, 
frantic excitement. The country was | but it supplies the whole Army. Whois. 
angry with the Government for saying | to have the control of the school? Again, 
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that the war was ended when it was only 


to conciliate public opinion by bringing 
forward a scheme of Army reform. This 
led up to a very dangerous situation. 


produce reaction against even moderate 
and necessary expenditure on the Army 


| it was stated by thePrime Minister that the 
half through, and they found it necessary | ar y od 


Army Corps were extremely desirable, be- 
cause we might have a good deal of work 


'todoin India. He said it enabled troops to 


: | be sent to India in an organised condition, 
There is no course more calculated to | 


but I would point out that in India the 


|Army Corps consist of native troops, 
| stiffened with British. The English. 
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Army Corps sent to India would have to | strated to such an extent in the late war 
be denuded of those recruits who had| would rather have led His Majesty’s 
not been twelve months in the Service, Government to the conclusion that go jar 
and you would then have todo away with from its being necessary to Strengthen 
this precious Army Corps system. You the Home Army, we might be able to 
would have to denude your Army Corps | somewhat decrease it. The second 
of a great many of the men composing it | lesson is a more far-reaching one—viz,, 
if you wanted to send it to India, and in| that the cultivation of intelligence jis 
that case Ido not think you would be , necessary in every rank, from the highest 
any better off with this new system. Then | to the lowest. In the first place, what 
we are told that the Army Corps system | you have to do is to get as intelligent 
is essential because we are to train the | recruits as you can; and, in the second 
Volunteers. But isan Army Corps neces- | place, to cultivate their intelligence while 
sary for that purpose? Ido not think His | they are in the ranks. The noble Ear] 
Majesty’s Government are particularly |said a good deal about: recruiting, but 
happy in what they have done with regard | surely it is no very great triumph to have 
to the Auxiliary forces. The Auxiliary! got 52,000 recruits—4 per cent. over 
forces do not seem to be very pleased with requirements—considering the state of 
the existing state of things, and I think thecountry at the time. I refuse to 
the Government would be very wise if| express my opinion as to whether re- 
they took the advice of Sir H. Campbell- | cruiting is oris not ina satisfactory state 
Bannerman, who said that what we ought until I know what sort of men these 
to do with the Auxiliary forces was to put, | 52,000 soldiers are. I am afraid that the 
them into hard training for a little while, evidence on that point is unsatisfactory, 
and after they have gone through that, for recruiting officers report that the 
exact very much less training fromthem. recruits who were coming forward were 

I amglad to be able to come to a topic extremely illiterate, and an officer com- 
as to which I am in complete accord ™4Nding one of the large depots said the 
with the noble Earl. I think the first |™ain cause for these young fellows 
thing His Majesty's Government ought | °nlisting was hunger, short time employ- 
to have done, as the result of experiences | ™€Nt, and low wages. With the volunteer 
gained during the war, was to have system of recruiting every Government 


reatly increased the Intelligence Depart- | 1+ of course, under this difficulty. When 
= I ro zatcke te ‘lei that if ri trade is bad recruiting is brisk, but the 


Government had only condescended to class of recruits you get in these circum- 
take the advice of the Intelligence Depart- | St@nces are justthemen whoin subsequent 
ment they would have got on very much | Ye4?s fill the ranks of the deserters and 
better in South Africa. The extra-|*he army prisons, and you are better 
ordinary thing is that the Department, | without them. 
with such a small sum of money and Then, again, it seems to me that the 
such a small staff at their disposal, were | recruiting regulations are very faulty, I 
able to get such valuable information mean with regard to insisting upon a 
with regard to the Boer armaments character with recruits. On that point 
before the war, and it is to be regretted J must say that the remark of the Secre- 
that that information was not made use of tary of State struck me with amazement. 
by the Government. 'Mr. Brodrick said, ‘‘ Enquiries as to 

We ought, I suppose, in any Army | character have been instituted with con- 
scheme to take to heart the lessons of | siderable advantage in many districts.” 
the war. I am only going to suggest Why not in all? The Commander-ir- 
that there are two important lessons that | Chief the other day wrote a most scath- 
ought to be taken to heart. The first is| ing letter condemning the system of 
the great superiority, under modern taking recruits without good characters. 
conditions of warfare and with modern But here we have the Secretary of State 
weapons, of defence over attack. This |stating that in many districts some 
is a very important matter, and I should | regard is paid to the character of recruits. 
have thought that the superiority of! The inference is that in many cases no 
defence over attack having been demon-| regard at all is paid to the character of 


Lord Monkswell. 
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the recruits, and I cannot understand 
how the Commander-in Chief could have 
been flouted in this way by the Secretary 
of State. It is perfectly true, as the 
noble Earl has stated, that steps have been 
taken to encourage recruiting. The 
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attractions include better pay, better 
barrack accommodation, and less barrack- 
square drill. This is all very good as far 
as it goes, but I do not think, even with 
regard to the comfort, convenience and 
cleanliness of barracks, that we have gone 
nearly as far as weought to go. The 
other day I went over several common 
lodging houses in London of the lowest 
type, and the superintendent of one of 
them told me that they compared very 
favourably, both from the point of view 
of cleanliness and the way in which they 
were kept, withthe London barracks; and, 
if may mention it in this connection, 
he said that the military authorities had 
approached him to ascertain the best 
means of extirpating bugs, and he had 
been able to give them some very good 
advice in this direction. 


What I complain of is that recruiting 
is not encouraged by any effort to im- 
prove the general education of the soldier 
while in the ranks. I have time and 
again called the attention of the House 
to this subject. I was told when 
I last brought forward the subject 
of the education of the soldier for 
civil life that the experiment had 
been tried at Woolwich and had failed. 
The Woolwich experiment was in 1899, 
four years after the Report of the 
Select Committee on Employment for 
Discharged Soldiers and Sailors, who said 
it might be possible to educate the soldier 
in a trade during the winter months, 
but that it would be quite impossible 
inthe summer. That was the opinion 
of the Select Committee appointed to 
enquire into this subject, but, instead of 
following this advice, the authoritiés at 
Woolwich began the experiment in 
March, when it was bound to fail be- 
cause it was heginning at the wrong 
time. But in order to make certain 
that it should be a dead failure the 
authorities made no enquiry at all as to 
the state of the education of the soldiers 
they sent into the trade classes, and the 
consequence was that they were sent to 
classes where the education given was so 
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| much above their heads that it might as 


well have been given in the Hebrew 
tongue. We have had the education of 
the officer scathingly condemned, but 
the ignorance of the private soldier is as 
great a scandal. The old system con- 
tinues. Initiative and suppleness are 
drilled out of the soldier. We profess 
surprise at the difficulty in finding 
employment for discharged soldiers. 
Contrast the Army with the Navy. The 
men in the Navy are known as handy 
men, and the soldiers as helpless men. 
Our sailors are handy because they 
have been trained to suppleness and 
taught to exercise their intelligence. 


If you get your 50,000 recruits they 
will not be of the right sort and no 
effort will apparently be made to improve 
them. If the scheme is pressed the 
Army will probably be below the 
establishment and will certainly be 
inefficient. But then we are told we 
shall have nothing to do but go in for 
conscription, and the country will then 
get plenty of excellent recruits. On 
that point I am glad to think that up to 
the present, at all events, His Majesty’s 
Government are standing firm. Only 
the other day the First Lord of the 
Admiralty reminded his audience 
that conscription for foreign service 
does not obtain in any European 
country, and I was glad _ to 
see that Major Seely in the House of 
Commons had the courage to say that 
conscription is a counsel of folly. But 
for two years past we have been flooded 
with letters in the Service Press advocat- 
ing conscription, and I think these 
gentlemen have no wish to make volun- 
tary recruiting a success, but would 
welcome its failure as paving the way 
for conscription. If you refuse to fit the 
soldier for civil life, if you will stiffen 
his muscles and stunt his intelligence, if 
you insist on sending him back to civil 
life a worse man for civil employment 
than when he joined the Colours, the 
Government scheme sooner or later 
means conscription, and as you cannot 
get conscription it means that your 
scheme will fall through. I say that it 
is reasonable to ask the Government to 
reconsider their scheme. It was not 


wise to introduce a large scheme of 
Army reform during the war. The 
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scheme was got up in a hurry in defer- 
ence to popular clamour, and during 
the delirium of war fever. That was not 
wise, but I do not think the country 
expects too much of the Government. 
I do not think the man in the street 
acknowledges any great intellectual 
superiority on their part, and I do not 
think that anybody is in the least sur- 
prised to find that the Government did 
not escape the infection of the war fever. 
We have been reminded by the Prime 
Minister that his Party have been making 
Imperialistic speeches for four years. 
We do not think hardly of them for 
that. Many besides Ministers have done 
that, but when everyone is returning 
to his senses I think it is reasonable to 
hope that Ministers will not be the only 
persons to persist in their errors. It is 
excusable for Ministers to succumb to a 
temporary fit of lunacy with the majority 
of Englishmen, but it is inexcusable for 
them to boast that they still stand where 
they did four years ago, though every 
one else has recovered his senses. 
National defence is not a subject to be 
trifled with, and I hope that in con- 
sidering it Ministers will put away 
every atom of false pride and obstinacy, 
and will not, by adhering to their ex- 
pensive and ill-advised project, run the 
risk of [y tight the purse-strings of 
the nation. trust that by taking this 
scheme baek they will show that in the 
matter of national defence they are 
worthy of the confidence of the people. 


Lorp LOVAT: My Lords, the noble 
Lord who has just spoken has thrown 
down a challenge to your Lordships on the 
subject of the Army Corps system. Its 
effect upon the Volunteers has been 
referred to. I myself think that this is 
the first system that has been produced 
which takes into reasonable account the 
Volunteer force. Volunteers in them- 
selves are very useful men, and Volunteer 
officers are to be obtained in large num- 
bers if they can be intelligently looked 
after. The instances where the Volun- 
teers broke down in the late war were 
entirely due to their not having the right 
class of people on the staff to manage 
them. It has been proved that many 
thousands of men can be secured to fight 
for their country provided they can 
be intelligently staffed. This Army 


Lord Monéksweil. 
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Corps system, by producing a definite 
scheme— 

_[The noble Lord here abruptly resumed 
his seat amid sympathetic cheers from 
both sides of the House. | 


*Tue Ear, or ABERDEEN: I am 
sure the House listened with particular 
interest when the noble Lord who has 
just sat down rose to address your Lord- 
ships. The name of Lovat’s Scouts has 
become a household word, and although 
my noble friend has ceased to speak at 
this moment I hope we shall soon have a 
further opportunity of hearing h's views 
on this subject. Iam sure the services he 
has rendered to the country wiii always be 
gratefully remembered. I think it might 
be expected that any Member addressing 
your Lordships on this occasion ought to 
have the qualification of some experience 
in military matters, either the experience 
of service in the Army or official experience 
in connection with the administration of 
military affairs, and I believe that all 
the noble Lords who have spoken up to 
the present come within that category. 
But although I cannot claim any such 
qualification, I should like to explain 
that I rise not so much in the capacity 
of a critic as that of an inquirer, | 
might say an anxious inquirer. I quite 
admit that inquiries very often imply 
certain criticism, and I admit that the 
first inquiry I should like to make may 
come under that} head. The question 
which has been in my mind is as to the 
principle on which special travelling 
allowances are made, or are not made, 
in certain conditions. We have all ad- 
mired the manner in which the vast 
number of troops were conveyed 6,000 
miles across the sea to South Africa, but I 
wish to call attention to a much humbler 
kind of transportation. A man applied 
for military service in Aberdeen, and 
was accepted. Aberdeen is a most desir- 
able place, but it has one disadvantage, 
that it is a considerable distance 
from London, and that the railway 
fare is therefore expensive. The man | 
am referring to had passed a preliminary 
examination as to his fitness for service 
and travelled to London to have his full 
admission arranged for. But when fur- 
ther examination took place in London 
it was ruled that owing to some defect 
in his teeth hecould not be accepted, 
and he had to bear the loss of his railway 
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fare. When he got back you may be 
pretty sure he did not keep his experience 
to himself, and such treatment as that 
cannot but have a bad effect on the 
class from which you hope to. draw 
recruits. 


The question which interests me most 
cf all is that of the Volunteers. My 
noble friend who opened this debate 
stated that there had been a diminution 
during the past two yeurs in the 
Volunteer force of 70,000 men. That, 
surely, is a very serious fact. I listened 
from the Peers’ Gallery in the House of 
Commons the other day to a statement 
by the Prime Minister in which he 
emphatically declared that it was his 
intention to do all that was pos- 
sible to improve and make efficient 
the Auxiliary forces. But when we hear 
of a diminution of 70,000 men we cannot 
help thinking of the old expression, “ im- 
proving a thing off the face of the earth.” 
I want to know the method and the prin- 
ciple which will be pursued in this 
matter. I am sure that Volunteer 
officers are not afraid of demands 
for increased efficiency, but their atti- 
tude is rather this, that they are con- 
fronted with the difficulty of combining 
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compliance with the regulations with the 
corresponding necessity of securing the 
adherence of the Volunteers to the new 


conditions. I have a letter in my hand 
from a Volunteer officer in which he states 
that he is receiving serious complaints to 
the effect that he is requiring too much 
time to be devoted by his men to the work. 
He has found it necessary to give 
a special camp allowance of two shillings 
a day, in addition to the War Office 
allowance, and concludes, “if the present 
regulations are not modified I have 
no doubt that the membership will 
decrease very considerably.” One cannot 
help thinking that by some careful re- 
arrangement something might be done to 
meet some of these difficulties. Of course, 
if the object is to reduce the total number 
of Volunteers I can conceive that there 
might be something to be said for that. 
If it is really the intention of the Govern- 
ment that there should be a smaller but a 
more efficient force that policy should be 
avowedly expressed, because a sort of in- 
direct process of diminution has a dis- 
couraging effect, and you cannot be sure 
that the process secures the survival of 
the fittest. Therefore I hope we shall 
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hear something further as to the principle 
and method which it is proposed to con- 
tinue with regard to the Volunteers. 


*Lorp HARRIS : My Lords, I should 
like to direct the attention of the House 
to one or two points which, as regards 
the disposition of the forces of the 
Crown, | think are mors important than 
the cost of a journey from Aberdeen 
to Lonaon, and more nearly relate to the 
Motion of the noble Earl. The noble 
Earl the Under Secretary said there were 
three points upon which the Government 
would be glad to have a decision—first, 
whether the establishment cf the Army 
is too high? Secondly, whether the 
Army Corps system is the best for the 
distribution of the troops ? And, thirdly, 
if it is, whether the Government have 
done their best to carry out that system ? 
As regards the first point, it seems to me 
that that is hardly. a question for the 
Government to put. Surely they are 
responsible for the numbers in the Army. 
It is the business of the Cabinet to advise 
the country what they consider necessary 
for the safety of the Empire. It is 
undoubtedly open to the Opposition to 
challenge that advice, but the Opposition 
had to accept the Estimates which were 
put before the House of Commons last 
year, and we must assume that the 
numbers that were voted were those 
which the noble Earl and his colleagues 
thought to be the right number. do 
not understand his asking that question 
at this moment. I do not think that 
anyone who has had any interior acquaint- 
ance with the administration of India 
would dare to get up in his place and 
challenge whatever the Cabinet may say 
is necessary for the defence of the Em- 
pire. It is perfectly well known, I 
imagine, to all those who have held high 
administrative posts in India, what the 
numbers are which the Government of 
India say they must have if an attack is 
made on the North-West Frontier—that is 
to say, what extra number of English 
troops from England India must have in 
addition to the troops at present in that 
country ; and I am perfectly certain that 
His Majesty’s Government have had that 
in mind. Therefore, so far as I am con- 
cerned, I am quite satisfied with the 
number which His Majesty’s Gov:rn- 
ment have said are necessary, and I 
sincerely hope they will not yield to 
any pressure to reduce those numbers. 
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Now as to the question of the Army this, that if the Intelligence branch had 
Corps system. The name Army Corps is been big enough they would have given 
given to those bodies to which the War attention to a point of this kind, with the 
Office wish to devolve some of the detailed result that the Government would have 
work which hitherto has occupied too been better advised on this point than they 
much attention at Headquarters, and I were. Comparisons have been made as 
think it is a better name than the alter- regards the size of the Intelligence branch 
natives—division, district, or group. I of the German Army and the size of our 
admire the courage which the Secretary Intelligence Department. I wonder what 
for War has shown in carrying out, the size of the German Intelligence branch 
against much adverse criticism, a scheme | would be if they had the risks of war in 
for the decentralisation which has been all parts of the world that we have. 
called for. When the transition stage, I can imagine that it would be a 
which always does produce some confusion, great deal larger. I therefore hope 
is over, I believe there will be greater that the Government will see their way 
expedition in dealing with matters of to adequately equip this important De- 
detail. It seems to me hypercritical to partment. I think it would be imprudent 
challenge the system which Mr Brodrick to place too much dependence on the 
has introduced, which has been called for Defence Committee of the Cabinet, 
for years, and which, I believe, will in a notwithstanding the strengthening it has 
very short time result in considerable received by the addition open expert 
expedition in dealing with the many advisers. The members of the Cabinet 
questions that arise in connection with the who are on that Committee are all busy 
Army. I hope the Government will not men with their own Departments to 
hesitate to ask for what is necessary in attend to, and I cannot believe they 
respect of the Intelligence Department, will be able to find all the time that is 
for I am sure that even with double its necessary for the accurate study of the 
strength the Department could not work large and intricate questions that will 
out all the requisites for the successful come before them. 
conduct of a war in all the countries 
where there may be a chance of having to There is one question of great import- 
fight. ance to which I hope it. will be possible 

for the noble Marquess the Foreign Secre- 

At the beginning of the South African , tary, or some other member of the 
War I believe not a British officer was Government, to give some reply. The 
capable of estimating the number of question is, “Is it best for the Empire or 
troops necessary to guard our lines of | not that the whole of these Regular troops 
communication, so that we might strike should be barracked in England!” A 
at the Boer headquarters; but this was scheme has been put forward in The Times 
done by a German officer who wrote to in which it is suggested that a large force 
The Times in November, 1899. He might be stationed in various parts of the 
pointed out that the number of troops we | Empire. It is a very bold idea; I think 
then had in South Africa were quite myself it is rather crude, and that if it 
insufficient to enable us to compete with had been subjected to detailed official 
the Boer army at the strength at which criticism—to that criticism which knows 
we calculated it, and which he believed was how many are the needs of the Army 
under-estimated, and further that we did —-probably it would not have seemed 
not possess anything like enough troops so sound to its author as he thought 
for the lines of communication. He stated it when it was propounded. but 
the numbers which he considered would there is one place, where he suggested 
be necessary, and those numbers were at that troops should be stationed, that 
least double what we then had in South seems to have a great deal of wisdom 
Africa, and even his estimate eventually | behind it—and that is that there should 
proved not to be enough. But what be a considerable force, possibly an Army 
struck me as very curious was that no Corps, stationed in South Africa. This, 
British officer had made anything like of course, is exclusive of the force which 
an accurate calculation of the number it is necessary at present to retain in 
of troops required for the lines of South Africa, but which may be reduced 
communication in order to enable us to! in time. One of the points that will in- 
reach Johannesburg. I am certain of | evitably occur to anyone criticising that 


Lord Harris. 
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scheme is the question of transport, in 
ease these troops are required in any 
other part of the world. It is an un 
doubted fact that there is no part of the 
world where transports can be so easily 
obtained as in England, and therefore the 
Army Corps that is to go abroad can be 
put on the necessary shipping quicker in 
England than anywhere else. But in this 
case—and it must be remembered that 
one of the reasons for this large force of 
Regular troops is the defence of India 

the propounder of the scheme in Zhe 
Times assumes the Canal is closed, and 
therefore that all the transports will have 
to go round the Cape. In such a case, 
if it were possible to station an Army Corps 
in South Africa, I do not think there would 
he any delay as regards shipping, because 
the transports could be engaged in 
England, probably fitted up with some 
portion of their fittings and stores, call at 
the Cape, at Port Elizabeth, Durban, and 
London, pick up their troops, and go on 
to India without loss of time. That ad- 
vantage seems to me to apply to an Army 
Corps stationed in South Africa more 
than to one stationed in any part of the 
world. The troops would have far greater 
facilities for training in South Africa 
than they could have in this country, 
and their physique would be greatly 
improved there. I hope we may receive 
an assurance that this is a subject which 
will receive the attention of His Majesty’s 
Government. It is impossible for me to 
support the motion of the noble Earl 
apposite, because I believe it to be 
absolutely unsound from the point of 
wiew of the necessities of the Empire. 


Lorp DENMAN: My Lords, at this 
Jate hour 1 do not intend to detain your 


Lordships for many minutes. I think it 
is impossible in this question of Army 
reform not to refer to a debate which 
took place the other night in the House 
of Commons, as this debate is to a certain 
extent a continuation of that discussion. 
4 find myself, speaking from the point of 
view of a soldier, almost entirely in agree- 
ment with what fell from the noble Lord, 
the Financial Secretary to the War Office. 
His scheme, if I remember rightly, was 
one of modified compulsory service at 
home and voluntary service abroad. 
Such a scheme, from the point of view 
of the soldier, isthe one solution of all 
-our difficulties. First of all it solves the 
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problem of recruiting, which the present 
scheme makes no attempt whatever to 
touch. It also solves the question of 
expense——it is cheaper—it enables you 
to train the Militia and Volunteers, and 
to bring them to whatever state oi 
efficiency you please. It even solves the 
question of recruiting for the Navy, 
which, although it may be quite satis- 
factory at the present time, will, I think, 
one day afford a problem which may - 
cause the Government of the day some © 
uneasiness. Speaking from the point of 
view of the citizen, [ realise that any 
system of compulsory service is now 
absolutely out of the question. 


THE Eart or WEMYSS: Why ? 


Lorp DENMAN : Because when the 
Government of the day two years ago 
had the opportunity of giving us a really 
sound military system they wasted the 
opportunity and foisted the present 
scheme on the country. There are two 
men in this country who have had the 
chance of putting our Army on a 
sound basis—the noble Marquess 
the present Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, and the present Secretary of 
State for War. Whether they were over- 
ruled by other members of the Cabinet or 
not it is impossible for outsiders to know, 
but they allowed their opportunity to go. 
What I complain of in the present scheme 
is that it makes no attempt whatever to 
solve the problem of recruiting. I quite 
agree with what fell from the noble Earl 
the Under Secretary, that it does not 
matter whether you call these Army Corps, 
or brigades, or divisions ; it is entirely a 
matter of detail. But it is of importance 
that you should have a scheme which 
enables you to get men. The present 
scheme does not do that. The Secre- 
tary of State for War stated in the 
House of Commons the other night that 
recruiting for the Army was progress- 
ing favourably, but the difficulty of 
obtaining recruits for the infantry still 
exists. The Secretary of State told us 
that the infantry at the present time was 
only 2,600 below strength, but I should 
like to ask whether the Government 
expect in the coming recruiting year to 
keep their forces up to that figure, and 
whether at the end of the recruiting year 
they will not be more than 5,000 men 
below the strength in the infantry alone. 
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There was another rather important 
point in the speech made by the Secretary 
of State the other night. He told us that 
for the infantry we had ceased recruit- 
ing “specials.” The standard now is : 
height, 5 ft. 3 in., and 32 in. chest 
measurement ; nothing below this is a 
“special.” I donot know whether the 
noble Earl, the Under Secretary, can tell 
me what the standard was before the war. 
I have reason to believe that the standard 
at the present time for recruits is not the 
same as that which existed before the 
war. Naturally if you reduce your 
standard you will have no “specials” at 
all. That is perfectly obvious. Perhaps 
it is not fair to call it a trick on the part 
of the Secretary of State to make this 
statement to the country, but at anyrate 
it is to my mind rather a slim form of 
Parliamentary tactics. Turning to minor 


reforms introduced in the present scheme | 


there is one which I think will not tend 
to the efficiency of the Service—that is 
the regulation which enables men to stay 
out all night in plain clothes. In no other 
walk of life would young men be allowed 
to stay out all night. Take the under- 
graduates at Cambridge or the cadets at 
Sandhurst ; it would be entirely out of 
the question. There is a line written 
by Mr. Rudyard Kipling, and a very true 
one, that 

‘Single men in barracks ain’t exactly plaster 
saints, 
and you may enact the introduction of 
cubicles, you may go further in the same 
direction and enact that flower boxes be 
placed in the windows of all barrack 
rooms, and china ornaments on the man- 


tel-pieces, but still you will not do very | 


much to elevate the moral tone of the 
recruit. What will happen will be that 
you will get your recruit coming back in 
the small hours of the morning either 
sodden with drink or having spent the 
greater part of the night in doubtful com- 
pany. 

There is one other point I should 
like to touch upon, namely, the dress 
regulation ; and after the criticisms I have 
endeavoured to make it is a pleasure to 
turn to a subject on which I am able to 
offer my congratulations to the War 
Office and to His Majesty’s Government. 


Their efforts in this direction are _ really | 
it on that account. 


deserving of the highest praise. It is 
impossible to overrate the skill, care, in- 
genuity, and the fertility of imagination 
that have been brought to bear on th 


Lord Denman. 
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it may be a matter of regret that this 
care and thought expended in the year 
1902 on the inscription on a button, or 
on the onan of a forage cap that looks 
as if it had been made in Germany, was 
not in 1901 given to the enrolment and 
enlistment of mounted troops to send out 
to fight our battles at the Cape. I wish 
to touch for a moment upon the question 
of the relations between the Commander-- 
in-Chief and the Secretary of State for 
War. It appears, as far as one can judge 
at present, that this system can hardly be 
termed satisfactory. 1 do not wish to 
imply that the relations between the 
Secretary of State and the Commander-in- 
Chief are not of the most cordial descrip- 
tion. We have been told that they are. 
But the other day we had the incident of 
the Newmarket election, where the 
decision of the Commander-in-Chief was 
overruled by the Secretary of State. As 
the noble Earl the Commander-in-Chief 
is present in this House, I will say at 
once, with all due respect and sincerity, 
that it is difficult to imagine a Secretary 
of State for War being unable to get on 
with him, famed as he is for his charm of 
disposition. But it seems to me that a 
system can hardly be a good one which 
does not remove all possibility of friction 
and prevent the recurrence of such an 
incident as the one to which I have 
referred. We must admit that it is 
possible that a Commander-in-Chief may 
one day be appointed who has not the 
charming disposition of the noble Earl, 
Lord Roberts, and that there should arise 
a Secretary of State who does not possess 
the fascinating personality of the present 
War Minister. Aud it seems to me that 
you ought to have a system which will 
obviate the recurrence of such scenes as 
we saw not so very long ago in your 
Lordships’ house. 


Finally, I protest against this scheme 
because I think it is unfair to the 
Army. In the British Army there are 
regiments which have records such as 
no other army or regiment in the 
world can equal. 1 ask your Lordships 
whether it is fair to those regiments to 
fill up their ranks with men of the size 
you are now ge I protest against 

am aware, as every 
thinking Englishm&n must be aware, that 


our Navy is the first line of defence. But, 


after all, it is only fair to judge by results.. 
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Since the Battle of Trafalgar, although | defeat it. I do not think such a dis- 
the British Navy has done splendid work cussion would be profitable, and I for 
in small actions, it has fought no very one do not belong to the checkmate 
great war. Your Army during that time | school. I do not believe that a man is 
has fought and conquered in every part beaten until he has been either killed or 
of the world. For that alone you owe it taken prisoner. 
a debt of gratitude, and for that reason, if 
for no other, I ask you to register your, But forthe purposes of this debate I 
vote against a scheme which is unfair to ask your Lordships to take this as the 
the people of this country and unfair to starting-point—that the true defence of 
the Army which has done so much to this country, and of the whole Empire, 
build up this great Empire. is its naval power, and that the invasion 
which we have to contemplate and take 
*Tue FIRST LORD or tue ADMIR- into reckoning in connection with the 
ALTY (The Eart of SELBorNE): My military system is only such an invasion 
Lords, the Motion is an official declara- as is possible so long as our naval 
tion of want of confidence on the part power remains intact. I am not going 
of His Majesty’s Opposition in His to proceed from that basis to consider 
Majesty's Government, and I ask your how many Regular troops must be kept 
Lordships whether, in the whole of your ,in this country for the purpose of repel- 
experience, you have ever known such a ling such an invasion. And why? 
Motion followed up by such a debate ? Because I believe that you should begin 
Has any one single speaker on the other at the other end and calculate what are 
side attempted to deal with the real the number of Regular troops you will 
subject—‘“‘ The naval and military re- require for the Imperial defence of the 
quirements of the Empire?” The only Empire outside this country. You have 
allusion there has been to the military to provide a garrison for all the coaling 
requirements was in the very brief stations and the ports we hold. You 
speech of the Duke of Bedford; there | have to provide a garrison for South 
has not been a single word about the: Africa. You have to provide that force 
naval requirements. I protest that it is which is always, sooner or later, required 
not consistent with the dignity of this for minor expeditions. And, beyond and 
House or of Parliament that such a above all this, you have to provide for 
Motion should be followed up by such a the defence of India. When you have 
debate. I would say, in the first place, calculated on the basis of those require- 
that at the beginning of this question ments, I believe you will find that the 
—not the end of it—is the Navy; and number of Regular troops required in 
here you have an Opposition which you England to enable the Army to fulfil 
would imagine, so far as the speeches in | Imperial obligations in India and the 
this House are concerned, did not know Colonies is amply sufficient, with the 
that the Navy existed. Lord Rosebery, auxiliary forces, to deal with such an 
who I am sorry to say has left the invasion as I have suggested. If your 
House, is always endeavouring to stimu- Lordships agree with that basis of 
fate the Government to a proper view calculation, I ask what are you to do 
of their duties in these matters. We with those Regulars thus proved to le 
have had the gospel of efficiency preached required and with the Militia , Yeomanry 
to us until it has becomea little stale; but and Volunteers? I suppose we are all 
here wehavetheOppositionand,I presume, agreed that that force ought to be 
Lord Rosebery coming forward tosup- organised in the best possible manner, 
port a Motion like this and not a word and not left in the position of a mere 
said about the Navy or the naval require- collection of disjointed units. I suppose 
ments of the country. I will not go your Lordships will further admit that 
behind the arguments that a certain there cannot be within the kingdom too 
section of political speakers are fond much decentralisation in the way of 
of delivering themselves of in respect | relieving the War Office from all work of 
of that Armageddon that might come organisation and administration which 
if all the Powers of the world were can be placed on some other official 
to combine against the Navy to shoulders. Then, 1 ask, wherein does the 
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Army Corps system fail in fulfilling those 
requirements? I ask, also, will it be 
denied that the Army Corps system can 
provide reinforcements for India in time 
of need? Lord Monkswell tried to make 
out that because the Indian Army was 
organised in rather a different way from 
the British Army, therefore there could 
be no place in an Indan emergency for 
reinforcements by Army Corps. Whatis 
there to prevent an Army Corps being 
sent to India as one complete unit? I 
also submit that it would be possible to 
take out of an Army Corps, in a com- 
plete unit such as a division or a 
brigade, any expeditionary force which 
might be required for small emergencies 
abroad. 


The system of Army Corps may be good. 
or bad; it may be possible to suggest a | 
better plan. But I submit that the 
burden of proof, which rests{upon the 
Opposition, to demonstrate that tie 
system fails to supply what is required 
in the interest of the Empire has broken 
down. For supplying the reinforcements 
for India, for the formation of a first- 
class Army Reserve, for the maintenance 
of garrisons, for the fitting out of small 
expeditionary forces, and for decentrali- 
sation, the Army Corps is a convenient 
unit. Why, also, is it not convenient for 
the Militia, the Yeomanry, the Volun- 
teers, and the Regulars intended for the 
defence of our shores to be worked in 
Army Corps? I protest that the whole 
discussion on our military’ system has 
gone off the rails owing to the undue 
prominence which is given to the ques- 
tion of Army Corps. The real point is 
whether the men required for the pur- | 
poses of the Empire can or cannot be 
supplied under the system ; whether there | 
are too many Regulars, and whether it 
is a sufficiently elastic system. The noble 
Earl who introduced the Motion made 
the amazing statement that the Army 
Corps system interfered as a rival with 
the Navy both as to men and as to 
money. On what authority does the 
noble earl make that statement ? 


*EaRL CARRINGTON : On the author- 
ity of common-sense. If there are two 
people in the market, each wanting as | 
many men as they can obtain, it is obvious 
that they will compete; and that they 
both will try to get as much of the public | 


The Earl of Selborne 
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money for their particular service as they 
possibly can. herefore they must be 
mutually prejudicial. 


*TuHE Eart or SELBORNE: The Army 
Corps system has not interfered in the 
slightest degree with the Navy, either in 
men or money. The Board of Admiralty 
have received from the Government all 
that they require in the way of money 
and men. The question of the Committee 
of Defence has also been referred to. The 
Government do not claim that the Com- 
mittee of Defence as re-constituted is 
going to cure all the evils it is intended 
to meet off-hand ; but we do say that it is 
a Constitutional departure of great import- 
ance. Hitherto the experts, naval and 
military, have not been members of the 
Committee of Defence. They have been 
simply called in to advise when required. 
Henceforth they will be integral members 
of the Committee, and will have the same 
status and thesame rights asthe politicians. 
The Committee will thresh out all ques- 
tions affecting national defence, no matter 
what time or labour may be involved ; 
and their decisions will be recorded and 
handed down from one Government to 
another, so that in respect to all matters 
which come before them there will be abso- 
jute continuity of record. But to return to 
the Army Corps, the only criticism I have 
heard of the system is that it is not com- 
plete. I entirely agree that the Army 
Corps system should be completed by the 
addition of the absolutely necessary ser- 
vices. What should be aimed at is no: 
numbers, but quality. The Army should 
be so composed and so organised that, 
whatever its numbers are, those numbers 
shall be real men, ready to be putinto the 
field in any emergency. The indictment 
is a root-and-branch indictment against 
the Army system ; and the real gist of it 
has been the numbers. The Government 
stand on these principles—the Navy first, 
the Army sufficient for its Imperial needs 
and organised in all detail: The Govern- 
ment have adopted the Army Corps system 
because they think it lends itself to these 
requirements, and I altogether fail to find 
how the criticisms we have up to the pre- 
sent heard have in any way destroyed that 


position. 


*EarL SPENCER; My Lords, I agree 
with the noble Lord that this is a highly 


important matter, and that it ‘is 
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right that we who challenged the 
House with a Resolution should say 
something more with regard to the 
reasons why this Motion has been put 
down. The First Lord of the Admiralty 
has rather taxed tinis side of the House 
with not having brought forward an 
argument of sufficient weight. I do not 
see that the other side have done very 
much more. We had an interesting 
speech from a very distinguished Yeo- 
manry officer and an ex-Under Secre- 
tary for War, for whom I have very 
high respect, Lord Harris. We have 
had now a very able speech from the 
noble Lord the First Lord of the Ad- 
miralty; but I quite admit that the 
House has not responded with speeches 
to the call we have made as eagerly as 
we rather hoped it would have done. 
I am afraid I shall not be able, particu- 
larly at this hour, to stir up or revive 
interest in the matter, but I must en- 
deavour to put the case as it seems to 
me. In the first instance, let me say 
that the history of the opposition to the 
plan of the Government shows that this 
is in no sense a Party question. Take 
what happened in another place. The 
whole brunt, or nearly the whole brunt, 
of the discussion was borne by 
supporters of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, although, no doubt, there were 
members of the Opposition who took 
part in the debate. I rejoice that this is 
not a Party question. We have enough 
of Party questions; and, although we 
may think it right to attack the policy 
of His Majesty’s Government, it is not 
we only who do so, but some very able 
men who know a good deal of the sub- 
ject. It is as important a subject as 
could possibly be brought before Parlia- 
ment, not onlyim portant with regard tothe 
immediate question of the defence of the 
United Kingdom of India, of the colonies, 
and of the coaling stations, but important 
because of the way in which it influences 
interests of great moment to this country. 
It affects political interests ; it affects 
ioral interests; and it affects very 
greatly the financial interests of this 
country. 


Sufficient prominence has not, I often 
think, been given in these debates 
to the one point of paramount importance, 
the necessity of knowing what is the 


policy of His Majesty’s Government, 
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with regard to foreign affairs, but 
also with regard to the colonies. We 
know the famous saying of Lord Beacons- 
field in this House (I had the honour of 
hearing it) when the question of Afghan- 
istan and India was discussed. He said : -- 
“The key of India is in London.” What 
was the meaning of that? It meant that 
the foreign and colonial policy of the 
Government decided and regulated these 
important issues. I do not for a moment 
say that His Majesty’s Government share 
the extreme view which, I am sorry to 
say, from time to time within the last few 
years has been held in the Press and by 
Members of Parliament and others with 
regard to what should be the policy of 
this country. There has been a 
great deal of what is called war 
fever ; a military spirit has been evoked ; 
and there has been a great tendency to 
desire that we should seize upon countries, 
that we should go to war, and that 
England should be put with regard to its 
Army on the same footing as many of the 
great countries on the Continent. I deeply 
regretit. Sucha policy is wholly opposed to 
the best political interests of this country, 
and I am exceedingly sorry that such a 
spirit should be encouraged. I am not 
going into the question of the South 
African War ard our policy with regard 
to it. All I will say is this: that I most 
devoutly hope, and [ trust your Lordships 
share that hope, that we shall not for many 
generations have to endure the struggle 
and privations and responsibilities which 
that war has brought upon us. I sincerely 
trust that we shall not have to have 
recourse to the gigantic, patriotic, and 
noble efforts that were made not only 
by the citizens of the United Kingdom, 
but’ in South Africa and in other 
colonies to support the forces of our 
Sovereign in a very severe campaign. 
From what I heard in another place 
from the Prime Minister, I conclude that 
he refused to adopt the views to which 
I have referred. I do not know whether 
the Secretary of State for War agrees 
with the Prime Minister; but in a 
‘remarkable statement which he made 
before the Colonial Coriference he cer- 
_ tainly used words which might be inter- 
| preted as indicating that we were likely 
to require forces such as we had sent 
‘into South Africa. He said we had only 
to look at the illustration of the late war 
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to recognise that the arrangements now 
being made were under, rather than 
over, the mark. ; 

The noble Lord very properly 
alluded to the Navy; but it is 
satisfactory that the position which must 
be occupied by the Navy in‘ our system 
of defences is acknowledged on all hands. 
I will venture to read what the noble 
Lord himself said at the Colonial Con- 
ference. or contributed as a memorandum. 


He said :— 


** The sea is all one, and the British Navy, 
therefore, must be all one; and its solitary 
task in war must be to seek out the ships of 
the enemy wherever they are to be found and 
destroy them. At whatever spot, in whatever 
sea, these ships are found and destroyed there 
the whole Empire will be simultaneously 
defended in its territory, its trade, and its in- 
terests. If, on the contrary, the idea should 
unfortunately prevail that the problem is one 
of local defence, and that each part of the 
Empire can be content to have its allotment of 
ships for the purpose of the separate protection 
of an individual spot, the only ible result 
would be that an enemy who had discarded 
this heresy and combined his fleets would 
attack in detail and destroy those separate 
British squadrons which, united, could have 
defied defeat.” 


That admirably puts the position, and 
we ought to bear it in mind. It appears 
to me that in this scheme it has been for 
the moment overlooked. It does not 
seem that the first line of defence 
has been sufficiently considered, and that 
the Army scheme has been formulated 
as if that line of defence had never existed. 
That is why I for one cannot subscribe to 
the eulogiums that have been passed on 
the scheme. The scheme is not consistent 
with what is the best system for the 
defence of the United Kingdom and the 
Empire at large. I at once admit that 
we have to find the forces. First of all 
we have to find forces for India, for the 
Colonies, and also for South Africa—I am 
afraid meuh larger forces in the latter 
ease than hitherto. We have also to find 
forces for the coaling stations, and I must 
iin this congratulate the First Lord of the 
Admiralty on the decision which I see he 
has made for the Government, that the 
coaling stations are not to be put in charge | 
of the Marires. Besides that we have | 
other duties to perform. We have 
to find a sufficient force to feed those | 
forces abroad. Then we must have a} 
certain force to assist the Navy in striking | 
a blow abroad, if it is desired to do so— | 
that was laid down by the First Lord of 


Earl Spencer, 
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We need 
also to have a certain force to help to 
strengthen or stiffen—if you like to call 
it so—the defensive force of the country. 

But, my Lords, what I maintain is 
this, that the Government have not 
relied sufficiently on the auxiliary forces, 
which must be the bulk, or the ma- 
jority, of forces on which we must 
depend for our defence. These are the 
Volunteers, the‘ Yeomanry, and the 
Militia. I will say something presently 
about the Army Corps; at present I am 
only going to deal with numbers, because 
after all I admit that it is one of the 
principal things whether you have over 
done the numbers that you require. [ 
conceive that you have. It is very diffi 
cult to find out what has really been 
done. I see various statements made 
with regard to what Mr. Brodrick’s plan 
was when he introduced it in 1901— 
what it was then and what it is now. 
This is not an easy matter to follow. 
I do not know whether it is worth while 
going into it, but it would certainly be 
interesting to know how the two state- 
ments which Mr. Brodrick has made can 
be entirely reconciled. Now in 1901 the 
Secretary of State for War says this: 


“The net result of our proposal is this. We 
free a very considerable budy of Regulars from 
garrison service for field service.” 


That I believe has gone to the wall. 


*THeE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 


-Lanspowng): No, no. 


*EarL SPENCER: I thought that 
referred to the five battalions released 
from the coaling stations. 


*Tue Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
No. It refers to the men of the garrison 
regiments. 


*Eart SPENCER: I certainly thought 
that this referred to the battalions for the 
coaling stations, but the plan for the 
garrison regiments, is a very excellent 
one. Mr. Brodrick further said— 


‘We make up our Militia to war strength; 
we provide adequate artillery and mounted 
troops for all our Army Corps ; we train better 
the Viuleudusne, who are to be given special 


grants. We shall have an additional number 

lars—namely, 11,500; we shall have 
more Militia in the new Militia Re- 
serve ; we shall have 25,000 more Yeomanry ; 
and we shall have 40,000 more trained Volun- 


50,000 
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teers. The net addition under my scheme will 
be 126,500 men, and that, even allowiog 
£60,000 for the staft of the new Army Corps, 
will be achieved by an expenditure of a little 
ander £3,600,000.” 


The other day the Secretary of 
State for War made a statement I 
cannot reconcile with this, and it is 
certainly important. I do not know 
whether his statement refers to the plan 
as laid down.in 1901. He said— 

“Tt is absolutely impossible to charge to the 
Army Corps Scheme more than 5,000 out of the 
54,000 men added to the Regular Army in the 
last six years.” 

I thought that referred to the first plan 
introduced in 1901. 


Tue Ear, oF HARDWICKE: No, No. 


*EaRL SPENCER: I am glad to be 
corrected. With regard to the Militia 
I cannot ascertain the position. Perhaps 
the noble Marquess who is to speak later 
{indicating the Marquess of Lansdowne) 
will tell us whether the Militia Reserve 
has succeeded, and whether we have got 
the number it should reach. I wish 


entirely to approve of, and I should like 
to give my commendation, for what it is 


worth, to that scheme, because I have 
had in my time considerable experience 
o the Militia, and I know that it will be 
an enormous thing for the Militia to feel 
that they are not always training men 
who are to be drained off towards the 
Army. I therefore welcome the plan 
which has been started. My Lords, 
with regard to the Volunteers 1 may be 
prejudiced in. their favour. I was one 
of the first Volunteers who raised any 
men at all in the year 1859. My noble 
friend beside me (Lord Wemyss) 
and I were the first who instituted rifle 
shooting and made it one of the arms 
and pastimes of this country, a matter 
which I think has been of enormous 
importance to the country and the 
Army, and has enabled us to go through 
wars with far greater success than we 
ever should have done, simply because 
these men got better arms and. more 
skill in their use. Instead of adding to 
the Volunteers my noble friend says that 
they have been diminished by 70,000. 
No contradiction is made to this. 
With regard to the Yeomanry, I am 
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glad to think that we have now a con! 
siderable force. But we have not any- 
thing like the number that the Secretary 
of State for War promised us. He said 
there would be an addition of 35,000 
Yeomen. Well, there were 10,000 
originally, and I think now we are about 
14,000 short of the number promised. 
I should like to have these points ex- 
plained, if it is worth while, to-night, 
because they are points of considerable 
importance as bearing upon the whole of 
this subject. 


My Lords, I must now refer to 
the Army Corps. Up to the present 
I have hardly used the term. I was 
rather glad to hear in the debates 
and read in the papers that the 
term ‘‘ Army Corps” is dying a natural 
death—that is, disappearing. Certainly 
the noble Lord the First Lord of the 
Admiralty did vivify the term to some 
extent, and at another moment he said 
the term is of no use at all. I hope the 
term will not continue long. I do not 
myself think that an Army Corps, 
which is supposed to be a congregation 
of troops under particular generals, with 
all its organisation, is at all suited for 
what we require in this country. What 
is the use of an Army Corps which has 
been trained by officers, if, when it is 
sent abroad and the moment it lands at 
Cape Town, or wherever it is sent, it is 
at once dispersed. I have heard it 
stated that there was an Army Corps 
sent out to South Africa which had been 
carefully trained and held together, but 
the moment it landed there was a cry 
for assistance everywhere, and all the 
regiments were scattered before the 
noble and gallant Earl Lord Roberts 
went out, and never saw each other 
again. Take another point with regard 
to Army Corps. Suppose the Army 
Corps that are to go abroad are to 
be in the South of England. If there 
arises a necessity for sending those 
three Army Corps abroad, the whole 
of that part of the country will be de- 
nuded of Regular troops. What will 
happen then? Itisthe very part of the 
country which you want the generals 
and soldiers to know something about, 
because if there should be such a thing 
as a raid, it would be made, asI imagine, 
on the South of England. The result 
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would be that not only would all the 
generals and troops trained in the South 
of England, with such care and pride, be 
seattered, but all the Army Corps in the 
rest of England would be moved and 
changed in order to reinforce the South 
of England. I do not want to dwell 
long on Army Corps, because I believe 
that Army Corps are nearly exploded. 


I quite agree with the First Lord of 
the Admiralty that we really have to 
consider whether the troops demanded 
for the Regular Army are excessive. 
We are in a more difficult position as 
mere critics, because the Government 
have all the expert opinion as to what 
is required for the Army and Navy, but 
from the information which comes to 
our ears, and from what I hear, it seems 
that even supposing that 120,000 
Regulars are sent away, the Regulars 
remaining in England would be far 
more numerous than we required. If 
that be so it is a very serious matter. 
The question of finance in this country is 
becominga very grave one indeed. You 
cannot exaggerate the importance which 
the financial position of this country is 
now assuming when we think that 
a few years ago—I forget how many— 
we were astonished if the total of our 
expenditure amounted to £100,000,000. 
Now, when we have an increase in 
the public 
—Civil Service, Army, Navy, ete.— 
it amounts to the same sum. I do not 
for a moment say that this country, 
with its great resources, is going rapidly 
inte bankruptcy, but-I think this enor- 
mous expenditure may bring very 
serious disasters upon us. It therefore 
behoves everybody who has the interest 
of the public at heart, and who is in 
public life, to investigate this expenditure, 
and scan everv item most narrowly, so 
that we should not fall, as sometimes 


happens after we have been obliged to | 


spend great sums, into carelessness about 
expenditure. This is sometimes the case 
in private life, and I think it is also the 
case in publiclife. We have been obliged. 


I do not say unnecessarily, to spend | 


millions and millions during the war, and 

the public have become accustomed to 

hearing of five millions for this, ten 

millions for that and twenty millions for 

something else, and they may have be- 
Earl Spencer. 
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come careless about economy, and that, 
I think, may lead us to very graye 
results. 


There is one thing I ought to 
refer to; no doubt it is a matter of 
great importance because it was referred 
to by the Prime Minister in a very 
powerful way the other night. It 
seemed to me as if it were very much of 
an afterthought. This seheme seemed 
to me at first to be based entirely on 
Home defence, but when the attack on it 
became serious it seemed that India was 
brought into far greater prominence in 
order to defend the scheme of the 
Government and the reserve which they 
demanded. No one would wish more 
than I do to see that a proper defence of 
India is secured, and that everything is 
done to secure our frontier, but unless 
there is something very serious behind 
—some question of policy — which I 
sincerely trust is not the case, I cannot 
for the life of me understand why at 
the present moment a greater force is 
required for the defence of India than 
was needed a few years ago. I do not 
pretend to have a great knowledge of 
these matters, but one has to hear 
what experts say regarding them, and I 
cannot see why it is that a great line 
of defence, the North-West Frontier, 
is not stronger now than it was a few 
years ago. My Lords, so far 1s | 
know, the experiences of the war in 
South Africa have shown us that defence 
isa much more easy thing now than 
offence, and that the new system of guns, 
with their enormous range and great 
penetration and power, has added 
enormously to the power of defence. 
Surely that ought to count for some- 
thing on the North-West Frontier. We 
know that a great deal has been done on 
the other side, in Central Asia, with 
regard to railroad communications, but 
have we not had the same thing on the 
other side of the Frontier? Is not the 
approach to the North-West Frontier 
from our side enormously improved and 
increased? I cannot myself really believe 
that weare ina very much moredangerous 
position and are requiring more troops 
in India now than we were a few years 
| ago. 


There are one or two other points, 
‘but I hardly like to dwell on them. 
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must apologise to your Lordships for 
having kept your Lordships so long, but 
[did not like to let this debate on such 
an important subject go by without say- 
ing something, and I only trust that His 
Majesty's Government will realise what 
aserious position we are in financially and 
in many other ways, and if they feel that 
some retrenchment should take place 
under this scheme, I sincerely hope that 
they will make it. There is one word 
with regard to that; we have not heard 
of it to-day, but it was much pressed in 
another place, and that is that the 
scheme was so arranged that any 
Government. if they desired to retrench 
could easily do so by cutting off a certain 
number of men, and thereby a great 
expense. There was rather a curious 
answer given to that indirectly last night 
or the night before by the Postmaster- 
General. There was a question of a Vote 
for police in South Africa. The Govern- 
ment admitted that the police were no 
longer wanted, but what did Mr. Austen 


‘Chamberlain say? He said that Lord 


Methuen said that the police were 
not any longer wanted, but that it was 
impossible to get rid of them because 
they were enlisted for a certain term, 
and we could not get rid of them. 
Would not that be the same in regard 
to men raised under this scheme ? 
There is the further question of barracks, 
which will have to be built.at an enormous 
expense. We must remember that the 
Regular forces require barracks more 
than the Auxiliary forces. Of course, if 
It is essential to have this number of 


, men, you must have barracks in which 


to put them. I sincerely trust that this 
debate, which has not been so prolonged 
as at one time we expected it might be. 
will bear some fruit at all events, and 
that we may induce the members of 
His Majesty’s Government to consider 
seriously this question, which is of such 
absolutely vital importance to the 
country. 


*THE MARQUEss OF ‘LANSDOWNE: 
The noble Earl, during the course of his 
speech, reproved us gently on the ground 
that we who sit on this Bench had done 
but little to contribute to the informa- 
tion which was desired by the House. I 
think our answer to that is that it really 
was not until my noble friend Lord 
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Harris rose that any question seriously 
calling for explanation from us was 
raised by any of the speakers who 
addressed us. We had from the noble 
‘mover a speech of the most extraordinarily 
discursive character, of which all I need 
say is that just as we imagined he was 
approaching the termination of a lengthy 
and somewhat irrelevant preamble, we 
found that he had come to the end of his 
remarks, and resumed his seat without 
saying a word really germane to the 
subject of his Motion. My Lords, as I 
referred to my noble friend Lord Harris, 
I will endeavour, although I am afraid 
somewhat imperfectly, to answer the two 
questions he put pointedly to me. He 
asked me whether, in the reconstituted 
branch of the Intelligence Department, it 
was likely that special attention would be 
paid to the important question of lines of 
communication in times of war. I am 
not able to say what special prominence 
will be given to that subject, but it seems 
to me to be perfectly obvious that it is 
one which the Intelligence branch will 
think it necessary to deal with. 


*Lorp HARRIS: What I intended to 
ask was whether there was some chance 


of the Intelligence branch being ade- 
quately increased to meet the needs of 


the Empire. I merely illustrated what I 
said with regard to what I think is a very 
weak branch, by pointing out that it was 
only a German officer who showed us 
what was wanted in that direction. 


*THE Marovess oF LANSDOWNE: 
The Intelligence branch has already been 
strengthened ; the position of Director- 
General has received greater recogni- 
tion, and I am confident that the 
Government will see to it that this 
most important Department is given the 
place it is entitled to in the hier 
archy of the War Office. The noble 
Lord’s other question related to 
the opportunities afforded to officers of 
training and learning their profession. 
There, again, I am able to say that the 
office of Director-General of Education 
and Training has been lately created, and 
I feel no doubt whatever that the matter 
will receive the attention it deserves. 
Although those points are interesting, it 
was not until the First Lord of the 
Admiralty addressed your Lordships that 
the attention of the House was directed to 
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what I conceive to be the questions which 

rve our consideration—the strength 
of the forces which the Government 
consider essential to the service of the 
Empire, and the manner in which those 
forces should be organised. The noble 
Earl opposite suggested that the number 
of Regular soldiers which we desire to 
obtain was excessive, and said he could 
not help thinking that the number had 
been fixed without sufficient consideration 
of the position of the Navy in our system 
of defence. He went on to say he under- 
stood the number had been taken with 
reference to our requirements for Home 
defence. Now, my Lords, I contradict 
both those statements. 


Army 


*Eari SPENCER: I did not quite 
say that. I said the Government had 
not sufficiently considered the Navy 
in framing this scheme. 


*THe MARQUEsSS OF LANSDOWNE : 
That I altogether dispute. Our position 
with regard to the Navy has been 
correctly defined by the First Lord; we 
regard the Navy as our first line of 
defence, and we are fully alive to the fact 
that the position of ‘the Army in our 
system must be in a sense subsidiary to 
that of the Navy. The noble Earl asked 
us whether we are able to define the 
policy in support of which this large 
number of soldiers is to be maintained. 
I scarcely suppose that the noble Earl, 
when he Be that question, expected us 
to explain to the House and to the public 
the different military contingencies, 
whether upon the Continent of Europe or 
in more remote parts of the world, which 
these military forces areintended to provide 
for. What we can say, however, is that 
those contingencies have of late received 
# great deal of attention, and that military 
opinion is, to the best of our belief, con- 
vinced that a smaller number than that 
which we have provided for would not be 
adequate for the great liabilities of the 
Empire. We have this important fact to 
bear in mind, that during the recent 
South African war we required for service 
beyond the sea, not three Army Corps, but 
the equivalent of six Army Corps ; and I 
think he would he a bold man who would 
take upon himself to say that three Army 
Corps of Regular troops are an immoderate 
provision for the responsibilities which 
we recognise. 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


e 


{LORDS} 
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The noble Earl threw out to the 
House the suggestion that we might 
rely more than we did on the auxiliary 
forces. There is no part of my 
right hon. colleague’s scheme that com- 
mends itself more to me than that 
which assigns to the auxiliary forces 
a position of increased prominence in our 
system of defence. But, my Lords, when 
the noble Earl tells us that we should at 
once content ourselves with a reduced 
force of Regulars, relying more than here- 
tofore upon the auxiliary forces, I am 
tempted to remind him that such a change 
obviously requires a very great amount 
of increased attention to the efficiency 
of those auxiliary forcas. My Lords, 
are we able to say that that 
standard of efficiency has already 
been attained by our Militia and Volun- 
teers which would enabie us to sweep 
away by a stroke of the pen one, or, 
perhaps, two, Army Corps, and to rely, 
in lieu of them, on the Militia and 
Volunteers? A part of: the Regular troops 
are indeed maintained for the purpose 
of service at home in order to do what 
is commonly described as stiffening the 
auxiliary forces, and the total number 
of Regulars taken for that purpose, is, I 
believe, about 25,000. Now, is that an 
inordinately large number? I can re- 
collect, it is not very long ago, when my 
military advisers used to protest in the 
strongest way against our counting any 
auxiliary forces for the purposes of the 
three Army Corps in which our military 
forces were then organised. In those 
days the utmost recognition that was 
accorded to the auxiliary forces was 
that there should be a modicum of 
auxiliaries introduced into a very large 
force of Regulars. Now it is the other 
way—a modicum of Regulars to stiffen a 
very large force of auxiliaries. That 
seems to me to be a sensible and prudent 
way of setting to work. 


But there is another reason why it 
would bein the highest degree im- 
rudent to weaken the total of our 

gular forces at home. I refer to the 
weakness of the Army Reserve at this 
moment—a weakness that is obviously 
due to the extension of the service of 80 
many of our Regulars during the wat. 
The Army Reserve at this moment, | 
believe, stands at about 60,000 men. 
This is not nearly sufficient. I am sure 
the noble Earl opposite will not contra 
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dict me when I say that to my mind the 
strength of the Army Reserve is the very 
packbone of our military system. He 
and I remember the days when doubts 
and suspicions used to be cast on the 
Army Reserve—when we were told that 
the men would not be found when they 
were wanted, and that even if they were 
found they would be rusty and useless. 
The South African war brought with it 
many disappointments, but in that re- 
spect, at any rate, we were not disap- 
pointed. To my mind by far the most 
satisfactory incident in the history of 
that memorable campaign was the 
manner in which, at a few days’ notice, 
96 per cent. of the Army Reserve 
came forward and took their place in 
the home battalions. The noble Earl 
asked me a question with regard to the 
progress that has been made in the for- 
mation of the Militia Reserve. The noble 
Earl, like a great many military critics, 
is alittleimpatient ; because the Bill form- 
ing the new Militia Reserve only passed 
into law in December of last year, and it 
is almost too soon to expect that it should 
as yet have produced any very imposing 
results. 


I listened with satisfaction to one 
observation made by the noble Earl when 
he dealt with the calls which the Regular 
battalions at home have to meet. I think 
he is the first speaker who touched upon 
that point in the course of the debate. 
We require those Regular battalions at 
home, not only in order to use them 
upon occasion for service beyond the 
seas, but because they are the feeding 
units of the Regular battalions which are 
abroad. Here, at any rate, you have what 
may be described as a scientific basis for 
the strength which you retain at home. 
It may bea matter of conjecture whether 
you are likelyto want a forceofa particular 


size, let us say, on the Indian Frontier ; 


but it is not a matter of conjec:ure when 
you have to take into account that you 


have 80 odd battalions serving in India | 


or in colonial garrisons, and that those 
80 odd battalions have to be effectually 
and regularly supplied with the necessary 
drafts. One great advantage of the 


approximation between the number of | 


battalions at home and the number of 


battalions abroad which we have always | 
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desired to maintain is that it gives us 
what we believe to be infinitely the 
best way of supplying a steady and 
efficient stream of recruits to the bat- 
talions abroad. You may, if you like, 
say that instead of having battalions at 
home to feed the battalions abroad you 
should have depts at home. Dep6ts are 
in certain circumstances useful enough ; 
but, although a dep6t does not require so 
large a number of men as a home bat- 
talion, although it is a cheaper thing, its 
results are beyond all question much less 
satisfactory. It is amuch less good school 
for the training of recruits, and it is above 
all not a military unit which you can put 
into the field like those home battalions 
of which I spoke a moment ago, which 
when their Reserves have been added 
to them become such a_ valuable 


Organisation. 


military asset in the defences of the 
country. Therefore I ask the House to 
remember that we want this considerable 
number of Regular soldiers at home, not 
only forservice beyondtheseas, but because 
they are the reservoir from which the bat- 
talions abroad are kept full and efficient. 


I shall say one word only with regard 
to an alternative arrangement that has 
been recommended on high authority, 
and which, I think, found favour with 
my noble friend, Lord Harris. I mean 
the suggestion that we should keep a 
jarge part of these Regular troops, let us 
say an Army Corps, not at home, but in 
South Africa. The proposal is one 
which at first sight is a most attractive 
one ; but I am afraid that when you 
come to examine it closely it presents a 
great many drawbacks. These battalions 
which you are going to keep in South 
Africa are, I understand, to be considered 
part of the Home Army, and to be kept 
on the home establishment. Look what 
would happen. A war breaks out in 
India, and you want to send 20,000 
men from South Africa. Those 
battalions will be full of young soldiers. 
You may say that the South African ports 
are nearer to India than Portsmouth and 
Southampton. That is quite true, but 
those battalions will be useless for service 
in India unless you draw from 
Portsmouth and Southampton the 
Reservists belonging to them, and with- 
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out whom they would be absolutely 
unfitted to take service in the field. I 
cannot bring myself to believe that such 
an arrangement might not lead to very 
serious confusion, and I am sure it would 
lead to very considerable expense. I may 
tell your Lordships that a preliminary 


examination, at any rate, has been made | 


of a scheme of this kind with the some- 
what discouraging result that we are 
advised that every man produced by 
such an arrangement would cost about 
£50 per head per annum more than he 
costs as a recruit produced under the 


present system. 


*Lorp HARRIS: Per annum or for 
the term of his service ? 


* THE MARQUESS or LANSDOWNE: 
Per annum, | understand. I do not 
know that that calculation includes the 
provision of barracks, which, obviously, 
would have to be supplied upon a very 
extensive scale on the spot in South 
Afriea. Nor do I say anything as to the 
effect of such a change in our system 
upon the popularity of recruiting. We 
know that a recruit will stand a certain 
amount of foreign service ; but if you 
tell him when you engage him that half 
his service is to be spent in South Africa 
ond half in India | am greatly afraid 
that many of them would turn their 
backs on the recruiting sergeant. I 
-will not trouble the House except for a 
moment upon the question of Army 
Corps organisation, because my noble 
friend the First Lord of the Admiralty 
seems to me to have said all that was 
necessary upon that subject. I have no 
doubt—and I think it has become 
perfectly clear—that a great deal of 
prejudice has been created by the use of 
-the words Army Corps. I do not know 
whether any other designation could be 
substituted. I notice that a colleague of 
the noble Earl's, speaking elsewhere the 
other day, gave his hearers a definition 
of an Army Corps in these words :— 

“ An Army Corps,” he said, “is a collocation 
of military units, under certain dispositions, 
under a certain hierarchy of military control.” 
(Laughter. ) 

“That may be very correct, scientifically, 
but it strikes me as a little cun:brous. 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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This collocation of military units is an 
arrangement under which, as my noble 
friend very truly says, you can, if you 
please,detach portions of thelarger military 
organism, and use those portions wit}, 
just as much freedom as you can use them 
at the present time. Nor, again, is it fair 
to saddle this Army Corps organisation, 
as is sometimes done, with the whole of 
the additional expenditure that has grown 
up of late years in this country. | 
believe that, when you deduct the addi- 
tional expenditure occasioned by increas- 
ing the number of soldiers, by increasing 
their pay, by increasing the reserve of 
stores—a most iuportant matter -and 
by improving the terms offered to the 
auxiliary forces—when you have taken 
these things, and also such matters 
as the increased interest on loans, you 
will have accounted for the greater 
part of the increase of ten or twelve 
«nillions which has grown up during the 
last few years. ‘The noble Earl asks 
whether he is to understand that this 
Army Corps organisation would admit, in 
years tocome, of a possible reduction of 
the numbers which we at present propose 
to retain in the service. I do not want 
to answer that question too confidently ; 
but it does seem to me to be perfectly 
reasonable to anticipate that, when the 
Army Reserve has grown toa proper and 
respectable total—and I think under the 
new system of three years engagement 
it will grow to a very much larger total 
than it has reached before—when that 
time comes it may possibly be within the 
power of the military authorities to 
employ a smaller number of men with the 
Colours, and to rely upon a larger number 
of men serving in the Reserve. But for 
the present, for the time with which we 
are concerned at this moment, it is 
our intention to adhere to the numbers 
announced to Parliament, and to the 


Organisation. 


‘organisation which it has been proposed 


to give those numbers. We believe that 
the numbers are not excessive; we believe 
that the organisation is appropriate to 
the requirements of the country. 


On Question, their Lordships divided:— 
Contents, 15 ; Non-Contents, 51. 
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House adjourned at ten minutes before Nine o’clock, till To-morrow, half-past Ten o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 5th March, 1903. 


The House mee a6 Two of the Clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND MEANS. 


The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the 
Charman of Ways and Means. 

UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 
62 COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SpFaKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 
case of the following Bills, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, Standing 
Order No, 62 has been complied with, 
V1Z. :-— 

Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Rail- 
way Bill. 

Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and 


Harbours Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a 


Second time. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 
63 COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
|Report from one of the Examiners of 
| Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 
| case of the following Bill, referred on 
_the First Reading thereof, Standing 
Order No. 63 has been complied with, 
Viz. :— 


Burgess Hill and St. John’s Common 
Gas Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
_ second time. 
| Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation Bill. 

| Stoke Newington Borough Council 
| Bill. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


PETITIONS. 


BETTING. 


Petition from Keynsham, for Legisla- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 














1539 Questions. 


DETENTION OF POOR PERSONS 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petitions in fayour: From Heriot ; 
Ochi'tree; Inch; Maybole ; Kirkcowan ; 
and Cardross ; to lie upon the Table. 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 

ON SUNDAY BILL. 

Petition from St. John’s Wood, in 

favour; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
ECCLESIASTICAL COMMISSION, 


Copy presented, of Fifty-fifth Report 
from the Ecclesiastical Commissioners 


for England, with an Appendix [by | 


Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


UNIVERSITY EDUCATION IN IRELAND 
(ROYAL COMMISSION). 

Copy presented, of Final Report of the 
Commissioners appointed to inquire into 
the present conditions of the higher, 
general, and technical education available 
in Ireland outside Trinity College, Dub- 
lin, with an Appendix [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LEEWARD ISLANDS. 

Copy presented, of Amended Prison 
Rules relating to Employment of Hard. 
Labour Male Prisoners [by Act]; to lic | 
upon the Table. 


Papers laid upon the Table by the 
Clerk of the House— 

Inquiry into Charities (Adminis- | 
trative County of Durham), Further, 
Return relative thereto [ordered 14th | 
February, 1900 ; Mr. Grant Lawson]; to | 
be printed. [No. 58.] 


Inquiry into Charities (County of | 
Lancaster), Further Return relative | 
thereto [ordered 8th August, 1898; Mr. | 
Grant Lawson]; to be printed. [No. 59.] | 


Inquiry into Charities (County of 
Wilts), Further Return relative thereto 
[ordered 9th August, 1901; Mr. Griffith 
Boscawen]; to be printed. [No. 60.] 


Charitable Endowments (London), 
Further Return relative thereto [ordered 
2nd August, 1894; Mr. Francis Steven- 
son]; to be printed. [No. 61.] 
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| LEAD POISONING IN EARTHENWARE 


\fying Surgeons 
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AND CHINA WORKS. 
Address for “ Return of the cases of 
Lead Poisoning reported as occurring in 
China and Earthenware Works during 


the years 1899 to 1902, showing (1) the 


number of casesin the several classes 
of works and in the various processes 
the number of persons employed, and 
the proportion of cases to persons em- 
ployed ; (2) the number of cases occur- 
ring in each month of the year; (3) 
particulars as to the character of the 


_ attacks ; (4) the number of persons sus- 


pended in certain districts by the Certi- 
(in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper, No. 61, of Session 
1902).”—(Mr. Cochrane.) 


INQUIRY INTO CHARITIES (COUNTY 
BOROUGH OF BARROW-IN-FURNESS), 

Return ordered, ‘‘comprising (1) the 
Report made to the Charity Commis- 
sioners, in the result of an Inquiry held 


/in the County Borough of Barrow-in- 


Furness into endowment<, subject to the 
provisions of the Charitable Trusts Acts, 
1853 to 1894, and appropriated in whole 
or in part for the benefit of that County 
Borough, or of any part thereof, together 
with the Report on those endowments of 
the Commissioners for inquiring con- 
cerning Charities, 1818 to 1837; (2) a 
Digest showing whether any, and, if any, 
what such endowments are recorded in 


_the books of the Charity Commissioners 


in the County Borough; and (3) an 
Index, alphabetically arranged, of names 


‘and places mentioned in the Report.” — 


(Mr. Griffith Boscawen.) 





QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
VOTES. 


Cookery Teachers’ Certificates. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.): To ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Education if his Department in- 
tend to continue their examinations for 
cookery teachers’ certificates. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) The 
Board of Education have at present no in- 
tention of discontinuing their examina 
tions for cookery teachers’ certificates. 
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County Council have not yet intimated 
their decision to proceed with the work 


Questions. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To | or not. 


ask the Lord Advocate if he will state for | 


what period during last year the public | Telegraph Office at Rossnakill, Donegal. 


school at Tolsta, Island of Lewis, was | 
closed on account of an epidemic of typhus 
or typhoid fever ; are any schools in the 
Island now closed; and, if so, will he 
name them. 


(Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray.) 
Tolsta Public School was closed on 3rd 
July on account of an epidemic of typhoid 
fever, and was reopened on 24th December. | 
The only school at present closed is 
Stornoway, Tong Public School. 


‘Typhoid at Ross and Cromarty—Cause 
of Outbreak. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Lord Advocate, 
in view of the fact that the Report of the 
South-Western District Committee for 
Ross and Cromarty, dated 26th July last, 
shows that there were cases of typhoid 
fever and other infectious diseases in the 
district during the year which necessitated 
the closing of three public schools for 
periods varying from three weeks to two 
months, can he now state the cause of 
the outbreak, and what steps have been 
taken to prevent a recurrence of fever. 


(Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray.) 
The medical officer is unable to state 
the cause of the outbreak. He assures 
the Local Government Board that the 
affected houses have been cleansed and 
disinfected as carefully as possible. 


Construction of Wall at Skigersta Pier. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Lord Advocate 
if he will state whether any progress has 
yet been made with the construction of a 
protecting wall for the Skigersta Pier, 
Island of Lewis. 


(Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray.) 
The hon. Member will recollect that I 
answered a similar Question on 11th 
December, and on 18th December the 
county clerk said an offer for the 
execution of the work had been received, | 
and asked that the Congested Districts | 
Buard should keep their grant open for a 
short time longer. ‘The Board agreed to 
extend the time till 14th March, but the 
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Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): To 


‘ask the Postmaster-General whether, in 


ithe event of the Milford Rural District 


Council, county Donegal, giving to the 
post office authorities an indemnity against 
loss, he will open a telegraph office at 
Rossnakill in this district. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
No, Sir ; I regret to say that | should not 
be justified in doing so, as there is already 
a telegraph office within three-quarters of 


'a mile which appears to meet the needs 
| of the district. 


Telegrams to Australia. 
Sir EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe): 


| To ask the Postmaster-General by what 
_ line or lines unrouted messages are sent 


from England to Australia by the Post 
Office here; also how similar messages 
destined for England are dealt with in 
Australia ; and will he state which route 
is to be adopted as the voie normale. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
Unrouted telegrams from this country to 
Australia are sent by the Pacific cable. 
I have no information as to the disposal 
of such telegrams in the reverse direction. 
Both the Pacific cable route and those of 
the Eastern and Indo-European Telegraph 
Companies are regarded as normal routes. 


Alleged Grievances of Sorter-Telegra- 
phists at the Central Office, London. 
Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Hagger- 

ston): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he is aware that certain sorter- 
telegraphists of the Central Office, London, 
having passed the tests required for 


' skilled telegraphists, have been informed 
_ that they are not required for a full eight 


hours’ duty, and that they are employed 
from 10 a.m. to noon and from 4 p.m. to 
6 p.m. per diem, and paid 9s. per week 
for twenty-four hours’ work ; and will he 
explain why these men are not employed 
for a full day. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The hon. Member’s Question no doubt 
relates to certain learners who are em- 
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ployed at wages of 9s. a week for four 
hours a day in performing minor duties, 
and for about four hours in learning. 
None of these learners give such an 
attendance as is described in the Question. 
They are given established appointments 
as vacancies admit, and, as a matter of 
fact, all who have passed the necessary 
standards have been appointed. But it 
should be clearly understood that the 
appointment of learners to the establish- 
ment must be dependent upon the occur- 
rence of vacancies. 


Farmers and the Board of Agriculture. 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- 
shire, W.): To ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture whether, in view 
of his statement that he is desirous of 
bringing farmers throughout the country 
into closer touch with the Board of Agri- 
culture, and that he intends to take steps 
to accomplish this object, he will say 
whether he proposes doing so during the 
present session, and how he proposes to 
give effect to the scheme. 


(Answered by Mr. Hanbury.) I hope to 
complete very shortly a scheme for effect- 
ing the object named in the Question. It 
is not one for which legislation will be 
necessary, as the hon. Member seems to 
anticipate. 


Prosecutions under the Fertilisers 

and Feeding Stuffs Act. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): To ask the President of the Board 
of Agriculture in how many instances 
since the passing of the Fertilisers and 
Feeding Stuffs Act, 1893, application has 
been made to the Board to issue a 
certificate under the Act that there is 
reasonable ground for prosecution under 
Section 3 of the Act; what number of 
such certificates have been issued; and 
whether he can state the number of 
prosecutions and the results of such 
prosecutions. 


(Answered by Mr. Hanbury.) Only one 
application has been made to the Board 
by a private purchaser for a certificate 
to enable proceedings to be instituted 
under Section 3 of the Fertilisers and 
Feeding Stuffs Act, 1893, and in that 
case the Board were unable, on the 
evidence before them, to accede to the 
application. Several prosecutions have 
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been instituted under Section 3 of the 
Act by County Councils, for which no 
certificate from the Board is required, 
We have received reports of seven such 
prosecutions, six of which resulted in a 
conviction. 


Education Act—Payments of Grants. 

Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University) ; 
To ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Education whether his attention has 
been called to the rates now proposed to 
be made by the County Councils in 
respect of the Education Act of last 
year, and to the difficulty of obtaining 
the grants due to the schools until the 
close of the school year; and whether 
he will suggest means whereby the 
pressure upon the ratepayers which these 
arrangements involve can be relieved. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) | 
can only refer the hon. Member to the 
replies to Questions on this point, which 
I gave to the hon. Member for North 
Camberwell on Monday,7 and to the hon. 
Member for the Chelmsford Division of 
Essex yesterday.} I have nothing to add 
to those replies. 


H.M.S. “ Formidable ”—Prize Firing. 

Mr. HARMSWORTH  (Caithness- 
shire): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether he is aware that 
during the recent prize firing of H.M.S. 
“ Formidable,’ one hit only out of 
twenty-eight shots fired from the twelve- 
inch guns was made; and whether he 
can state the approximate cost of each 
shell fired by these guns. 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) As 
I stated in my reply to the hon. 
Member for Portsmouth yesterday, 
attention has been called to the unsatis- 
factory results of the prize firing in 
H.M.S. “ Formidable,”’ and special steps 
are being taken with regard to it. The 
cost of each practice projectile for the 
twelve-inch guns is approximately £7 10s. 


Greenwich Old Age Pensions. 
Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports- 
mouth): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether he can give an 





+ See page 1098. + See page 1360. 
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assurance that the Greenwich old age | of areas; but there are very considerable 
pensions will continue to be paid difficulties in the way of securing any 
quarterly without change of system. such arrangement as that suggested by 
the hon. Member. 
(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) 1 am 
unaware of any intention to alter the Audit of Transvaal Grant-in-Aid. 


present system of paying these pensions §7z BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
quarterly |N.): To ask the Secretary to the 
| Saneney if he can inform the House 
trict C whether it is still proposed, as stated in 
Expenses of Litigation. the enslniseuhieg Udtmanns, to subject 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn | the expenditure out of the grant-in-aid 
Regis): To ask the President of the! of the Transvaal and Orange River 
Local Government Board, can he give | Territory to audit by the Comptroller and 
a statement showing the sums expended Auditor General. 
in legal expenses and disbursements by 
the Godstone Rural District Council in (Answered by Mr. Hayes Fisher.) Yes. 


each of the last five years, with the’ ][¢ js entirely for the Comptroller and 
name and nature of the matter in| 4 uditor General to decide, having regard 
respect of which the expenses have | to the terms on which the Grant has 
been incurred; and the result of the heen voted by Parliament,.as to the 


proceedings where the matter hasbeen | nature and extent of the audit which he 


Godstone Rural District Council— 








the subject of litigation, arbitration, or 
proceedings before any Committee of | 
either House of Parliament. | 
| 

(Answered by Mr, Walter Long.) I am | 
not in possession of information which | 
would enable me to give the particulars 
desired. I may, however, point out | 
that under Section 58 (5) of the Local | 
Government Act, 1894, it is open to any | 
parochial elector of a parish in a rural | 
district to inspect and take extracts from | 
the books and accounts of the Rural | 


District Council. | 


County Boundaries—Overlapping Areas. 


Mr. FREDERICK WILSON (Norfolk, | 
Mid): To ask the President of the! 
Local Government Board whether his | 
attention has been drawn to the fact 
that for different purposes each English 
county is divided into an administrative 
county, a registration county, and an 
old geographical county, with overlap- 
ping areas; and whether in future 
arrangements he can insure that a 
county, instead of having three or four 
different areas, shall have one for all 
purposes. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) I 
am aware of the fact referred to in 
the first part of the Question. I 


agree that it is very desirable as far 
as practicable to avoid the overlapping 





will apply. 


Railway Wagons—Steel and Iron Axle 
Boxes. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dubiin, College 
Green): To ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether he can give the 
percentage of breakages of cast-iron axle 
boxes of railway wagons during each of 
the three years ending 1902, and the 
percentage of breakages in stamped steel 
axle boxes in the same period, and the 
proportionate weight of the stamped 
steel box as compared with the cast-iron 
box. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) The 
particulars necessary for the supply of 
the information desired by the hon. 
Member are not in the possession of the 


Board of Trade. 


Damage to Coast at Hallsands, South 
Devon. 

Mr. MILDMAY (Devonshire, Totnes) : 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether his attention has been 
drawn to the effect of the recent gales 
upon the cottage and foreshore at 
Hallsands, South Devon, consequent 
upon the dredging which has been per- 
mitted by the Board in connection with 
the Government works at Devonport; 
and whether the Board of Trade propose 
to take any action in the matter. 


312 





1547 


(Answered by]Mr. Gerald Balfour.) My 
attention has not previously been drawn 
to this matter. I may, however, men- 
tion that the licence granted to Sir J. 
Jackson, Limited, to dredge in the 
vicinity of Hallsands was cancelled in 
January, 1902, and the Board were in 
formed by the Coast Guard in May, 1902, 
that no materials had been dredged since 
that date and that the beach had made 
to such an extent that it was normal. I 
will, however, make some inquiries. 


Questions. 


Uncertified Deaths. 

Me. CORRIE GRANT (Warwick- 
shire, Rugby): To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
whether he will state the number of 
uncertified deaths in England and Wales 
during 1897, 1898, 1899, 1900, and 
1901, in completion of the figures given 


by Sir M. W. Ridley on 24th May, 1897. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) The number of deaths of 
which the causes were not certified are 
as follows: 1897, 11,103; 1898, 10,441; 
1899, 10,745; 1900, 11,257; 1901, 
9,986. The matter is dealt with on 
p. xxix of the Registrar General's 
Report for 1902. The figures for 1901 
represent slightly under two per cent. of 
all registered deaths. 


Commercial Treaty between United 
States and Cuba— Date of Ratification. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: To ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, can he state the date fixed in 
the Commercial Convention between 
the United States and Cuba for the 
ratification of that Convention ? 


(Answered by Lord Cranborne.) By 
the terms of the Convention itself the 
ratifications were to be exchanged as 
soon "as might be before the 31st of 
January last. On the 26th of that 
month, however. a protocol ‘was signed 
extending the time for ratification. I 
am not aware what date (if any) was 
fixed by that instrument. 


Donegal and Londonderry Boundaries— 
Local Government Board Inquiry. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.)j:° To 
ask the Chiei Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, when, and at what 
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place, do the Local Government Board, 
for Ireland propose holding the promised 
inquiry into the contemplated change of 
union boundaries in the counties of 
Donegal and Londonderry. 


(Answeredj by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
Board has not yet come to a decision in 
this matter. I am at present consider- 
ing the propriety of having a general 
inquiry into the question of poor law 
boundaries. 


Irish Education—Assistant Teachers, 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lientenant of Ireland whether the 
Board of Education in Ireland have taken 
into their consideration the case of 
assistant teachers of high qualification 
and of long service with a view to 
having ,their salaries increased; and 
whether he will consider the advisability 
of placing such teachers of ten years 
service and second class in the second 
grade; and whether any estimates for 
this amount will be included in this year’s 
Estimates. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
Commissioners have considered the cases 
of assistant teachers of high qualification 
and long service and have dealt with 
such cases in Rules Nos. 195 (f) and 200 
(g) of their Rules and _ Regulations, 
Provision has been made in the 
Estimates for the next financial year to 
meet any increased expenditure ‘on 
assistants that may be caused by the 
application of these rules. 


Ireland—Purchase Scheme for Labourers’ 
ottages. 

Mr. HAMMONI) (Carlow, W.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been drawn to a resolution 
recently adopted by the Carlow Rural 
District Council to the effect that, in 
the absence of an approved purchase 
scheme for labourers’ cottages and plots, 
the District Council should be allowed a 
reduction in their repayment of the loans 
after the given number of instalments 
had been paid, in the same way as tenant 
farmers who purchase under the Land 
Acts obtain a reduction after ten and 
fifteen years ; and will he endeavour to 
extend to the repayment of loans by 
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blic bodies in Ireland terms similar to the labour market, but it cannot be said 
those which obtain under the Lands | that the wages paid are less than the 
Purchase Acts. current rate during the execution of this 
contract. As regards the last part of the 
(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The Question all firms employed by the War 
proposal in this Question would be a| Department have to conform to the 
matter for consideration in the event of | clause requiring the payment of the 
further legislation dealing with loans to | current wage. 


local authorities. I cannot, at present, | 


ive an undertaking to introduce such | Army Remounts—Purchasesfrom Farmers. 
lation | Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barn- 


fis, staple): To ask the Secretary of State 
tens ees Meeteless for War whether he is aware that 
Mr. HAMMOND: To ask the Chief | — a a _- Artillery are now 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of | on pes gi " _ evon; and will he 
Ireland, having regard to the restrictions | S*Y What arrangements have now been 
paced upon Boards of Guardians in Ire- | made in order that these and other 
nd in the treatment of harmless lunatics, | horses suitable for the Army may be 
if he would favour the proposal for the | purchased direct from the farmers by 
assimilation of the law in Ireland to the War Office. 
that in Scotland, under which it is | 
practicable to have these persons boarded | (Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
and cared for in the homes of the pea-| The Secretary of State is aware that 
santry. | horses suitable for Royal Artillery are 
‘on sale in North Devon. A circular 
at atin ts : gg 2 | giving a = the — Me on 
: : require or the rmy has been tor- 
the treatment of harmless lunatics in Ire- | ih to the Board of Agriculture for 
land is receiving consideration. distribution to County Councils and 
others, with a view to placing farmers 
War Office Contracts and the Fair Wage having horses suited tothe requirements 
— of Ross & Co. Ber- «ff the Army in touch with the War 
4 “ ; _| Office. On receipt of applications, 
oo pene yee gen W.) | officers will be sent to inspect and 
0 ask the pecretary of State Tor War | purchase the horses, if suitable. 
whether he is aware that an order for | 
8,000 shoe pockets has recently been | - 
given to the firm of Ross & Co., Ber- | South African War Medal. 
mondsey, which was struck off the list of | Sm GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend): 
contractors prior to the Lords’ Inquiry To ask the Secretary of State for War, 
into the Sweating System ; whether he | will he state why troops who 
is aware that women are being employed | served in South Africa for eighteen 
— og A m9 gn ys oP sap /months previous to 1902 receive no 
rate ; and whether he will see that Con-| medal, while those who were serving in 
sideration is given in future contracts to | South Africa on 1st January 1902, with 


those London firms who have always | the same period of service, receive one. 
complied with the fair wages clause. 


(Answered jy Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The hon. Member appears to have been My hon. and gallant friend evidently 
misinformed. The firm mentioned was | Tefers to the second South African War 
placed on the list in 1895, and is of an Medal, known as the King’s Medal. As 
entirely different constitution to that I have already explained to the House, 
struck off the list in 1888. It has been | it was desired to recognise specially the 
the custom to employ women largely services of those who remained in South 
upon this work. There has been a redue- | Africa to the close of the war, and con- 
tion from 34d. to 3d. per shoe case on the | sequently service between the Ist 
spe rate paid for stitching. This | January and lst June, 1902, was held 
all is ascribed to the different position of | to be essential in order to secure this 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
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medal. All soldiers who served in South 
Africa between the 11th October, 1899, 
and 31st May, 1902, are eligible for the 
-Queen’s Medal. 


Huts as Barracks. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): To ask the Secretary of 
State for War if the Government, on the 
grounds of health as well as economy, 
will take into consideration the expedi- 
ency of erecting iron or wooden huts, 
instead of permanent costly structures, as 
barracks. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick). 
It is held that permanent brick buildings 
are certainly more healthy, and in the 
long run more economical than iron or 
wooden hutments. Such buildings are 
utilised where they exist, but in build- 
ing new barracks more permanent 
materials are desirable. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 





A New Naval Base. 
In reply toa Question by Sir J. CoLomB 
(Great Yarmouth), of which he had given 
private notice, 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.) said: The ques- 
tion of naval establishments has been en- 
gaging the attention of the Admiralty and 
the Government for a considerable period. 
Lord Goschen and the late Lords of the 
Admiralty, in March, 1900, appointed a 
Committee, which fully examined the 
whole question of the present and pro- 
spective accommodation for ships in His 
Majesty’s dockyards, and as to how the 
harbours and other anchorages and waters 
at our disposal could be utilised for ships 
both completed and under construction. 
This Committee reported in January, 
1902, that the growth of the Navy would 
shortly make it impossible for the exist- 
ing ports to accommodate all the ships ; 
and recommended the formation of 
another naval establishment. The Com- 
mittee further stated their opinion that 
the most advantageous position for this 
establishment was in the estuary of the 
Forth. The Board of Admiralty, after 
full and careful consideration, approved 
this recommendation, and the Govern- 
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ment therefore decided to establish a 
naval port and base on the north side of 
the Firth of Forth, at St. Margaret’s Hope. 
They have for some months been in 
negotiation for the land, and it was the 
fact that these negotiations were going 
on that made it impossible for the 
Government earlier to take the House 
and the country into their confidence on 
this important matter. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
May I ask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether the new naval base will be a mere 
base, or a dockyard, or a station for the 
repair of ships ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think per- 
haps the hon. Gentleman should defer 
that Question. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I suppose this will come on under 
the Naval Estimates 4 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. 


The Case of Colonel Kinloch. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT 
(Cheshire, Macclesfield): 1 beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War what 
person or persons made any complaint 
or communication to the Commander-in- 
Chief, previous to the 14th December, 
1902, with reference to any irregularities 
in the Ist Battalion Grenadier Guards ; 
on what date or dates were such com- 
plaints or communications made, what 
was their nature or purport, and were 
any of them made in writing ; did the 
Commander-in-Chief communicate to 
Lieutenant-Colonel Kinloch at any time, 
and, if so, when, the fact that he had 
received such complaints or communica- 
tions, and the nature or purport of 
them, and whether or not they affected 
or reflected upon the character or military 
reputation of Lieutenant-Colonel Kinloch 
in his command of the battalion. I beg 
further to ask on what date was Lieu- 
tenant-Colonel Kinloch first informed of 
the decision of the Commander-in-Chief to 
remove him from his command ; when 
and where was this decision promulgated; 
did Lieutenant-Colonel Kinloch request 
from the Commander-in-Chief the favour 
of being permitted to put forward a 
statement in his defence; and, if so, on 
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what date was that request made; what 
reply, if any, was made to that request ; 
and on what date, if at all, did the Com- 
mander-in-Chief grant the requested 
favour. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): Lord Belhaven, the father of one 
subaltern in the 1st Battalion Grenadier 
Guards, and Lord de Saumarez, the 
relative of another subaltern, called on 
the Commander-in-Chief on 12th Decem- 
ber, 1902, and made a verbal complaint 
that young officers in the battalion had 
been tried by so-called subalterns’ courts- 
martial, not only for offences against 
regimental etiquette, but for military 
offences, and if found guilty had been 
punished by caning, and that their ill- 
treatment had been so serious that it 
called for interference by the authorities. 
Lord Roberts in reply said he would 
take the matter up officially, and on the 
following day, 13th December, he sent 
for the General Officer Commanding 
the Home District, and ordered him 
to investigate the circumstances 
fully. The Commander-in-Chief did not 
communicate with Colonel Kinloch, 
because by practice he does not com- 
municate directly with officers command- 
ing units. The General Officer Command- 
‘ing the Home District at once assembled 
a regimental inquiry which sat for two 
days, and reported to the Adjutant- 
General on 15th December, forwarding 
the evidence tsken. The character of 
Colonel Kinloch was not in question, but 
he was the first witness called at the 
inquiry and his responsibility, like that 
of all other officers called, was to be 
brought out by the investigation. The 
decision of the Commander-in-Chief was 
communicated to the General Officer Com- 
manding the Home District on December 
27th, 1902, and was promulgated at 
Aldershot, where the lst Battalion was 
quartered, on January 3rd, and in 
London on January 15th. Colonel 


Kinloch, in a letter dated 29th December, 
asked to see the evidence taken and 
wished to make a statement. He was 
informed on January 3rd that he was at 
liberty to see the evidence, and that the 
decision arrived at in his case was formed 


on his own statement and on the results 
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of the exercise of his command—Colonel 
Kinloch having urged that his personal 
honour was affected by certain ex- 
pressions in the Adjutant-General’s letter 
of 27th December, the Commander-in- 
Chief gave him an interview on 12th 
January, at which he accepted Colonel 
Kinloch’s statement that he was un- 
aware of the punishments inflicted by 
the so-called subalterns’ courts-martial 
and the treatment of these young 
officers. I may addthat Colonel Kinloch 
is an officer who, apart from recent 
occurrences, hadserved withcredit at home 
and distinction on active service, but the 
Commander-in-Chief holdsthat thestateof 
Colonel Kinloch’s battalion and the facts 
disclosed by the own evidence showed 
defects in the administration of his com- 
mand which made it impossible to retain 
him. He was consequently placed on 
haif-pay. Another Guards officer of dis- 
tinction has been placed in command of 
the battalion, and the House may rest 
assured that the irregularities brought to 
light will be absolutely checked in this or 
in any other regiment. ; 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: Will 
the right hon. Gentleman say whether 
the letter of the 27th December, to which 
he refers, states that Colonel Kinloch was 
aware of the practices which were com- 
plained of, and gave that as a reason for 
his removal ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. The 
statement in the letter was to the effect 
that he was aware, or that it was assumed 
he was aware, of the existence of these 
courts-martial, but it was not stated that 
he was aware of the system of punish- 
ment that was adopted. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: Will 
the hon. Gentleman say what was the 
condition of Colonel Kinloch’s battalion 
when taken over by Colonel Lloyd ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
does not arise out of the Question. 


Militia and Volunteer Officers. 
*Mr. MORRELL (Oxfordshire, Wood- 
stock): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War, whether his attention has 
been directed to the deficiency in the 
number of officers holding commissions 
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in the Militia and Volunteers, as notified 
by comparing this number with that set 
out for the establishment ; whether he 
is aware of any causes for this deficiency ; 
—also whether, with a view to increasing 
the number of applicants for commissions, 
he will consider the advisability of taking 
steps to reduce the expenses to which 
officers are subjected in maintaining their 
companies. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, Sir. The 
deficiency of officersin the Militia and 
Volunteers has long been a subject of 
serious concern. In 1889 the Militia 
were 251 officers short; establishment, 
3,575. In 1895 deficiency had increased 
to 530 officers short; establishment, 
3,515. In 1898 deficiency had increased 
to 728 officers short; establishment, 
3,446. In 1903 deficiency had increased 
to 743 officers short; establishment, 
3,400. Thus there is a constantly in- 
creasing deficiency, with a decreased 
establishment. In the Volunteers there 
has always been a large shortage of 
officers, but this has rapidly increased 


with the increase of establishment. In 
1886, 1,226 wanting; establishment, 
7483. In 1896, 1,654 wanting; estab- 


lishment, 7,749. In February, 1902, 
1,989 wanting ; establishment, 9,379. In 
February, 1903, 2,147 wanting; estab- 
lishment, 9,409. From 1896 to 1898 
there was an improvement in the num- 
bers of Volunteer officers, possibly due to 
the grant of an allowance for uniform by 
the War Office ; but it will be seen that 
the shortage in the Militia, which is 
nearly 22 per cent., and in the Volunteers 
23 per. cent., must seriously militate 
against the efficiency of both forces. 
The deficiency of Volunteer Officers is of 
long standing, and has steadily increased 
with the increases of establishment. If 
the Army Order issued at the close of 
1901, imposing greater demands on the 
Volunteers, has caused a diminution, it 
can only be up to now to the extent ot 
about 1} per cent. I cannot doubt that 
the pecuniary liability which falls on 
Volunteer officers in some regiments is 
an important factor in a result which 

tly impairs the value of our auxiliary 
orces; and in view of this and other 
circumstances involving the future of 
both these forces, the Government bave 
advised the King to issue a Royal Com- 
mission to enquire into the pay, terms 
of service, and efficiency of the Militia 
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and Volunteer Forces, and to report 
whether any, and what, modification is 
necessary in existing conditions, 
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Strength of the Army. 

*Sir J. DICKSON-POYNDER (Wilt- 
shire, Chippenham): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether 
the statement that the Army, inclusive 
of India, now stands at 271,800, and is, 
on that basis, 12,000 over strength, is in 
accordance with the figures of the 
Estimates of this year, seeing that the 
number of men on the establishment of 
the Army for the current year is 210,000 
exclusive, and 284,378 inclusive, of the 
Indian Army. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, Sir. The state- 
ment is in accordance with the figures 
snown in the Estimates. The latter 
figures include Officers, Warrant Officers 
and the whole of the Colonial Corps and 
Indian troops in the colonies which are 
paid for out of Imperial funds; the 
figures in my statement exclude these 
items. 


Mr. BECKETT (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Whitby): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether, in view of the 
approaching discussion on the Army 
Estimates, he will issue a detailed state- 
ment as to the actual effective strength | 
of the Army now serving in this country. 


CotoneL WELBY (Taunton): May I 
also ask the Secretary of State for War 
if he can state from Regimental Return 
B. 104, rendered monthly to the War 
Office, the numbers on 28th February of 
effective Regular troops in the units of the 
first three Army Corps. furnishing that 
Return ; and say how many of the 12,000 
surplus men belong to those units. 


Mr. BRODRICK: In replying to a 
similar Question put by my hon. friend 
the Member for Oldham on Tuesday last,* 
1 fully explained my reasons for not 
attempting to give any detailed figures 
of effective strength at present owing to 
the numerous moves and drafting now 
taking place, but I am prepared to grant 
a return as soon as these moves have 
ceased and an accurate return can be 


made. 





* See page 1227. 
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Mr. BECKETT: But is it not possible | been already told, the question of the 
to ascertain the effective strength serv- | recoil was fully considered. A number 
ing in this country at the present’ of these rifles have been under trial by 
moment? Cannot the right hon.Gentle-| the Navy, and it rests with the 
man telegraph to the various com-| Admiralty to decide whether they will. 
manders of Army Corps and ascertain | adopt the new rifle for the Navy. 
from them the number of men who are, In reply to further questions, Lord. 
in receipt of pay at this moment ? | Stanley said the new pattern rifle was 

bers ae after many trials. He saw no 

Mr. BRODRICK: Of course, it is | objection to placing one of them in the 
always poss.ble to telegraph for in-| Tea Room for hon. Members to see. 
formation, but information so obtained | 


would not be the most accurate. Cost of Soldiers. 


4 | GeneRAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
say “ ara (ae | Haverfordwest): 1 beg to usk the 


|Secretary of State for War whether, 

‘ , |in the answer given to the hon- 

Mr. BRODRICK: Because it would’ Member for Exeter on 7th November,t 
not include the troops on passage or 

those leaving units to go abroad. It 


| stating the average annual, cost of a 
- : : i h h of th ice, the 

would give a totally inadequate idea of 10 ac ese scam nga ean igh 

the force in the United Kingdom at the | 


calculation was made on the actual cost 
of the individual private, or whether 
present moment. There are about the statement covered the cost of regi- 
18,000 men at this moment on gratuity | mental officers and staff in the several 
furlough. corps, as well as of women borne on the 


Mr. WINSTON CHURGHILL: Would | strength ; and, further, to ask the aver- 


= s 1 cost of a private of the 
not the information be as accurate oo Sa j ; 
that given b the right hon. Gcetionen Royal Garrison Regiment, including the 
hs tea night ? married establishment. 


| 


Mr. BRODRICK: I gave the Honse| Lorp STANLEY: In reply to the 
the other night the total strength of the first part of the Question, as regards the 
Army at home and abroad, including Regular forces, the calculation was based 
those who are on passage. on the actual cost of the individual 
| private; in the case of the Militia, 
'Yeomanry and Volunteers it included 
‘the cost of the staff. The average 
annual cost of a private of the Garrison 
. ‘ ‘Regiment including the married establish- 
will he direct that before the pro- ment, but excluding the regimental 


posed new rifle is finally adopted the 
effect of shortening the barrel in increas- | rye - oe. oy & ES 


ing the recoil shall be further tested in 

erder to ascertain the influence of this | > Tini : 

greater recoil on accuracy of shooting | neenens Ss er 
when the weapon is used by the rank | Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
a of the Army ; Bae can he say | Green): To ask the Secretary of State 
whether it is proposed to recommend | ¢,, War whether his attention has been 


the proposed new rifle for use in the ; : 
Navy; and; if so, whether the Board of | ae tng yet iy p Prantl. 


Admiralty will have any voice in the | regiments in the United Kingdom, in 


matter. _which certain private firms are recom- 


Tur FINANCIAL SECRETARY 1o | mended to officers with which to place 


‘their orders for their uniforms and 
Tap WAR OFFICE (lord Staxusy, | other necessaries of outfit; whether he is 


Lancashire, Westhoughton): The new | : 

pattern of rifle has been finally adopted | *¥*° that a regimental order has also 

for land service. As my hon. friend has + See (4) Debates, exiv., 386. 
| 


New Army Rifle. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
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been issued to subordinate officers to a 
similar effect; and will he say whether 
these firms have been selected after 
being invited totender; and, if so, were 
the tenders open to competition. 


Questions, 


Lorp STANLEY: The hon. Member 
has been misinformed ; no such circular 
has been issued. A circular has been 
issued by the War Office direct to a 
large number of firms of tailors asking 
for their terms for supplying officers on 
joining with uniforms, if cash payments 
were made. 


Mr. NANNETTI: If I supply the noble 
Lord with a copy of the circular issued, 
in which London firms are specifically 
named, will he make further inquiries ? 
Have not orders to certain tailors in 
Dublin been cancelled in consequence of 
the circular ? 


Lorp STANLEY: There is no need 
for further inquiry. The object of 
issuing the circular was to get informa- 
tion which would enable us to carry 
out the policy of cheapening the cost of 
uniforms to officers. 


Mrs NANNETTI: Then has the War 
Office issued instructions to commanding 
officers to act as canvassers for private 
firms 4 


*Mrs SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Is it not the 
fact that Irish firms have been excluded 
from the list ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
is a totally different question. 


Mr. NANNETTI: I will call attention 
to this‘on another occasion. 


H.M. “Enchantress.” 

Str WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty, what firms tendered for His 
Majesty’s new yacht “Enchantress” ; 
what were the figures of the tenders 
respectively ; what type of boilers are 
being fitted into her ; and whether she is 
of single or twin-screw design. 


{COMMONS} 











Questions, 


*THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForstER, Belfast, 
W.): The following firms tendered for 
the new Admiralty Yacht: Messrs. Har- 
land & Wolff, Belfast; Messrs. Henderson 
& Co., Glasgow ; Messrs. Inglis, Glasgow ; 
Messrs. Ramage & Ferguson, Leith. It 
would be contrary to established practice 
to give the amounts of the various 
tenders ; in this case the lowest tender was 
accepted. The boilers to be fitted are of 
cylindrical type, single ended, and the 
vessel is of twin-screw design. 
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Sm WILLIAM ALLAN: Why is it 
that the Admiralty have decided to put 
Scotch boilers into this vessel and not 
into others. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Battleship Construction. 


*Srr CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty if he will 
state the time, from the laying down until 
commissioning, now usually taken in the 
construction of battleships; what is the 
date of the commission of the “ Russell,” 
of the programme of July 1898, laid 
down in 1899, and launched in February 
1901; and of the “ Albemarle,” of the 
programme announced in the financial 
year ended March 1899, laid down in 
January 1900, and launched in March 
1901 ; whether the trials of the latter 
ship were only begun in January 1903; 
and what progress has been made in 
expediting the construction of ships. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The 
average time estimated for the completion 
of the “Albemarle,” “Montagu,” 
“Queen,” “Prince of Wales,” “King 
Edward VII.” and “New Zealand” is 
three years two months. The “ Russell ” 
was commissioned on the 19th February. 
The “Albemarle” has not yet been 
commissioned, and her trials, as stated, 


were begun in January. The rate of 
construction of ships is being accelerated, 
and it is hoped, moreover, that the 
practice which is now being adopted of 
allowing vessels to be completed in the 
contract yards will tend to greater 
rapidity. 
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Questions. 


Dockyard Establishments. 
GENERAL LAURIE: To ask the 
Givil Lord of the Admiralty whether he is 
now in a position to state what decision 
has been arrived at as to an increase 
in the numbers of the established work- 
men in the Royal Dockyards. 


Mr. PRETYMAN (Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): The matter is still under the 
consideration of the Board of Admiralty, 
but an early decision is expected. 


Basutoland. 

* Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Postmaster-General, as 
representing the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies, seeing that the last Report 
on Basutoland shows a sum of £75,380 
to the credit of the Administration, will 
he state when the proposed increase in 
the Education Grants will be made. 


THE POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
E., for Mr. J. Chamberlain): The 
question of the best means of applying 
the surplus for the benefit of the Basutos 
and the development of the country 
is engaging the earnest attention of 
Lord Milner. In the meantime, 
increased provision for educational 
expenditure has been made in the 
Estimates for the current financial year. 


Archbishopric of Cyprus. 

Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.): I 
beg to ask the Postmaster-General, as 
representing the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies, whether His Majesty’s 
Government will communicate to the 
House copies of the correspondence which 
has passed between the Colonial Office 
and the High Commissioner of Cyprus 
and the Patriarch of Constantinople 
regarding the refusal of the High Com- 
missioner of Cyprus to issue the necessary 
orders for the admission of the Arch- 
bishop-elect of Cyprus to the temporal- 
ities of the Metropolitan See ; and, if no 
Papers are forthcoming, whether the 
Secretary of State will communicate the 
reasons for keeping vacant for three 
years the highest spiritual appointment 
in the island, and neglecting to provide 
for the regular administration of the 
revenues of the Archbishopric and for 
the ecclesiastical needs of the see. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The hon. Member was informed by the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, in 
reply to his Question of 29th October 
last,t that no Archbishop of Cyprus had 
yet been elected. As there is no Arch- 
bishop-elect the question of admission to 
the temporalities of the see has not 
arisen. The delay in filling the vacancy 
is not due to the Government, but toa 
dispute in the Church. The administra- 
tion of the revenues and the ecclesiastical 
needs of the see are in the meantime 
provided for, in accordance with the 
custom of the Church, by the Holy Synod. 
A settlement of the dispute would not 
be hastened by the publication of corre- 
spondence, which it is not desirable to 
produce until an agreement has been 
arrived at between the contending parties 
in the Church. 


Coolie Labour in British Guiana. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg 
to ask the Postmaster General, as 
representing the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies, does the Crown Colony of 
British Guiana contribute one-third of the 
expense of immigration into that colony 
of Indian coolies for work on sugar 
plantations, and does His Majesty's 
Government guarantee to the Indian 
Government the payment of wages to, 
and of return passages to India for, such 
coolies ; do such contributions or guaran- 
tees constitute a direct or indirect bounty 
on the production or exportation of sugar ; 
and have His Majesty's Government re- 
ceived any communications on the subject 
from the authorities of the colony. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: At 
present the Government of British Guiana 
contribute one-third of the expense of 
coolie immigration into the colony. No 
such guarantee as that suggested has been 
given by His Majesty’s Government. In 
answer to the third part of the Question 
it is not usual to make an official state- 
ment as to the interpretation of a par- 
ticular clause of a Convention until 
circumstances have arisen which require 
suchastatement. In answer to the fourth 
part, the incidence of the cost of immigra- 
tion is the subject of correspondence now 
proceeding with the Governor. 





+ See (4) Debates, cxiii., 1068. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : Did not the 
Colonial Office give a guarantee ? 


Questions. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Colonial Office is part of the Government, 
and I understand that no guarantee has 
been given on behalf of the Government. 


Telegraphic Communication with Iceland. 
*Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, in view of the proposals con- 
tained in the Report of the International 
Conference on Scientific Investigations in 
the North Sea, will effect be given to the 
— to connect the Faroe Islands and 
celand by telegraph with the rest of 
Europe ; and, if so, will he state at whose 
cost the work will be undertaken. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord CRANBORNE, 
Rochester): The Great Northern Tele- 
graph Company have applied for a licence 
for a cable to be laid from the Shetland 
Islands, vid the Faroe Islands, to Iceland, 
and a favourable reply has been given to 
this application. The company have 
stated, however, that the establishment 
of the proposed cable is dependent upon 
sufficient financial support being obtained. 


Aliens and Police Protection. 

Mr. ERNEST FLOWER (Bradford, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
whether his attention has been 
directed tothe fact that in Metro- 
politan districts, such as Soho and 
Whitechapel, where there is a large 


foreign population, a proportionately | 


larger police force is maintained than in 
districts where there are few or no 
foreigners ; and, if so, whether he has 


any official reports showing that the 
larger police force is due to the presence | 


of a large criminal element in the foreign 


population. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Akers 


{COMMONS} 
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and Soho, has increased considerably of 
late years, but it has not been ound 
necessary to augment these Divisions on 
that account. 


Imports of Poultry. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether arrange- 
ments can be made for the value of 
poultry imported to be indicated as 
distinct from game in the Accounts 
relating to the Trade and Navigation of 
the United Kingdom. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. GeraLp BALFour, 
Leeds, Central): The form and scope of 
the Accounts to be issued during 1903 
has for some time been definitely fixed 
and it is now too late for any alteration 
to be made. The question will be re- 
ferred to the Departmental Committee 
ior the revision ‘of the accounts at its 
next annual meeting, which will be held 
in the Autumn of this year. 


Railway Companies and Street Sub-Soil- 


Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether his attention has been 
called to five railway Private Bills which 
have been introduced to this House, con- 
taining provisions authorising the 
respective railway companies to enter 
upon, take, and use the sub-soil and under- 
surface of any street for the purposes of 
their railways without making any pay- 
ment or compensation to the owners of 
the soil so taken; and whether the 
Government propose to take any steps in 
| the matter. 
| Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: My 
‘attention has been directed to this 
| subject. The point is not a new one and 
|has received the consideration of Com- 





| mittees on Private Bills as well as of two 
| Joint Committees of both Houses. I 
| would refer the hon. Member to the 
| Reports of those Committees dated 1892 
‘and 1901 respectively. The recommen- 











Douezas, Kent, St. Augustine's): No, Sir. | dations made therein have, I believe, been 
It is not the case that in Metropolitan | followed by the Private Bill Committees 
districts where there is a large foreign | which have dealt with particular schemes. 
population the police foree is propor- | I express no opinion on the legal point as 
tionately larger than elsewhere. The to whether owners of adjoining house 
foreign population in the C, D, and H_| property are entitled to compensation for 
Divisions, which include Whitechapel | sub-soil taken from the streets in front of 
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their property, but I understand that it is 
contended on authority that no such right 
exists. Committees have, on the other 
hand, given owners of property special 
clauses providing for their protection in 
case of damage to property. The matter 
is, I think, one for Committees to deal 
with, and does not call for the interven- 
tion of the Government. 


Undesirable Immigrants. 

fMr. ERNEST FLOWER: I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that immigrants 
rejected as undesirables by our own 
colonies are being landed from time to 
time in England ; and whether he has any 
means of ascertaining, if any, and, if so, 
how many, of the persons so landed re- 
main in this country. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Iam aware 
that a certam number of immigrants re- 
jected by our own colonies under their 
Immigration Laws are landed on their 
return journey in the United Kingdom. 
I have no official information as to whether 
any of such persons remain in this country, 
but presumably such of them as are 
natives of the United Kingdom remain 
here. Last year out of eighty-six persons 
rejected by the Canadian Authorities and 
landed in this country two were British, 
and I am informed by the Shipping Com- 
panies that the whole of the eighty-four 
foreigners were conveyed to their homes, 
none remaining in the United Kingdom. 
We have only records of two persons re- 
jected by the Natal Authorities in 1902 
and landed in this country, both of whom 
were British subjects. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) : From what country did these 
foreigners come ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR:I am 
afraid } cannot say, but they were all 
sent backs 


Hours of Railway Men— Return. 


Mr. BELL (Derby): I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of ‘rade if he 
has called for a return of the hours 
worked by railwaymen for December 
last ; whether he is aware that several 
railway {companies after his warning 


{5 Marcu 1903} 





1566 


issued private instructions to their 
officials to the effect that men should 
not be allowed to work more than 
twelve hours per day during the month 
of December, and that since that date 
such instructions have been cancelled 
and otherwise relaxed; and will he call 
for a return of the hours worked for 
October or November, or any month 
which he may not have advised them of 
previously. 


Questions. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: A return 
for December last has been called for 
and we have already received the re- 
turns of a considerable number of com- 
panies. I have no official information of 
the instruction said to be issued by 
various railway companies last year, 
with the object of keeping down the 
hours worked by their servants, nor have 
I any knowledge of their alleged sub- 
sequent cancellation. 


Mr. BELL: If I supply the right 
hon. Gentleman with copies of the cir- 
cular, and he is satisfied that that 
course has been adopted by the railway 
company, will he order a return for 
some other month than December ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: If the 
hon. Member supplies me with the cir- 
cular I will, of course, consider the 
matter. 


Brakes on Goods Trains. 

Mr. BELL: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade if he is doing 
anything, and, if so, what, to press 
forward the question of either-side 
brakes on goods and mineral wagons 
on railways ; and whether he will bring 
pressure to bear upon the companies 
through the Railway and Canal Com- 
missioners, or otherwise, to get the rule 
to effect their introduction brought into 
operation as speedily as possible. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: A rule 
on this subject has been prepared and 
advertised under the provisions of the 
Railway Employment (Prevention of 
Accidents) Act, 1900. Objectors have 
been heard by the Board of Trade, and 
the question as to the form in which the 
rule should be again issued is under con- 
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sideration. It is not probable that 
material modifications, if any, will be 
made by the Board in such re-issue, and 
I am afraid the Railway Companies 
will again appeal to the Railway and 
Canal Commissioners. The Board of 
Trade will expedite matters as far as they 
can consistently with the formal pro- 
cedure laid down by the Statute. 


Questions. 


Overtime in the Post Office. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask the Postmaster- 
General whether the authorities of the 
Post Office are now giving effect to the 
recommendation of the Tweedmouth 
Committee, that if, in any period of 
forty-eight hours, the combined amount 
of a long and short duty exceeded six- 
teen hours, the amount of such excess 
should be paid for as overtime without 
reference to the number of hours worked 
on other days of the same week. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
recommendation of the Committee was 
not that the excess should be “‘ paid for”’ 
as overtime, but that it should be 
“treated as overtime, that is, that each 
hour should be counted as an hour and 
a quarter” ; and | have reason to believe 
that the Committee purposely used this 
phraseology in order to negative the in- 
terpretation suggeste! in the hon. 
Member’s Question. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that Lord 
Tweedmouth differs from that view of 
the recommendation ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
have seen a letter purporting to come 
from Lord Tweedmouth. I do not wish 
toinvolve myself in any controversy with 
him, but I think he must have forgotten 
what passed. 


Protection against Fire. 

Mr. PYM (Bedford): I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether, having regard to the 
loss of life and property caused by the 
increasing number of fires that have 
taken place in London and the country, 
he will endeavour to introduce some 
legislation upon the lines of the Fire 
Brigade Report issued in 1901. 


{COMMONS} 
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THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Watrzr 
Long, Bristol, 8.) : Looking to the legisla- 
tion which is already contemplated, I 
could not promise to introduce a Bill 
dealing with this matter during the 
present Session. 


Kensington Palace—Sale of Building 
Plots. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether the seven plots of land 
fronting Kensington Palace, advertised 
to be let for building purposes, are 
included in the Schedule to the Act 
5 Victoria, cap. 1, dealing with the 
twenty-eight acres of ground used for 
kitchen garden and other purposes at 
Kensington Palace; and can he say how 
many applicants have there been for the 
several plots, and for what term of years 
and at what rent have leases been 
granted. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hayes Fisuer, 
Fulham): Yes, Sir; the seven plots 
referred to form part of the twenty-eight 
acres described in the Schedule to the 
Act 5 Victoria, cap. 1. Two tenders 
have been received for the whole of the 
seven plots, and one for part only, but 
as no tender has yet been actually 
accepted it is impossible for me to 
furnish the information desired as to 
rent, etc. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON: Is the scheme 
completed? Is it necessary to cut down 
the fine row of trees fringing these plots ? 


Mr. HAYES FISHER: 
information as to that. 


I have no 


Mr. LOUGH (islington, W.): Is it 
too late to reconsider the question of 
letting the land go? 


Mr. HAYES FISHER: No, but I 
cannot promise that any other policy 
will be adopted. I will make inquiries. 


London and Globe Finance Corporation. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.): 
I beg to ask the Attorney General 
whether any minute or memorandum 
has been preserved of the reasons on 
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which he grounded his decision not to 
set the Public Prosecutor in motion in 
the case of the London and Globe Finance 
Corporation; and, if so, whether he 
would lay that minute on the Table. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
RoserT Finiay, Inverness Burghs): No 
minutes are kept. The only documents 


are the instructions on which the con- 
sultation proceeded, and it would not be 
in accordance with usage to lay the 
Papers on the Table of the House. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Will the 
hon. and learned Gentleman see that his 
own memorandum is preserved for the 
benefit of future generations ? 


Sunderland and Durham County 
Institution for the Blind. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): On behalf of 
the hon. Member for Merthyr Tydvil I 
beg to ask the hon. Member for the 
Tunbridge Division, as representing the 
Charity Commissioners, whether he is 
aware that the: blind ship-fender makers 
of the Sunderland and Durham County 
Institution for the Blind have been 
locked out since October last for refusing 
to accept a reduction of 27 per cent. in 
their wages, which only averaged 12s. per 
week last year; whether the governors 
are threatening to permanently close this 
department ; and, seeing that a repre- 
sentation on behalf of the men has been 
made to the Charity Commissioners, will 
he state what action they propose taking 
in the matter. 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN (Kent, 
Tunbridge): The Commissioners have 
been informed that no part of the income 
of the Institution is derived from endow- 
ments. In these circumstances they 
would have no jurisdiction in the matter, 
and a reply to that effect to the repre- 
sentation which has been made to them 
has been forwarded accordingly. 


Applecross (Ross-shire) Medical Officer. 
Mr. WEIR: To ask the Lord Ad- 
vocate, in view of the fact that applica- 
tions are invited for the appointment of | 
medical officer and vaccinator for the | 
Applecross district of the parish of 
Applecross, Ross-shire, will care be taken 
that the medical officer appointed 
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possesses the public health diploma re- 
quired under the Public Health Act, 
1897. 


*THeE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): No such 
diploma is required by law for the 
appointment in question, which has 
already been made. 


Ballinamore and Ballyconnell Canal. 

Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 
N.): 1 beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
his attention has been called to a resolu- 
tion of the Roscommon County Council 
complaining of the treatment of a portion 
of the County Roscommon by the levying 
of the charge for maintenance of the 
Ballinamore and Ballyconnell Canal, and 
asking for relief; and whether the Irish 
Government will bring in a_ short 
amending Act to remove the treatment 
com plained of. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 
resolution was received on Saturday 
last, and is at present the subject of 
inquiry. 


Lismore Union Master’s Examination. 

Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
if he will state in what subject or 
subjects the examination of Mr. 
George M’Donald, who was recently 
elected master of Lismore Union, took 
place ; what official prepared the ques- 
tions which were set to Mr. M’Donald 
by Mr. R. Kelly, Local Government 
Board Inspector; what subjects Mr. 
M’Donald is alleged to have failed to 
answer satisfactorily; and whether he 
will furnish a copy of the letter or 


\letters received by the Local Govern- 


ment Board prior to this examination 
of Mr. M’Donald asking them not to 
sanction h’s appointment. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : Elementary arith- 
metic and English composition. The 


| questions were prepared by the Inspec- 


Mr. M’Donald failed to pass in 
No communication was 


tor. 
either subject. 
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received by the Board of the nature 
mentioned in the last part of the 
‘Question. 


(Juestions. 


Union Masters’ Examinations. 


Mr. O’SHEE: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland how many masters of unions in 
Ireland hav been elected and sanctioned 
since lst January, 1899, and for what 
unions ; how many of them underwent 
an examination in reading, writing from 
dictation, and arithmetic ; whoconducted 
such examinations; and how many of 
them underwent no examination but 
were sanctioned by the Local Govern- 
ment Board after a short period of 
probation. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The appointments 
of sixty-nine workhouse masters have 
been sanctioned since the date men- 
tioned. The further information desired 
in the Question has been called for and 
will be communicated to the hon. 
Member when received. 


Roxboro Road School, Limerick. 
Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can explain 
why after thirty-three years, during 
which time the Roxboro Road Schools 
_at Limerick have been in the hands of 
the Commissioners of Education in 
Treland, only £212 cash and £63 stock 
have accumulated out of rent ; will he 
say whether any auditor has certified 
that these sums represent the amount 
which ought to have accumulated ; 
whether these premises were occupied 
between the vears 1873 and 1880: and, 
if so, by whom, under what tenure, 
and at what rent. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: On the 29th March, 
1901,+ I informed the hon. Member that 
out of the moneys accumulating in the 
hands of the Commissioners a sum of 
£188 had been expended by them on 
repairs to the schools between the years 
1880 and 1890. Since 1891 no similar 
expenditure has been incurred. The 
accounts of the Commissioners are 
audited annually by an officer of the 
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Local Government Board, who certifies 
as to their correctness. The facts re- 
presenting the occupation of the premises 
prior to 1880 are fully stated in the 
various schemes prepared and published 
by the Commissioners. I would refer 
the hon. Member to Parliamentary 
Paper No. 69 of 1897. 


Galway Technical Instruction Committee. 


Mr. REDDY (King’s Co., Birr): On 
behalf of the hon. Member for East 
Galway I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
his attention has been directed to a 
resolution of the Tuam Technical In- 
struction Committee in December last, 
requesting the County Galway Technical 
Instruction Committee to allow a sum of 
£10 a year for rent of a house for 
technical instruction at Monivea, County 
Galway; and whether, seeing that this 
sum was voted by the County Technical 
Instruction Committee on the llth 
December, 1902, will the Department of 
Technical Instruction raise any objection 
to the County Committee paying over 
the sum of £10 to the Local Committee. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No report has yet 
been received. I have written to the 
hon. Member asking him to postpone the 
Question for a day or two. 


River Barrow Floods. 


Mr. DELANY (Queen’s Co., Ossory) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
has received a resolution, passed unani- 
mously by the Mountmellick Town Com- 
missioners on the 3rd ultimo, calling 
attention to the devastation, loss of 
property, and risk to life caused by the 
floods from the River Barrow, which are 
becoming more frequent and extensive 
year by year; and will he say what steps 
he proposes taking to remedy this evil, 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The resolution was 
received. The question of arterial 
drainage is a large one. It has not been 
lost sight of by the Government, but in 
the present condition of Irish legislative 
business, I am unable to make any state- 
ment in the direction suggested. 
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Kildare Clerk of the Peace. 

Mr. DELANY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
Clerk of the Crown and Peace for the 
County Kildare is agent for several land- 
lords ; and whether it is in accordance 
with practice that a public official should 
occupy such a position, the duties of 
which lead to his being a party to legal 
proceedings in a court of which he is an 
official. 


Mr. WYNDHAM:. I am informed 
that this officer acts as agent for one land- 
lord only. The propriety of this arrange- 
ment is under consideration. Perhaps 
the hon. Member will repeat the Question 
on Monday. 


South Donegal Fisheries. 

*Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he has 
considered the claims brought under 
his notice of Glencolombkill, Kilear, 
St. John’s Point, Ardara, and Bundoran, 
for the erection of boat slips and the 
extension and improvement of piers for 
the benefit of the fishing industry of the 
seaboard of South Donegal, and the 
preservation of the lives of the fisher- 
men; whether, having regard to the 
fact that the £100,000 which is to be 
expended under the provisions of the 
Marine Works (Ireland) Act is not in 
any part to be expended on such works 
as the erection of boat slips and storm 
works, South Donegal, for whose sea- 
board these works are asked, is to be 
excluded from the benefits of the Act ; 
and what steps, if any, does the Govern- 
ment contemplate for the construction 
on that seaboard of boat slips and the 
improvement of the piers and harbours. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The claims of all 
undertakings of this description, to which 
the provisions of the Act apply, were 
considered at the recent Conference. 
The Congested Districts Board has 
recently improved the landing-place at 
Glencolombkill, and is arranging for 
the construction of an approach road to 
that work. There are two boat slips at 
St. John’s Point. The Board has offered 
to contribute £150 for a slip at Ardara, 
provided the work be undertaken by the 
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local authorities. The requirements of 
Kilear appear to be provided for by 
existing slips in the neighbourhood. 
With respect to Bundoran the construc- 
tion of any work of utility there is, I fear, 
at present impracticable, as its cost would 
be in excess of any sum which the Gov- 
ernment could allocate for the. purpose. 


Irish National School Teachers. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether the National Board have 
recommended the reduction of the 
average required for assistant teachers 
in Irish national schools to fifty ; and, if 
so, whether provision will be made in 
the coming Estimates for carrying this 
reform into operation. 


Mr WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir; such a 
proposal was made. It would involve an 
additional charge of £24,000 per annum 
on the Estimate for Public Education. 
Additions of so large a character should, 
in the opinion of the Irish Government, 
be considered in relation to all other 
demands that may be made in respect 
of education in Ireland. 


In reply to a further. Question Mr. 
WynpuHaM said he hoped to make a 
statement shortly with regard to the 
equivalent grant for Ireland. 


Pay of Irish Rural Postmen. 

Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field): I beg to ask the Postmaster- 
General whether he is aware that a 
rural postman named Michael Ganby, 
at Whitehall, Tarnonbarry, Ireland, 
is receiving a wage of only 5s. 6d. 
per week: and will he state the number 
of English miles comprising this post- 
man’s round, whether it is a six or a 
seven days delivery, and whether it is 
according to the authorised scale in 
Ireland. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
understand the hon. Member to refer 
to Michael Ganby, who is employed on 
the Cloonmore delivery, Whitehall, Long- 
ford, and that this is the case to which 
he referred on a recent occasion when 
he said that he knew the case of a 
postal letter-carrier in Ireland who had 
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to walk twenty miles a day, seven days 
a week, for which he received a salary 
of 5s. a week. The facts are that Ganby 
is employed for six days a week. On 
Mondays, Wednesdays and Fridays the 
length of his walk is 74 miles; on 
Tuesdays, Thursdays and Saturdays it 
is 6} miles. Onthe three former days 
his postal work occupies two hours and 
twenty-five minutes; onthe three latter 
it occupies two hours and twenty 
minutes. The rest of his time is at his 
own disposal. He is, I understand, a small 
farmer. For his postal work he receives 
5s. 6d. a week, which is in accordance 
with the authorised scale. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Will the 
right hon. Gentleman recommend this 
man for outdoor relief ! 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: No, 
he is a farmer and does not need it. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL; Give him 
a company directorship. 


Castletown (Queen’s Co.) Postmastership. 
Mr. DELANY: 1 beg to ask the 


Postmaster-General whether the vacancy 
in the postmastership of Castletown, 
Queen’s County, has been filled up; and, 
if so, will he say who has been ap- 
pointed. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
vacancy at Castletown, Queen’s County, 
has been filled by the appointment of 
Mrs. Ellen Mary Quinn, who was in- 
stalled on the 16th of January last. 


Law Officers’ Opinions. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he will consider the propriety 
of assimilating the practice in England 
to the practice in the United States of 
America, where the opinions of the 
Attorney General, as legal adviser to the 
Executive, are published officially. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I see no 
reason for varying the long and well- 
established practice which obtains in 
this country in this matter. 
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Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: But having 
regard to the fact that the American 
Attorney General gets a salary twenty 
times less than the English Attorney 
General—— 7 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): 1 wish to ask the 
hon. Gentleman as to the business to 
be taken next week. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: We begin the 
Army Estimates on Monday and con- 
tinue them de die in diem. I unders‘and 
that they will be at the Vote Office this 
afternoon. 


SELECTION STANDING COMMITTEES, 


Mr. HALSEY reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That they had 
added to the Standing Committee on 
Law and Courts of Justice, and Lega! 
Procedure the fol'owing fifteen Members 
in respect of the County Courts Juris- 
diction Extension Bill:—Mr. Attorney 
General, Mr. Buchanan, Mr. Causton, 
Sir Henry Fowler, Mr. Garfit, Mr. 
Corrie Grant, Mr. Hatch, Mr. Kimber, 
Mr. Levy, Mr. Samuel Roberts, Sir 
Albert Rollit, Mr. Strutt, Mr. Tollemache, 


| Mr. Tomkinsen, and Mr, Eugene Wason. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT. 
*Mr. WILLIAM JONES, Member for 


North Carnarvonshire, rose in his place, 
and asked leave to move the Adjourn- 
ment of the House for the purpose of 
discussing a definite matter of urgent 
public importance, viz., “the severe 
privation and loss arising from the 
struggle in the Penrhyn quarry district ; 
the recent grave recommendations of 
the Carnarvonshire Standing Joint Com- 
mittee in reporting thereon, and the 
failure to put into operation the pro- 
visions of the Conciliation Act. to ter- 
minate the dispute ;” and, the pleasure 
of the House having been signified, the 
Motion stood over, under Standing 
Order No. 10, until the Evening Sitting, 
this day. 
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NEW BILLS. BOROUGH FUNDS BILL. 


—— “To amend The Borough Funds Act, 
CHURCH DISCIPLINE (No.2) BILL. | 1872,” presented by Mr. Walter hong 5 
e€ 


“To amend the Law relating to | supported by Mr. Grant Lawson ; to 


Church Discipline,” presented by Mr. read a second. time upon Monday next, 
Cripps ; ated by Sir William | and to be printed. [Bill 83.] 
Houldsworth, Mr. Henry Hobhouse, Mr. | seeds 
Vicary Gibbs, Mr. Laurence Hardy, Mr. LAND TENURE BILL, 
Lyttelton, Mr. Whitmore, Mr. Duke,,| “To amend the law relating to the 
Mr. Wharton, Sir John Dorington, Sir Tenure of Land,” presented by Mr. 
Francis Powell, and Mr. Griffith; Lambert; supported by Mr. Seale- 
Boscawen; to be read a second time! Hayne, Mr. Soares, Mr. Allen, Mr. 
upon Friday, 13th March, and to be, Mansfield, and Mr. Herbert Samuel ; 
printed. [Bill 78.] |to be read a second time upon Friday, 
13th March, and to be printed. [Bill 84. | 
VACCINATION BILL. 

‘To amend the Vaccination Acts,” | PUBLIC HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) 
presented by Mr. Broadhurst ; supported | (SCOTLAND) ACT (1887) AMENDMENT 
by Mr. Thomas Bayley, Sir John BILL. ; 

Rolleston, Mr. Channing, and Mr. Corrie) _“* To amend the Public Houses (Hours 
Grant ; to be read a second time upon | of Closing) (Scotland) Act, 1887,” pre- 
Wednesday next, and to be printed, | sented by Sir John Stirling-Maxwell ; 
[Bill 79.] /supported by Sir William Dunn, Mr. 

/Cameron Corbett, Mr. Bryce, Sir John 

TIED HOUSES (ABOLITION) BILL. 'Leng, Mr. Shaw-Stewart, and Mr. 

“To abolish Tied Houses,” presented | Hunter Craig; to be read a second 
by Mr. Broadhurst; supported by Sir| time upon Tuesday next, and to be 
John Brunner, Sir Walter Foster, Mr. | printed. [Bill 85.] 

Levy, Mr. Thomas Bayley, and Mr. aicninin ls ? ; ; 
Herbert Lewis; to be read a second time | BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (SUPPLY). 
upon Wednesday next, and to be printed.| Ordered, ‘That thisday the Motion 
{ Bill 80. } 'on the Paper relating to the appoint- 
t ment of the Committee of Defence have 


HOUSING OF WORKING CLASSES (RE- precedence of the Committee of Supply.” 
PAYMENT OF LOANS) BILL. —(Mr Balfour.) 


“To extend the period for the repay- | 
ment of Loans relating to the Housing | THE COMMITTEE OF DEFENCE. 


of the Working Classes, and for other = pye PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
purposes connected therewith,” presented | LORD or THE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 


by Mr. Claude Hay; supported by Sir 


y, ‘OU N E. Py ejoi a 
J. Dickson Poynder, iSir John Gorst, | maawow’, Memenseeet, ©): 5 vejeton Mint 


3 | the exigencies of public business have 
Mr. Peel, Major Evans-Gcrdon, and Mr. | given the House the chance of discussing 


Goulding ; to be read a second time | a subject which, I know, has excited very 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. ' widespread interest among all Gentlemen 
[Bill 81.] ‘concerned in Imperial defence on both 
‘ sides of the House ; and, while I am glad 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) ACT that the House should have an oppor- 
(1894) AMENDMENT BILL. ‘ . ‘ 

’ | tunity of expressing its views on the 

“To amend The Local Government | yhject, I am glad also from my own 
(Scotland) Act, 1894,” presented by Mr. | point of view that I am able to supple- 
Uatheart Wason; supported by Sir| ment the very brief statement which I 
Andrew Agnew, Sir William Arrol, Mr.| made at a public meeting about three 
Alexander Cross, Colonel Denny, Mr.! weeks ago—a statement necessarily in- 
James Reid, Mr. John Dewar, Dr. | complete, but which, incomplete as it 
Farquharson, Mr. Harmsworth, Mr. | was, is the only statement which, I think, 
Eugene Wason, and Mr. Weir; to be} has as yet been made to the public on 
read a second time upon Monday next, this subject. As the House is aware, 
and to be printed. [Bill 82.] |there has been for many years in 
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existence a Defence Committee of the 
Cabinet, and I may perhaps commence 
my observations by explaining in what 
respects the present Defence Committee 
differs from that which it has replaced. 
In the first place, it differs from it as 
regards the subjects with which it deals. 
The general practice of the old Defence 
Committee was to take up the points 
referred to it from time to time by the 
Cabinet. There might be a question, 
perhaps, between the War Office or the 
Admiralty and the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer upon which some discussion 
outside those two Departments was 
desirable, or it might be that some 
question of Imperial defence which 
had risen for the moment above the 
horizon had attracted the attention 
of the Cabinet and was referred by it to 
the Defence Committee. In that capacity 
the old Defence Committee did, I think, 
extremely good work, and was a great 
improvement upon the state of things 
which existed before it was called into 
being. But the new Defence Committee 
is much more ambitious—at all events, at 
this early stage I have no right to use 
any other word—in its scope. The idea 
the Government had in establishing it is 
not to take up from time to time questions 
referred to it by the Cabinet, but to make 
it its duty to survey as a whole the 
strategical military needs of the Empire, 
to deal with the complicated questions 
which are all essential elements in that 
general problem, and to revise from time 
to time their own previous decisions, so 
that the Cabinet shall always be in- 
formed and always have at its disposal 
information upon these important points. 
They should not be left to the crisis 
of the moment, but when there is 
no special stress or strain the Govern- 
ment and its advisers should devote 
themselves to the consideration of these 
broad and all-important issues. 


The Committee 


So much for the change of subject, scope, 
and design between the new Defence Com- 


mittee and the old. It only remains for 
me to describe in what the constitution 
of the new Committee differs from the 
constitution of the old one. The old 
Defence Committee was, in the strictest 
and narrowest sense of the word, a Com- 
mittee of the Cabinet; and like all 
ordinary Committees of the Cabinet, it 
kept no record, and it admitted to its 
council no outsiders. Of course, that 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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does not mean that the old Defence Com- 
mittee did not ask the opinion of naval 
and military experts which the Govern- 
ment had at their disposal. It only 
means that those experts came to the 
Committee, not as members, but as wit- 
nesses. They came, they were asked 
questions, they were cross-examined, and 
they gave their opinions, and those 
opinions were considered by the Cabinet 
Committee, and the Cabinet Committee 
formed its judgment, like other Cabinet 
Committees, and conveyed that to the 
Cabinet as a whole. There are obvious 
disadvantages in that course. In the first 
place, it is of the essence both of Cabinets 
and Cabinet Committees, in the narrower 
sense of the word, that they keep no 
records. There are great objections to 
that procedure when you are dealing 
with the particular class of subject with 
which the Defence Committee is en 
trusted. In the first place, even during 
the continuance of a single Adminis- 
tration, it may well happen that 
the conditions of the problem change, 
and that they have to be reconsidered by 
the Defence Committee, and by the 
Cabinet which it advises; and it is an 
enormous additional labour that the 
whole matter has to be gone into again, 
and taken up in the midst of its 
responsible and multifarious duties by 
the Cabinet. The members themselves, 
or some of them, may well have got 
rusty in the details of the problem on 
which they made up their minds before, 
and only remember the outline of their 
decision. If this new plan bears all the 
fruit which I hope it will bear the con- 
clusions of the Defence Committee will 
be embodied not merely in resolutions, 
but in reasoned documents in which the 
whole ground upon which those con- 
clusions have been arrived at will be set 
out for the information, in the first. place, 
of the Cabinet of the time; and in the 
second place of the same Administration 
at a later period, for revision if need be; 
and last, if not least, for the information 
of their successors in office. 

There are a great many things in which 
there is discontinuity between successive 
Administrations in this House, chosen, as 
they commonly are, upon different sidesof 
the House. But there is one point on 
which there ought to be no discontinuity, 
and that is the military and naval policy 
of the Empire. There may be differences 
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in my own experience, most impor- ence is as to the actual constitution of 
tant differences of opinion, not be-| the Committee. It differs fundamentally 
tween the members of that Bench | from anything that can be described as 
and members of this Bench, but! a Cabinet Committee which, as far as my 


between the First Naval Lord at one 
time and the First Naval Lord at 
another time, between two successive 
Boards of Admiralty, two successive 


Commanders-in-Chief, two successive sets | 


of experts belonging to either Depart- 
ment. It is most important that when 
these differences of opinion show them- 
selves, the grounds on which the former 
decision was arrived at should be there 


experience goes, has ever existed in the 


past. 


I think it is all the more im- 


| portant that I should explain to the 


House the constitution of the Committee 
which we have provisionally, at all 
events, determined upon, because I think 


| that something which I said at Liverpool 


in a simple, easily intelligible, easily | 
accessible form. Then there will be the 


data which will enable those who take 
up for the second time or the third time 
the reconsideration of these old problems 
to cover without trouble the ground 
already traversed and, if changes are 
necessary, to make them with the 
minimum of trouble, friction, waste of 
time, and inconvenience. 


may have created some misconception n 
the public mind on the subject. O r 
view is this—-that there must be a fixed 
nucleus in this Committee. If you do 


/not have that, you do not have con- 


| tinuity. 


If every time a topic is to 
come up you re-create your Committee, 


there is evidently not that continuity of 
consideration which I am sure is all- 
important if really valuable conclusions 


When we) 


remember how very hard-worked under | 


modern conditions both Ministers and | 


heads of Departments are, I think even | : 
the mere saving of time, let alone the in- | not be too large. It is very easy tosay,and 


creasedclearness with whichthese grounds 


are to be arrived at. That is the first 
condition we lay down. 


Thesecondcondition we lay down is that 


this fixed and permanent nucleus should 


will be apprehended if they are put on’ 


record, is of the utmost importance. Of 
course the decision arrived at next week 


we all aretempted to say, that every avail- 
able person whocouldgivea valuable contri- 
bution to the discussion of the strategical 


subjects should be admitted to this Com- 


expresses the opinion of this Committee | 


at the moment, and does not bind even 
them not to reconsider their decision if 
new facts come up. It does not bind the 
Cabinet of whom they are only the advis- 
ers ; still less does it bind their successors 
in office. They will approach the consider- 
ation or reconsideration of these great 
problems absolutely unhampered. But, 
whilst they are unhampered by the 
decisions of their predecessors, they will 
be fully informed of the grounds upon 
which those decisions have been arrived 
at. That is the first great difference 
between the new Defence Committee and 
the old Defence Committee. The Com- 
mittee will keep records, and the records 
will not consist of bare resolutions, saying 


large. 
_ restricting 


/ your 
of great capacity and great knowledge, 


or the week after next binds nobody. It | mittee. 


I am quite sure that those who 
have seen much of committee work will 
not be misled by that view. A com- 
mittee todo anything must not be too 
It is perfectly true that by 
the numbers you _ will 
exclude from your councils, from 
immediate discussions, persons 


whose opinion would be eminently worth 
having ; but the main point is to have 
the machine a working machine—a 
machine that really can get through the 
extraordinarily complicated and difficult 
problems with which it has to deal, which 


/1t would never do if its members were 


permitted to grow beyond certain narrow 


‘limits. Therefore there must be a per- 


so many men are required for this or. 


that purpose, so many ships are necessary 
for this or that need. We shall have 
something much more than that, namely, 


manent nucleus, and the nucleus must 
not be too large. The permanent nucleus 
which we have tentatively, provisionally 


‘at all events, determined upon, makes 


the Cabinet memberr of the Committee 
consist of the Lord President, the Prime 


the full-blooded and detailed account of | Minister, the Secretary of State for War, 


the reasons on which the conclusions and the First Lord of the Admiralty. 


It 
a 
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makes the non-Cabinet members of the 
Committee the First Sea Lord, the 
Commander-in-Chief, the Head of 
the Naval Intelligence, and the Head 
of the Military Intelligence. That I 
think is quite large enough for that 
continuous and permanent nucleus of 
which I spoke just now. I think, though 
I am not sure, that I misled the public 
by an incautious phrase at Liverpool. 
Whilst that is a permanent nucleus it 
does not mean that the gentlemen I have 
enumerated are for all purposes and on 
all occasions to constitute the whole of 
the Defence Committee. For instance, it 
would he quite absurd for the Defence 
Committee to discuss any problem involv- 
ing the expenditure of public money 
without asking the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to take part in our delibera- 
tions. It would be quite impossible for 
the Committee to discuss such problems, 
for example, as the defence of India, with- 
out asking the Secretary of State for 
India and his military advisers also to 
take part in our deliberations. It would 
be quite impossible to discuss any problem 
in which were closely intertwined the 
current questions of diplomacy without 
begging the Foreign Secretary to come 


and give us his opinion and advice. 
Whilst I mention those particular Mem- 
bers of the Cabinet as obviously being 
required from time to time, I do not 
mean to exclude other Members who, for 
any particular reason, may be required to 


help us ; nor do I absolutely exclude the 
introduction of other Members who are 
not Members of the Cabinet, though on 
the whole I am disposed to think they 
should as a rule come as witnesses rather 
than as Members. On the other hand, I 
pronounce nothing more than a tentative 
opinion. That is the constitution of the 
Committee as we have conceived it. It 
differs, of course, from the old Committee 
in the fact that it has upon it an important 
body of experts ; and there are some who, 
I think, would wish to go farther and 
would like to have a Committee of 
Defence entirely composed of military 
and naval experts who should discuss 
these problems among themselves and 
then go to the Cabinet with a cut-and- 
dried opinion upon the various points 
submitted to them or upon the points 
which they think ought to be brought to 
the notice of the Government. Personally, 
I am strongly opposed to that. Remember 
that has been tried, and within its limits 


Mr, A. J. Balfour, * 
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has been extremely useful. There is at 
this moment a Joint Committee of the: 
Army and Navy, to whom a great many 
problems have been submitted, and who 
have given very valuable assistance. 

In my judgment the Committee of 
Defence, if it is to be worth anything, 
must contain a strong Cabinet element. 
I believe that to be important for many 
reasons. I believe it to be very im- 
portant for constitutional reasons—from 
this point of view, among others, that 
Cabinet opinions come to the Cabinet 
with a very different kind of weight to 
the opinions of mere experts. And, 
further, I think that, as the decisions will 
have been arrived at by the help of mem- 
bers of the Cabinet, they will, whatever 
their value may be, receive a deference and 
support which they never could or would 
receive if they were simply thrown at the: 
heads of the Cabinet from outside. That 
is a reason, J think, everybody will agree 
with ; but there is another reason with 
which there may not be equal agreement. 
I have the profoundest respect, need I say, 
for expert opinion, whether naval or 
military ; but I cannot help thinking that 
even the best of soldiers and the best 
of sailors give a better opinion after they 
have been thoroughly cross-examined by 
civilians than they do before they have: 
undergone a process which, I hope, is not 
unpleasant, but may be long and labori- 
ous. This Defence Committee, as I need 
not say, will be full of instruction for 
civilians and Cabinet Members, and I hope: 
it will not be without its instruction for 
even soldiers and sailors. I entirely agree 
with those critics of our old system, our 
old national system, in which the Navy 
decided its own affairs without consulting 
the Army, and the Army decided its own: 
affairs without reference to the Navy—I 
agree that was a very faulty system. 
That is cured by bringing soldiers and 
sailors face to face on this Committee. 
While the soldiers will benefit from the- 
sailors and the sailors from the soldiers, | 
hope both will benefit from the civilians ; 
at any rate, I am vain enough of the class 
to which I belong to think that that 
happy result may not be impossible. 
I really think I have now said all that I 
need say, except to give two warnings’ 
to the House. One is that I regard this: 
as experimental and tentative. I hope 
and helieve it will bear most valuable- 
fruit. J hardly dare hope that it is 
incapable of modification in detail, or 
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perhaps even more than detail. I think 
experience, and experience only, will 
show how it works. Therefore, I do not 
set it before the House as a scheme to 
which we are unalterably attached in 
all its details; but I lay it before the 
House as a great experiment on a great 
subject—-an experiment, however, Il 
ought to add, which, from the very 
brief period in which we have tried it, 
[ am inclined to think is likely to do, 
if not all, yet much of what its fondest 
parents have ventured to hope from it. 


The only other point is just to remind 
the House of what everybody knows, but 
which we are all liable to forget, that 
however well you constitute your Com- 
mittee you must not expect too much 
from it. I have heard in the many 
criticisms of our military system, of 
which the last few years have naturally 
been filled—I have heard it thrown out 
that everything would go smoothly in 
war if only those most qualified by 
knowledge and general intelligence had 
considered the problem. Well, war is 
mich too full of surprises to allow of 
prophecies by any set of prophets, however 
certain they may be. Constitute your 
Committee and your Intelligence De- 
partment as you will, you will have in 
any war in which you may unhappily be 
engaged, many surprises, not all, I hope, 
unpleasant, but all quite beyond the 
purview of even the boldest and most 
experienced prophet. Then is the time 
when the happy but irresponsible critic 
comes down and says, “ Why did you not 
foresee this, that, or the other?” Well, 
the more we try to foresee the better ; but, 
try as one will, no reconstruction of 
Departments, no attempt, however success- 
ful, to bring the best brains of the 
Empire to deal with the Empire’s pro- 
blems will prevent difficulties arising in 
time of stress. War is full of the un- 
expected. But though that be so, it 
ought not to cool our efforts or chill our 
enthusiasm for any change really for the 
benefit of our naval or military organisa- 
tion; and I cannot help thinking that the 
experiment which we have begun—though 
we begin it in no vainglorious or over- 
confident spirit —— may yet prove not 
inefficacious to carry out the great ends 
for which it is designed. I beg to move 
the Resolution of which I have given 
notice. ; 


{5 Marcu 1903} 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 
*‘ That, in the opinion of this House, the 
growing needs of the Empire require the 
establishment of the Committee of Defence 
on a permanent footing.”—(Mr. Balfour.) 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) said the right hon. 
Gent'eman the President of the Board of 
Trade, in an answer given to-day, said he 
was not disposed to suggest or impose on 
railway companies a return as to a sur- 
prise month. Now we havea “ surprise’’ 
day in our proceedings here, The riglit 
hon, Gentleman has found an idle day 
apparently at the very beginning of the 
s:ssion when the Government are not 
prepared for discussion of their business, 
and he uses the time for the purpose of 
endeavouring to induce the House to 
accept this Resolution. Until we heard 
his explanation we were in ignorance of . 
what the Resolution pointed to at this 
moment. Let me at once say there 
cannot be two opinions as to the 
necessity for taking this large, broad, 
and comprehensive view of the naval 
and military needs of the country. 
Happily the days are over, which some of 
us may remember, when there used to be 
a sort of policy of “ pull devil, pull baker ” 
as between the two defensive services, 
and each set about its business without 
any reference to the ideas, the desires, 
or necessities of the other great service. 
Those days are gone, and this is a question 
of how far we may carry the ideas of a 
permanent and recorded series of decisions 
on military and naval questions. We are 
agreed up to this point; but as to the 
particular method by which it is to be 
accomplished, I think there is considerable 
room for variation of opinion; and I 
think the right hon. Gentleman has tried 
—no doubt involuntarily—not to force, 
but to tempt, the House into an expression 
of opinion, when the House really has 
not had time to consider the real nature 
of the proposal. 


The right hon. Gentleman told us that 
in his speech at Liverpool he made a very 
incomplete statement, and, further, that 
in that statement he used some expres- 
sions which had given rise to miscon- 
ception ; and it was with that incomplete’ 
information, and possibly under the 
influence of this misconception, we came 
here to-day. Although the right hon. 
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Gentleman has made much clear that was 
obscure before, yet I think it would be | 
a “strong order” to ask the House to) 
commit itself to the endorsement of any | 
pro good, bad, or indifferent, on | 
such a subject at such short notice. The— 
right hon. Gentleman set a precedent 
for this mode of dealing with a great, 
military question two years ago, but | 
I do not know that the precedent was a 
very happy one. We had been accus- 
tomed previously to hear the policy of 
the Minister explained in Committee of | 
Supply, or other opportunity, and it was | 
open to the House to take such line and | 
express such opinion as it chose. But, 
two years ago the right hon. Gentleman 
came down with a cut-and-dried Resolu- | 
tion, which he asked the House to 


accept, embodying the Army Corps, 
scheme, which was accordingly, under 
tne influence of Government authority, 
and, no doubt, of the feverish state of 
mind that then prevailed, accepted in 
haste by the House. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): 
In three months ? 


Sir. H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | 
Yes; that is a point in my favour. I 
say in haste. I call three months in 
haste. So very definite and particu- 
larised a scheme as that required more 
than three months for consideration in 
all its bearings. On that occasion the 
Secretary of State expounded his scheme | 
on introducing the Estimates in March, 
and did not invite a decision from the 
House until May. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: You asked for | 
it. 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Not at all. All I know is I protested 
against it. | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: You wanted 
the discussion. 


_ Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
But there are plenty of other means of | 
discussing a matter without asking for | 
definite approval of a particular scheme. | 
The House has already repented of that | 
definite approval. [Cries of “ No, no.”| 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 


{COMMONS} 
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Yes, so far as we can judge. [“ No, no.” 
Well, I will leave hon. Members on the 
other side who are divided on the subject 
to settle the matter among themselves, 
Certainly a large number of those who 
then expressed the most complete 
approval of that scheme now appear by 
their voices, rather than by their votes, 
to have altered their opinions. 


We come to a matter now which is less 
complicated, but one which is a very 
delicate constitutional question, and may 
give rise to great consequencesin the future. 

e are asked to commit ourselves with 
only a few minutes’ consideration to this 
proposal. I admit at once that as it 
stands on the Paper it is very vague ; it 
commits no one to anything. What I 
would say generally upon the scheme is 
this: this Resolution embodies a mere 
pious opinion in which we would all be 
ready to join, viz., that the growing 
needs of the Empire require the estab- 
lishment of the Committee of Defence on 
a permanent footing. I have no objec- 
tion to that at all. [MINISTERIAL cheers. | 
I mean I have no objection to the words 
which I have read, but I may object very 
much, and many Members may object, 
to that which is read into the words, and 
that to which the House will be held to 
commit itself if it agrees to the words. 
The right hon. Gentleman says that in 
its present condition the Committee of 
Defence has not done all that he thinks 
it might do, and that he is now going 
to give it a more ambitious scope. He 
referred to the particular changes that 
were to be made. First of all, there is 
to be a fixed permanent nucleus. The 
first point that is raised is this: Is it 
desirable that these great officers of the 
two services, two representing the Navy 
and two the Army, should be actually 
members of this Committee? That is 
the most important point of all. The 
members of the Government would have the 
means of ascertaining the views of these 
Officers in any way they chose; they 
might call upon them to consider any or 
every question, and to hand in memor- 


_anda for the information of the Com- 


mittee and the Cabinet. They might 
have them before the Committee, not 
exactly as witnesses, but as the con- 
fidential and intimate advisers of the 
Government. You could have them in 
that ay if you liked, but if you 
make them members of the Committee 
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you will interfere, or you may interfere, 
very seriously with that Ministerial and 
Cabinet responsibility which constitutes 
the foundation of our system of Govern- 
ment. The Minister must be supreme. 
The right hon. Gentleman thinks that 
he is supreme. In what way is he 
supreme? He is a colleague on the 
Committee of Defence with those who 
oceupy these great positions in the two 
services ; he sits side by side with them 
on the same footing. It is quite true 
that the Cabinet to which he and the 
other Ministers belong is behind the 
Committee, but he, after all, is the most 
influential member of the Cabinet, and 
the others who are on the Committee are, 
next to him, perhaps the most influential. 
How then is it possible to say that the 
Cabinet have the opportunity of over- 
riding, supervising and modifying the 
decisions of the Committee when the 
principal members of the Cabinet have 
themselves been members of the Com- 
mittee ? 


Then we are told that the decisions 
of the Committee are to be recorded 
and handed down. I do not know 
how they are to be recorded, or who is 
to record them. I think the scheme 


¢an hardly have been fully thought out, 


because the right hon. Gentleman talks 
of a permanent nucleus. Where is 
the permanency of this nucleus? The 
Commander-in-Chief changes; the First 
Lord changes still oftener. We were 
told it was so awkward that a new mind 
had to be brought to bear upon these great 
questions, and to go over the ground 
that predecessors with minds equally 
acute and accomplished had alread gone 
over, aud that this was to be avoided by 
giving to the Committee the element of 
permanency. But you do not give per- 
manency to the Committee in the sense 
in which it is spoken of. But, after all, 
the decisions of the Committee are to be 
revised by the Cabinet ; I am thankful 
for that, because the Cabinet, as a 
Cabinet, have to keep their eyes and ears 
open to other considerations altogether 
than those which the mere Committee 
of Defence, and especially the professional 
members of that Committee, would keep 
in view. Allusion has already been made 
to the strange absence of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer from the Committee. 
Ishould have thought the question of 


{5 Marcu 1903} 
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finance—the question affecting the tax- 
payers—was perhaps the most important 
that could be considered. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR was understood 
to say that the question would be con- 
sidered. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Then he will be a member, and in that 
case whoever may be a _ permanent 
member he will be, because I can hardly 
conceive any subject being brought 
before the Committee which does not, 
either remotely er directly, affect the 
interests in charge of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. The Committee of Defence 
having come to a certain conclusion, 
either in agreement or in disagreement 
with the professional members, the 
matter then goes to the Cabinet. The 
proposals made, the facts stated, and the 
arguments on each side are recorded for 
the instruction of future generations, 
but when the matter goes to the Cobinet, 
which surely is the most important 
moment of all, none of the reasons or 
the arguments which prevail in the 
Cabinet are ever recorded in any form. 
So that it seems to me that the right 
hon. Gentleman is running after some- 
thing which cannot be accomplished 
when he seeks to have a record of the 
reasons for the conclusion arrived at. 
That there should be a record of the 
opinions of the professional members is 
perfectly right ; I see no harm in that 
at all—in fact nothing but good. Let 
them have the fullest opportunity of 
stating their views. But when the 
members of the Cabinet have to decide 
upon the acceptance or the rejection of 
those views, a class of considerations and 
ideas come into play which it is im- 
possible to place on record without the 
greatest inconvenience to the public 
interest. You must maintain your 
Cabinet secrecy. If you do not do so, 
I do not know where you will be landed. 
Cabinet secrecy must govern the decision 
come to by the Members of the Cabinet 
who are on the Committee. 


These are the considerations which 
occur to me after hearing the right hon. 
Gentleman’s statement, and I think they 
are deserving of full consideration. What, 
after all, is aimed at? What is the value 
of it? According to any reasonable plan, 
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you will have the full mind of the profes- 
sional adviser ; the Cabinet Ministers and 
the civilians—_for whom I was glad to hear 
the right hon. Gentleman put in a word, 
because they are sometimes looked upon 
as of very little importance-—will consider 
all that the professional advisers have 
said and come to their decision. But 
why should that be known to the general 
public ? Is it to be known ? 


The Committee 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : Certainly not. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Nothing at all? Is it not to be referred 
to by the Minister ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That depends 
on the Minister. I do not know that a 
Minister would not say that such and 
such a question was discussed, and such 
and such a decision arrived at. That 
depends on his discretion. But the pro- 
ceedings of the Committee, of course, will 
not be published, but will be embodied in 
a confidential document. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I understand that any decision that is 
come to will not be binding in any way, 
either upon the individual Minister or 
upon any subsequent Minister. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Of course not. 


Sir H, CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Then I do not see what you gain by this 
elaborate machinery that you could not 
gain at this moment ; and still less do I 
see why you come to the House of 
Commons and ask us to give our approval 
to this Resolution. You do not require 
legislation ; you do not require a vote. 
Why should the House be asked to com- 
mit itself to a Resolution of this kind, 
which Resolution in its vague terms 
any one of us would accept, but which, as 
implying acquiescence in all the particulars 
of the scheme, is rather too much to de- 
mand onsuch short notice and with so little 
information as has been vouchsafed to us ? 
On these grounds I think I should best 
represent my attitude in the matter, 
which is one of entire approval of the 
co-ordination of the two services, and of 
the power of securing the co-operation of 
the services and of enforcing on the heads 
of these services a large view, not only of 
their own interests but of the interests of 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 


{COMMONS} 
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the sister service. Weall approve of that, 
but when you come to the question of the 
constitution of this body, as the right hon. 
Gentleman has described it, I think it is 
premature to ask the House to approve 
that which the Prime Minister himself 
says is after all but a tentative and 
experimental organisation. Therefore, 
Sir, I beg to move that this debate be now 
adjourned. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the debate be now adjourned.” — 
(Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand 
that upon this question nothing but the 
adjournment of the debate can be dis- 
cussed. That, I think, is a most unreason- 
able proposal on the part of the right 
hon. Gentleman. With all respect to 
the House, if I may say so without rude- 
ness, so far as the Government are con- 
cerned, it really matters not one farthing, 
We do not ask money for this scheme 
It is not to serve our interests as dis- 
tinguished from those of anybody else 
But the House, having passed the Supple- 
mentary Estimates with a celerity quite 
unexampled, there was an opportunity, 
without interfering with the general 
programme of business, of finding a few 
hours in which hon. Members might 
express their views on this matter. The 
right hon. Gentleman now comes forward 
and tries to deprive the House of that 
opportunity. That seems to me a most 
unreasonable proceeding, and I strongly 
protest against it. 


*Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): Before 
the House goes to a division, I should 
like to say a few words. I think the 
Prime Minister has some justification for 
what he has said, because the Motion has 
been merely one to enable him to explain, 
and others to express their views, as to 
the proposals ; and certainly, as regards 
myself, [am not committed to this scheme 
in any shape or form. The Government. 
will have the whole responsibility for 
whatever may happen as a result of it, 
and I think we, should certainly give 
them an opportunity of setting up what 
has, in effect, been asked for so long, and 
I shall cordially support this proposal. I 
do not myself see the slightest necessity 
for a division. The Government admit 
the responsibility is theirs, and the House 
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is now really going to get what has been 
asked for during the whole of the war. 
Over and over again it has been said, 
“Where are your expert opinions? Have 
you no record of them, so that we may 
have an opportunity of judging what 
they advised ?” and so on. I understand 
that this Motion outlines something ; 
this is going to be a business-like pro- 
cedure on the part of the Government 
which will enable their successors to 
know the reasons upon which they have 
based their policy. I cannot, therefore 
see that any particular harm can be done. 
During the progress of the war many 
speeches were made, notably one by the 
Prime Minister, and which I will describe 
as the “ man-in-the-street ” speech. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I must remind the 
hon. Member that:the only matter before 
the House is the Motion, and that when 
that is disposed of the hon. Gentleman 
will be at liberty to discuss the scheme. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: I 
understand that the right hon. Gentleman 
recognises that there is no necessity for 
an expression of opinion from the House 
{MINISTERIAL cries of “No.”] and that 
he will not press for it on this occasion. 


I have not the slightest wish to prevent 


the House discussing or stopping the 
discussion in any degree, The Bram 
ought not to be asked, and it is unneces- 
sary to ask it, to express an opinion to-day ; 
but it*will not be an undesirable thing 
that Members should have an opportunity 
of stating their views. [MINISTERIAL 
cries of “ Withdraw.” ] 


Mr. KEARLEY: I should not have 
intervened in the debate had not the 
Motion for the Adjournment really forced 
the House to go to a division. But I am 
determined if it goes to a division that it 
should not be supposed that I and those 
who voted with my right hon. friend are 
hostile to the proposal of the Govern- 
ment, as I think the Prime Minister is 
justified in stating his position to the 
House. I always thought that a Motion 
such as this before the House was intro- 
duced as an act of courtesy on the part 
of the Government, and merely as a peg 
upon which a discussion might hang, so as 
to enable the House to form some idea 
as to what their scheme was in connection 
with the amendment of the Council of 
Defence of the Cabinet. 


{5 Marca 1903} 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) = 
I do ask the Leader of the Opposition not- 
to persist in this Motion. It is true that 
there has been a very short notice of the 
discussion, and it is true it would have 
been more convenient if more time had 
been allowed; but that also has some 
advantages, because, the debate coming as: 
it does, nobody will take part in it except 
those who have given some time and 
attention to this subject. My right hon. 
friend the First Lord of the Treasury 
said that this is an experimeent, and that 
the Government have only made a pro- 
visional arrangement, and so forth. The 
Resolution he proposes is more or less of 
an abstract nature which only affirms 
permanency, and therefore what he has. 
come down to the House to do—that i 
to ask the advice of the House—is a 
proper course to take. Under these cir- 
cumstances I do trust that the right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the Opposition 
will not see fit to continue his Motion. 


Mr. LOUGH (lIslington, W.): Is it 
understood that there is no intention of 
pressing this matter to a division? 
Cores cries of “No, no.”] I 
think something of the kind was said, 
Speen agperacs cries of “ Divide, divide.” ] 

think everything the Prime Minister’ | 
has said would be secured by an open 
discussion without having at the end of 
it a Party division. I therefore think it 
ought to meet with the approbation of 
everybody if we appeal to the Leader of the 
Opposition to withdraw his Motion on the 
understanding that the debate would be of 
that open character. I respectfully ap- 
peal to the First Lord of the Treasury to 
say whether the object he has in view 
would not be best served in that way 
instead of taking a hurried division. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I think the House may be in some 
danger of proceeding to a division under a 
misunderstanding. I am quite sure there 
is nothing further from my right hon, 
friend’s mind than to press for a division. 
There is nothing further from my mind 
than to oppose this Motion. The right 
hon. Gentleman has admitted that this 
comes as 4 surprise tothe House. Grant- 
ing the right hon. Gentleman has yielded 
to pressure from this side of the House, 
we are not prepared to say “yes” or 
“no” to a prapasition which was made. 
known to us only today, The entire. 
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purpose of a Motion for Adjournment is 
to prevent a final decision being claimed 
at this moment when we are imper- 
fectly acquainted with the signifi- 
cance of the Motion, and we desire the 
right hon. Gentleman to assure us that 
he does not mean to force an expression 
of opinion from the House, and that 
time will be given not only to consider 
the contents of the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s most important statement, but 
also his omissions. I would suggest 
that the Colonies should have been left 
out altogether, and I object to being 
called upon to express any final opinion 
upon this proposal. I hope the right 
hon. Gentleman will not claim a division 
upon this question. 


The Comimnittee 


Question put, and negatived. 


Main Question again proposed. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, Fare- 
ham): I think it is a satisfactory fact 
that the Leader of the Opposition is in 
general agreement with the principle 
which the First Lord of the Treasury has 
laid down. The underlying idea of the 
First Lord’s proposal is that there should 

&@ permanent responsible and active 
brain exercising general control over the 
strength, organisation and distribu- 
tion of the military and naval forces of 
the Empire, and for such an idea there 
an be nothing but praise. Indeed the 
constitution of such a Committeehas been 
urged again and again in this House by 
many military reformers. Perhaps the 
most satisfactory feature of the whole 
scheme, which admittedly is only a 
tentative one, is that the Prime Minister 
himself will take the chairmanship of 
that body, because it is he, and he alone, 
who can be really responsible for the 
co-ordination and control of the two 
services. The next point, in order of 
importance, is that the Committee is 
to have certain permanent features 
and that it will, at any rate, keep 
permanent records. It seems to me that 
this element of permanency: is the very 
essential of efficiency, and the only means 
of obviating what the Americans call 
‘* panic” legislation and trusting to mud- 
-dling through when the emergency comes. 
I most strongly deprecate the disparag- 

Mr. Edmund Robertson. 
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ing and almost sneering tone which has 
been adopted towards this Committee 
during the recent debate on Army or- 
ganisation. I cannot refer to what was 
said in that debate, but I cannot help 
thinking that such criticism is ungra- 
cious and bad tactics in addition. I think 
the better course would be to back up 
the formation of this Committee in every 
way, and make it clear that we intend 
to maintain a watchful and friendly 
interest in its proceedings. I think there 
is ample reason to believe that the Prime 
Minister is enthusiastic, and really roused 
to the vital necessity of a Committee of 
this kind. I have every reason to hope 
that the right hon. Gentleman will not 
allow it to sink into noxious desuetude 
like the old Committee of Defence, but 
I think it will be to the national interest 
that the right hon. Gentleman should be 
raminded as early and often as possible 
that the country will take a deep interest 
in the work of that Committee, and they 
will judge of its usefulness entirely by 
results. 


The Committee undoubtedly supplies 
a long-felt want. It is well to bring the 
responsible Ministers and the chief experts 
face to face, deliberating not in pairs or 
in corners, but at a round table, so that 
they shall have to play their own hand 
openly in the presence of other counsel- 
lors. Bacon shrewdly said that “ private 
opinion is more free, but opinion ex- 

ressed before others is more reverend.” 
i venture to say that this Committee 
will not command the full confidence 
of the country unless it occasionally 
results in the resignation either of the 
¥irst Lord of the Admiralty, the Secre- 
tary of State for War, or the Chancellor 
ofthe Exchequer. I think the vital need 
of this Committee has never been more 
forcibly illustrated than by the circum- 
stances in which the present Army 
Reorganisation Scheme has its genesis. 
That scheme is a reflection of the alarm 
that took possession of the public mind 
some two years ago. The Secretary of 
State for War, unaided—and I do not 
wish to blame him for this—had to 
interpret the national but distracted 
yearning for Army reform, and the 
House of Commons and the country had 
to accept his scheme, as they were not 
able to think of anything better at the 
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moment. Not having the guidance of a 
Committee such as this, or of any re- 
sponsible body which had been continu- 
ously considering the question of the 
defence of the Empire for a long 


period, the Secretary of State evolved a: 


scheme which was designed mainly 
apparently for repelling the invasion of 
these islands. The country supported 
him because we were at that moment 
engaged in a land war, the result of 
which was that our chief national need 
appeared to be a great Army. If I may 
use. a metaphor, the country was rather 
in the position of a sea monster gasping 
out of its natural element, and not 
knowing what to do except to flop 
about. If the Boers had been a maritime 
nation, and had succeeded at the out- 
set in inflicting some small naval reverses 
upon us, the First Lord of the Admiralty 
would have been the interpreter of the 
nation’s fears, and we should have been 
busy voting flying squadrons and other 
additions to our naval strength. I almost 
wish under the circumstances that the 
Boers had been a maritime nation. 

It is surely altogether wrong, however, 
that the general policy of our Imperial 
defence should be based either on the 
evanescent fears of a people at war or 
on the unaided interpretation of those 
fears by the War Minister. It should 
be based rather, I believe, upon a 
continuous and systematic study of 
this whole question by experts, and their 
studies should be directed, not to the 
needs of the moment, but to the normal 
requirements of Imperial defence. It 
is at such crises as that which oc- 
curred two years ago that the imagina- 
tion of any single Minister must prove 
unequal to the strain, and it is for that 
reason that the need of a Council of 
Defence becomes more than ever neces 
sary. Again, I cannot help thinking that 
if this Committee had been constituted 
earlier the results of the Colonial Confer- 
ence might have been very different. My 
hope is, that if another Conference is 
arranged in the future, the Government 
will, at any rate, have come to some 
definite decision on the whole problem 
of Imperial defence, and thus obviate 
the possibility of such conflicting state- 
ments being made by the Parliamentary 
chiefs of the two fighting services— 
statements which added to the gaiety of 
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all nations in the world, except our own- 
In view of the divergence of opinion 
expressed before the Colonial Conference 
by the Secretary of State for War 
and the First Lord of the Admiralty, 
I think it is hardly to be wondered at. 
that the Colonial Premiers were not 
willing to accept the proposals for 
the joint defence of the Empire which 
were put forward, and I venture to say 
that if a comprehensive scheme had been 
put forward by a responsible Council of 
Defence, it would not have been at all 
impossible that the colonies would have: 
been willing to consider it, and to take,, 
at any rate, a reasonable share of the 
burdens involved. It is to be hoped 
that before another Conference takes. 
place, this Committee will succeed in 
restoring conjugal relations between 
the Admiralty and the War Office, 
whose present incompatibility of tem- 
perament cannot be regarded as in- 
curable. I think that the foregoing 
illustrations establish the need for a 
Committee of this kind. 


As to the functions of the Committee, I 
desire to saya few words. I am grateful 
to the Prime Minister for constituting 
the Committee, and I am not inclined 
to look a gift horse in the mouth. On. 
the other hand, I do not think he will 
resent any friendly criticism we may 
offer. I must therefore, in the first 
place, express disappointment at the 
answer he gave to a question I puta 
fortnight ago, from which I gathered 
that, not only would this year’s Defence 
Estimates not be revised and approved: 
by the Committee of Defence, but that 
he rather considered such work would 
be beyond the province of the Com- 
mittee in future. He rather took the 
line that the Committee would not 
inquire into or advise with respect to all 
the details of the Estimates. I do not 
think that anyone in his senses intended” 
that the Committee should do so, but 
it is difficult to see how they are- 
going to have a co-ordinating control 
over the whole province of defence, 
if there is not also financial con- 
trol, and I did certainly imagine 
that this Committee each year, after 
considering the strategie needs of the 
Empire and its financial resources at the 
time, would determine how much would 
be spent altogether on the defence of the 
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Empire, and that it would then determine 
how much of the grant should be allotted | 
to the Army and how much to the Navy. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR was understood 
to say that the Committee would consider 
the needs of both services and determine 
the amount to be granted for the year. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE: I am exceed-_ 
ingly glad to hear the Prime Minister's 
statement, because he has now informed 
me that the Committee will do exactly 
what I hoped in the first place it would 
do. I have no desire, of course, to go 
into details, and I think the statement 
which he has just made will be received 
with a great deal of relief; I mean that 
the amounts allotted respectively to the 
Army and the Navy will be settled in 
bulk by the Committee. After that 
the heads of the respective services 
will apportion them in detail. That 
will be, d may say, an exact reversal 
of the present system under which the 
two services are not co-operating but 
competing services, each playing for its 
own hand, and endeavouring to squeeze 
as much as possible out of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. Owing to the fact 
that the Committee was not constituted 
earlier, so far as this year is concerned 
we shall have to vote £60,000,000 for 
national defence without the comforting 
assurance that the sums asked for have 
been reviewed and approved by the 
Committee. In fact, as far as this year’s 
Estimates are concerned, we have to “ go 
it blind.” Ido not wish to go into the 
question of the composition of the Com- 
mittee, because I think the Prime Minister 
bas given us a satisfactory assurance on 
that point. He has explained that there 
will be,in addition to the regular members, 
certain ad hoe members, and particularly 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
will always be present when any matter 
involving expenditure comes under dis- 
cussion. I do not think there can be any 
matters of Imperial defence which do not 
involve expenditure, and I think, there- 
fore, we may look upon it that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer will be 
practically a permanent member of the | 


Committee. 

One other word only with regard to 
the composition. I hope that sometime in 
future we may find that the chief military 

_and naval experts will not be the Com- | 
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fmander-in-Chief and the First Lord of the 
Admiralty, but the two “ Chiefs of Staff” 
of the great general staffs which shouk| 
be constituted in the two services. But 
that is a matter of detail that can be 
better discussed on another occasion, 
I think on the present occasion we 
should avoid the discussion of strategic 
policies. 1 quite agree with the 
Prime Minister that it would be highly 
undesirable that Ministers should 
be asked questions in this House on 
delicate matters of international policy, 
and other matters bearing on strategic 
policy. I think the wiser course, and in 
every way the more desirable course, 
will be to judge of the work of the Com- 
mittee entirely by results. With regard 
to results we have just heard the first 
fruits of the larger deliberations of this 
Committee. We have been informed 
that it is the intention of the Govern- 
ment to estublish a naval base on the 
east coast. I think that will command 
the earnest approval of all who have 
studied recent developments affecting 
the balance of sea power and the altered 
strategic position of the Empire. Whether 
we approve of it or not, here is the first 
definite offspring of the collective 
wisdom of this Committee. [An 
Hon. Member: “The old Committee.”} 
I am afraid I have not sufficient confi- 
dence in the old Committee to imagine 
that this scheme was evolved by them. 
We do not know the exact reason that 
led this Committee, or the old Committee, 
to come to that conclusion, but it is 
sufficient that we should judge its usefui- 
ness and activity by results. If there 
should be no results, orif there should be 
no more signs of life than in the old Com- 
mittee, which | have reason to believe 
passed away painlessly in its sleep, or if the 
results furnished by the Committee are 
considered to be inadequate or vicious by 
this House, then I think it would be 
necessary for Parliament to intervene, and 
it would know who is the responsible 


‘body, and who is to blame for any bad 


results. The weak point of our old 
system was that there was no one who 
was more than nominally responsible for 
any decision regarding defence. For ex- 
ample, if a new Army scheme was intro- 


duced which might be entirely unsuited 
to our needs, the Secretary of State for 


War would be regarded, I think justifi- 
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ably, as being its author. Of course we 
know the usual reply is that the scheme 
would bethescheme of the Cabinet as a 
whole, but we know also that in practice 
the scheme would be essentially the crea- 
tion of the Secretary of State for War, and 
that it would be only perfunctorily con- 
sidered by the Cabinet asa whole, because 
the Cabinet consists of a number of hard- 
working and extremely busy heads of 
departments, who are absorbed in the 
details of those Departments, and who 
have, after’ all, their own axes to grind 
at subsequent Cabinet Councils. 


Mr. BRODRICK (Surrey, Guildford) : 
The hon. Member assumes that the 
scheme I introduced to the House two 
years ago was not before the Defence 
Committee. As a matter of fact it was 
discussed at continued meetings of the 
old Defence Committee. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I wish to remind the 

hon. Member that only in a limited 
degree does the question of Army 
organisation enter into this debate. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE: I have no in- 
tention of debating the question of Army 


organisation. My argument was only 
directed to show that this Committee 
would in future be the responsible 
body for such a matter as a great 
Army scheme, and’ that the respon- 
sibility would be taken off the shoulders 
of my right hon. friend the Secre- 
tary of State for War. As regards 
this Committee I hope it means the 
dawning of a new era. I hope it means 
that we shall be told, in the tirst place, 
what we keep the Army and Navy for 
and what is the extent of the work they 
are intended todo. I hope that when 
any new great scheme of Defence 
comes forward it will do so under the 
authority of this Committee of Defence, 
and I venture to say that if it does it 
will receive a very different response 
from that given to previous schemes 
evhich had ‘been suspected, rightly 
or wrongly, of being the offspring of the 
unaided genius of a single civilian 
Minister. If this Committee comes 
up to our expectations—and I think 
it is only wise at the outset that we 
should be sanguine, as well as jealously 
watchful on this point—I hope that 
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for the first time in our history the 
great problems of Imperial defence will 
be intelligently thought out, continuously 
studied, permanently recorded, and peri- 
odically dealt with by a Committee 
which, however it may err in the judg- 
ment of posterity, will at any rate be 
thoroughly representative, and beyond 
all excuse responsible. 


* Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): If my right hon. 
friend the Leader of the Opposition had 
made his Motion, or caused the Motion 
to be made by one of his friends later in 
the afternoon, I think the grounds he gave 
for it would have been very strong indeed. 
The difficulty of agreeing to that course 
was that if my right hon. friend, having 
Constitutional objections, which I do not 
say he entertained, but at any rate fore- 
shadowed, took the opportunity of putting 
them before the House, he gould shut 
out other hon. Members than himself 
from stating their views. My right hon. 
friend probably entertains Constitutional 
objections to the proposal which has been 
put before the House, and I think some 
hon. Members sitting behind him entertain 
economic, or taxpayers’ objections, which 
I would support if I shared their views. 
I should like very briefly to state certain 
views, which I know are not shared by the 
right hon. Gentleman, which I entertain 
on this question. The Leader of the 
Opposition referred to those conflicts 
between the Army and Navy, those 
struggles between them to gain the ear 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
those different views ou subjects of 
defence which prevailed in the past, 
which we all recognise as having 
prevailed in the past, and which 
have been alluded to by the Prime 
Minister—stated that these days were 
gone. Part of our case in asking publicly 
and privately for this discussion is, that 
up to the present time I do not think 
these days are gone; that there have 
been flagrant examples of these evils 
recently, and that the Estimates to be 
considered next week will show con- 
tinuous examples. That makes it neces- 
sary the new departure should be made, 
and that we should try to strengthen the 
control of the Prime Minister in the 
Cabinet in this departure. 


I confess that I, for one, have always 
attached the highest importance to 
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strengthening the interest and the know- 
ledge of the Prime Minister in what is 
going on in the War Office and at the 
Admiralty. That is the real key to the 
situation, and it is the Prime Minister alone 
who can effectually represent the Treas- 
ury. The Prime Minister is First Lord 
of the Treasury, and it is idle to suppose 
that in surveying the deliberations of 
this Committee, he would not have the 
tuxpayers’ interests and finances in 
view. I believe that that would not be 
the case. There is a conflict to-day be 
tween the Ministers representing the 
Army and the Navy, but if these days of 
conflict are over when have they 
one, and how long have they gone? 
Ficnsadibe, I think that this propesal, 


instead of being made too suddenly, has | 


come too late, that the Cabinet has 
spent a great deal of money unneces- 
sarily, and that the country has been 
involved in evil organisation which 
might havé been avoided if this step had 
been taken earlier. The active co-ordina- 
tion and co-relation of all the branches of 


the two Services can only become effect- | 


ive on the Estimates for the year 


1904-5; and on the Estimates for the 
next financial, year to be presented to us 


next week, we shall not be able to dis- 
cuss the subject. This of itself almost 
char the case that it has come very 
ate, instead of very soon. 


I venture to criticise the arguments of 
the Leader of the Opposition, because this 
is a matter of first-class national import- 
ance, on which men of the same Party and 
even the same section of the Party, can 
entertain different views. My right hon. 
friend objects to the scheme because he 
suspects that it may lead to interference 
with Cabinet responsibility. 
me that Cabinet responsibility is com- 
plete. The Committee of the Cabinet is 
not a body with so many Members with 
so many purposes, who show their hands 
when they come to vote. The Prime 
Minister should have that prominence 
which his position commands. He may 
demand the resignation of all his 
colleagues, and he can form a new 
Administration. The opinion of the 
Prime Minister must therefore prevail, 
and where there is an essential difference 
of opinion between the Prime Minister 
and his colleagues, his opinion is the one 
which carries weight. As regards out- 
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siders having too great weight on such 
Committee, it is ratheran idle fear. It 
seems to me that soldiers and sailors in 
giving advice are too deferential, and are 
too much afraid to put their own opinions 
before the Cabinet. They almost need 
to be encouraged to tell the Cabinet the 
truth. These Cabinet Committees are 
not very rigid bodies, consisting of so 
many members with so many votes. | 
confess that it seems to me it would be 
impossible to go behind a statement of 
Prime Minister, when Indian, 
colonial, or financial Affairs are being 
decided upon. Of course, Ministers con- 
cerned with their special Departments 
would be called to give their opinion. 
The strongest objection which I thought 
my right hon. friend the Leader of the 
Opposition made was, that although there 
was a very careful arrangement for 
recording the opinion of this Defence 
Committee, the Cabinet might overrule 
that opinion on sound grounds, and that 
there would be no opportunity of knowing 
the opinion of the Cabinet. But there 
is a power to leave minutes of what has 
been decided at Cabinet meetings, which 
has been occasionally exercised when it is 
desirable that the Cabinet should leave 
their opinion on record for the informa- 
tion of their successors. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I have read 
the memoirs, and I believe that these 
minutes are never left for the new 
Ministers. Only two copies are made. 
One is handed to the Sovereign, and the 
other is retained by the Prime Minister. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: There have 
been references to minutes of Cabinet 
meetings which have been made 
in some form or another to be 
handed to-their successors. There is no 
Constitutional objection to that course 
being taken if the Defence Committee 
has put forward deliberately an opinion 
on matters of first-class importance, and 
that opinion is overruled by the Cabinet. 
The need for some better arrangement 
than the old Cabinet Committee, as 
framed in the last days of the last Liberal 
Administration, seems to me proved by an 
immense number of separate faets which 
are well known to Members of this House. 
I will not debate again the different 
statements made to the Colonial Con- 
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ference on behalf of the Army and Navy, 
except to say that that could not have 
occurred, especially in a matter of such 
moment, if there had been a due and 
proper supervision of the work. ‘This is 
what accounts for the overwhelming im- 
portance which I attach to the influence 
which the Prime Minister should have in 
the deliberations of this Defence Com- 
mittee. He alone can bring the diverging 
views of these great Departments into 
harmony. Untold harm has been done 
by this divergence in letting slip and 
spoiling the opportunities which the 
Colonial Conference presented. There 
is one matter which illustrates that view 
and has not been mentioned hitherto, and 
it shows the need for the improvement of 
this Defence Committee which we are 
now discussing. A Memorandum was 
put before the Colonial Conference on 
the organisation of colonial troops for 
Imperial service. That Memorandum 
begins by stating :— 

“Prior to the outbreak of the War in South 
Africa, so far as any general scheme for the 
defence of the Empire as a whole had been 
considered (very damaging words these are) 
it was assumed thatthe military responsibilities 
of our great self-governing colonies were 
limited to local defence, and that the entire 
burden of furnishing reinforcements to any 
portion of the Empire against which a hostile 
attack in force might be directed must fall on 
the Regular Army. There may possibly have 
been some pious hope that in time of need the 
colonies might rally to the Mother Country, 
but no definite arrangements were made, nor 
were inquiries even on foot, as to whether such 
aid might be hee a oy and, if so, in what 
strength. Indeed, the necessity for it was by 


no means realised, and its reliability was 
doubted.” . 


All through the sixteenth and seventeenth 
centuries the colonies took an almost 
preponderating part in the defence of the 
Empire ; and that shows the necessary 
importance of the preface to the Memor- 
randum which [ have quoted. 


Then the Memorandum goes on :— 


“The present war has, in fact, been a valuable 
illustration of the necessity for organising the 
defence of the Empire against far graver 
contingencies ; and it is essential to prepara- 
tion, that it should be definitely known in peace 
what forces can be relied on in war. Success in 
a great war can only be insured by a continuous 
policy of careful organisation and preparation 
in peace.” 

This Memorandum also states that New 
Zealand as long ago as 1900 passed a 
Statute—which was mentioned in this 
House at the time—actually constituting 
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au Imperial Reserve for Imperial pur- 
poses. Yet that matter was allowed to 
slumber and was not taken up in any 
way. The Colonial Conference failed 
very largely through the difference of 
opinion between the Army and Navy, 
which the personal supervision of the 
Prime Minister, with the highest ad- 
vice behind him, might have prevented. 


I will briefly mention a series of ques- 
tions which occurred during the last few 
years to illustrate the inability displayed 
by the old Committee of the Cabinet to 
deal with them. My right hon. friend 
the Leader of the Opposition has 
assented, and my right hon. friend the 
Member for Dundee has not very wil- 
lingly, assented to the working of the old 
Committee. ‘The Leader of the Opposi- 
tion was a Member of the Cabinet when 
the Committee was first constituted, 
and he assented to its working; but the 
Committee could not satisfattorily have 
carried out some of its work, because the 
work it ought to have done was ill-done. 
I think that is the universal opinion as 
regards some five or six questions which 
may be mentioned. Take a connected 
class of questions, three or four of them 
being very much of the same kind; the 
Cunard agreement, the steamship sub- 
sidy question, and the importance of the 
Merchant Fleet as a true reserve for the 
Navy in the time of war, the questions 
which arise in connection with the 
deputation which is taking place to-day, 
questions, for example, such as that which 
was raised in this House by Lord Charles 
Beresford as to the insurance of merchant 
shipping in the time of war. The ques- 
tions | have named have all more or 
less in the past, during the reign of the 
old form of Committee, been dealt with 
by the Board of Trade on strategic or 
naval grounds. I think that may be 
said of all of them; deputations have 
been received by the Board of Trade, and 
their representations have been con- 
sidered by the President of the Board of 
Trade on strategic or naval grounds, with 
some advice from the Admiralty behind 
him in some cases, though not in that 
emphatic way in which they will be con- 
sidered by the new form of the Com- 
mittee. Of course, I am assuming that 
this Committee will have all the virtues. 
We do discern in the new Constitution 
that responsibility of the Prime Minister, 
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as my hon. and gallant friend says, will | 
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of the differences which had occurred 
between one Lord of the Admiralty and 


tend to greatly improve the Committee. another he was evidently alluding to is. 


On the last occasion when it was sup- | 


posed we were very neara great war 
with a European Power, a 


land. 
nothing that passed there got into the 
n'wspapers. It was a conterence of a 
most interesting and valuable character, 
and the speech made at that conference 
on these very subjects—the insurance of 


ships and food supply—by Sir Thomas 


Sutherland was one of the greatest im- | 


portance. It was, I am afraid, shown by 
the speeches of the great shipowners 
that these questions had not at that 
time been thought out by any Depart- 
ment of the State. These men had 


approached Departments of the State, | 
and they knew what had been considered , 


and what had not been considered ; 
and it came out clearly that no one 
epresenting the State had thought out 
nese questions. I confess [cannot but 


think that if a Committee in the constitu- | 


tion of which the Prime Minister takes 
so much interest, and which he has 
explained to the House in language so 
exact, had been in existence, all these 
questions would have been thought out 
by the Committee and the Cabinet, 
which at that time were left to the 
President of the Board of Trade. There 
was one other question of a_ similar 
kind the details of which were left to 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, who 
received deputation after deputation in 
the past—not recently—with regard to 
strategic cables and the question of cable 
communication in time of war. This 
question was dealt with by the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer on strategic 
grounds, and while we have the highest 
respect for the right hon, Gentleman the 
Member for West Bristol, it was not 
entirely satisfactory that a matter of 
such importance as arranging for a 
possible war should be dealt with except 
by a Committee of Cabinet. All these 
are types of questions in which mistakes 
were admittedly made during the time of 
the old Committee. The Prime Minister 


alluded in his opening speech to the | 


ease of Wei-hai-Wei; he did not name 
it, but from the description he gave 


Sir Charles Dilke. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


I was not 


confer- | alluding to We-hai-Wei. 
ence was called at the Peninsular and | 
Oriental offices by Sir Thomas Suther- | 


It was asecret conference, and! occasion the Lords of the Admiralt y gave 


*Sir C. DILKE: At all events, on that 


opposite opinions to the Government. 


|One opinion was expressed by Lord 
‘Charles Beresford on the day of the 


occupation of Wei-hai-Wei, and was 
openly contradicted on behalf of the 
Government, though it was afterwards 
admitted to have been correct. There is 
a matter to which I alluded the other 
day, and which has been dealt with by a 


representative of the Home Office, advised 


by the War Office. The States of 
Jersey sent a deputation to this country 
with referencé to defence, but the 
Admiralty was not consulted, and it was 
the Assistant Secretary for the Home 
Office who had to cram, on the advice of 
the War Office, military views down the 
throats of the deputation without having 
had any advice from the Admiralty. 
Then there was another matter which 
came up the other day. Years ago the 
country was greatly excited about coaling 
stations, and Lord Brassey and others 
took a deep interest in the subject, and a 
scheme was resolved upon. One of the 
coaling stations which was of great 
importance at that time was not kept up 
in the way intended, its garrison dwindled 
away, and it is impossible to find who is 
the person responsible. All we know is 
that all these mistakes have been made 
under the reign of the old Committee, 
and while those who are pessimists and 
while those who, like my hon. friend the 
Member for Dundee, who does not believe 
in Committees, may say that the new 
Committee will be no better than the old, 
those who are optimists believe that even 
by the expression of our views we shall 
do something to realise the hopes we 
entertain, and make the Government also 
realise the responsibility which falls on 
the Prime Minister. At all events we 
have shown that improvement is essential, 
and that there is need for increased 
co-ordination and a clearer view. Per- 
sonally I believe that economy can be 
promoted by this more specific view. It 
cannot, I believe, lead to war or to a more 
reckless expenditure. We cannot have a 
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Committee of this kind presided over by | 
the Prime Minister without saving money | 
to the State, without decreasing ill- 
expended money, and spending the money 
of the State to better advantage. 


StrJOHN COLOMB(Great Yarmouth): 
I rejoice that the opportunity has been 


-offered to this Llouse to discuss this very 


important proposal now in process of 
being carried out ; and I rejoiee that the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition did not press his Amendment. | 
I will not trouble the House at any length, | 
but there are one or two observations 
which I should wish to make. In my 
humble judgment the step that has been 
decided on is the most important one that 
has yet been taken in the interests of 
econumy. We cannot trace the history of | 
the expenditure of the country without 
seeing how we have oscillated in response 
to the popular clamour or emotion of the 
moment, without any anes for principle 
whatever. That was a change which was 
initiated in 1860. There was in that 
year a public panic—which, by the way, 
created the Volunteer foree—and Lord 
Palmerston rushed a Royal Commission 
to inquire into the defence of this country 
against invasion. The country flew to 
arms, and as a result we embarked on 
that policy of gigantic works of which 
Portsmouth now remains the monument, 
and the visible expression of vast expen- 
diture to protect our naval arsenals from 
attack by land. Since that time we have 
gone on developing that policy, and we 
have spent millions and millions on 
gigantic works all over the world. I 
would put it to any student of this ques- 
tion whether, if such a Committee as 
that now proposed had been in existence, 
with its records and evidence before 
it, such vast expenditure could possibly 
have been incurred. Of course it 
could not. Therefore, if I were asked 
to put in order of merit my reasons 
for rejoicing at the Prime Minister taking 
this step, my first reason would be on 
grounds ot public economy. The Com- | 
mittee will give us more value for our 
money; and it will certainly tend to con- 
tinuity of policy. As I see it, it is a 
great instrument which will impress the | 
minds of Ministers, and which will put 
shortly what I might call the perspective of 
British defence. 

To illustrate what I mean, let me 
say this: I think everyone will admit, 
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now that the excitement of the war 
is over, and that nothing else is happening 


to interest the country in naval and mili- 
_ tary affairs, that there will certainly be a 
,ery for economy, and the ery will -be 


with regard to the Navy and the Army. 


There was that feeling in the country 
at the time of Lord Randolph Churchill’s 


resignation, and what did the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer do? I presume, 
of course, that it was settled by the 
Government that there should be a 
reduction of expenditure for defence. 
We know what happened. They did not 
look round and see what expenditure could 
most reasonably be reduced or what they 
could best spare. What happened was that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer issued a 
mandate to the Admiralty and to the 
War Office asking them to reduce their 
Votes by half-a-million each. The 
real point is that the reduction should 
be made in the Estimates of the next 
year on what could best be spared. 
There, I think, we get the safeguard 
that when a reduction has to be negoti- 
ated by the necessities of the case, the 
matter will be really considered, and the 
expenditure will come off that which 
will least affect or injure the country. 


There is one Member on this Council 
to whom no reference has been made at 
all. We have had no reason given why 
the oftice of Lord President of the Council 
is represented on this Committee. In 
my judgment the question of the defence 
of the Empire embraces all things con- 
nected with the adequate defence of the 
Empire as a whole, including the com- 
bining of all parts of the Empire in its 
defence. Without that principle the 
Empire cannot endure. [I look, therefore, 


|for a Council where the contributing 


parts of the Empire shall have a place, 
and I think it ought to be the Privy 
Council. Therefore I would like to see 
this Council the germ of a development 
in that direction, because I am _ con- 
vinced that in the future the whole 
Empire will have to bear the burden of 
its defence. I see in this the germ of an 


instrument which will be necessary when 


the Colonies take their share in the cost 
of Imperial defence I regard this Council, 
therefore, as a step forward, and | 


‘trust that little attention will be 


paid to those who expect too much 


‘from it at first, and that we shall 


not be engaged in pressing Ministers to 
3L2 
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have the Council consider this or to con-{ am certain it contains the germ of 
sider that. I think such a course would be | something greater yet to come. 
a mistake. IfI know anything about the | 


subject at all, I think the Council will Mr EDMUND ROBERTSON: My. 


take some time to grasp the salient fea-| hon. and gallant friend began his 


tures of the question, and to lay down observations by alluding to the Motion 
conclusions as to the main principles. 


‘for the Adjournment made by my 


I cannot sit down without saying that | right hon. friend the Leader of the 


one of the reasons why the constitution | 
of this Committee has been received 
with general satisfaction is because | 
public opinion has become more) 
intelligent, and more educated, as to the 
necessities of the case. I think the. 
debates in the House this year onthe Army 
Estimates have shown a gradual sense of 
the fact that you cannot treat the Army 
as lying entirely outside the subject of 
naval defence, and that the geaeral line 
of our military policy must be influenced 
not only by our naval policy but also 
our naval necessity. I foresee also that 
this House will, before very long, see 
the nec ssity of enlarging the scope of 
debates regarding the question of the 
military policy of this country. I think 
that the debate on the Address shows 
that the House has become fully alive to 
the fact that it is not practicable—it is 
not possible—to really discuss our military | 
policy in its broad features if the pro- 
cedure of the House prevents our deal- 
ing with those broad naval considerations | 
which influence this matter. In the, 
long run I think we shall find this 
Committee of Defence will inevitably 
tend in the same direction—towards the 
enlargement of the procedure of this, 
House. Suppose, having reviewed every- | 
thing, the Ministers responsible for the | 
defence of the country find there must | 
be a reduction of expenditure, and sup- | 
pose they propose to reduce the expen- | 
diture on the Volunteers or the Militia, | 
or something else of that kind; they | 


have to defend their policy in this House, | 
and their policy would be dependent on | 
their naval necessity. Therefore, looking 
at the question from, as I think, the 
proper point of view, namely, that of 
economy in dealing with the taxpayers, 
money, and from every point of view 
comprised in the question of the defence 
of the Empire, I am of opinion that no 
wiser step has ever been taken in the 

true direction. It is perhaps well that 
it has not been too long a step, but I 


Sir John Colomb. 





Opposition as being in some way intended. 
to stifle discussion. 


Sirk JOHN COLOMB: I _ must 


apologise if I used the wrong word. | 


meant stop the discussion. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: The 
real meaning of that Motion was not to. 
stifle discussion at all, but to have a full 
and considered discussion. It is not 
without significance that we notice now 
that the vast majority of those who 
two hours ago clamoured for an immedi- 
ate discussion on this subject were so 
easily satisfied that they departed from 
the House immediately, and have not 
returned. Now in the little that I have 
to say on this subject I am embarrassed 
by the procedure on which we are to 


proceed. I know very little about the 


Army, but with the little knowledge | 
possess I protest against this discussion. 
Let me remind the House that until 
yesterday the fact that this question 
would be raised was entirely unknown 


| to anybody, unless the right hon. Gentle- 
| man the Member for the Forest of Dean 


was a preferred and privileged party. 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE: No, 1 was 
not. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: The 
First Lord of the Treasury, defending 
his action in submitting this great pro- 
position to the House, said he had put it 
forward under pressure from this side 
of the House. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: There is no 
reason why this should have been 
brought before the House at all, and it 
would not have been brought forward 
had it not been for the desire on the 
part of hon. Gentlemen to discuss it. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I do 
not mean to deny that there was any 
desire on either side to discuss it, but 
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‘that pressure, if any, was that-of the 
tight hon. Gentleman the Member for 
the Forest of Dean. But the fact 
remains that until this morning we did 
not even know the terms of the Resolu- 
tion, much less what its form was in- 
tended to convey to the House. My 
right hon. friend the Member for the 
Forest of Dean has spoken of me as in 
some way being opposed to the Com- 
mittee. I think that is a little unfair. 


*Sm CHARLES DILKE: I did not 
mean to beunfair. I only gathered from 
previous debates that the hon. Member 
did not believe very much in any of 
these Committees. 





Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: As a 
fact the pressure brought to bear in| 
those debates was upon the Admiralty. | 
Iam in no way committed against the 
principle of a Committee of Defence, 
but the first germ was naturally a small 
one, and the first question was apparently 
a more specific and limited question than 
was anticipated. What is it we all! 
desire to have? In early days all that | 
was admitted was that the Navy and 
Army should be considered together as 
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a fixed nucleus consisting of four Cabinet 
Ministers. But in what sense is that a 
fixed nucleus? The present Lord Presi- 
dent of the Council is to be on the fixed 
nucleus, but a future Lord President may 
not be. The only fixity that I can see is 
that four are to be members of the 
Cabinet for the time being. The 
Minister for War and the First Lord of 
the Admiralty must be on the Committee, 
and, as far as I can see, they are the only 
ones who will always be members of the 
Committee. 


THE SECRETARY To THe ADMIR- 


| ALTY (Mr. ARNoLD-ForsTER, Belfast, 


W.) said that the Prime Minister, when 
he spoke of the fixed nucleus, was 
referring to the four naval and military 
members. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : If I 
am to understand that the fixed nucleus 
consists of subordinate permanent officials, 
and the floating element of members of 
the Cabinet, then a new light altogether 
is thrown on the situation; and that is 
one of the advantages of having a discus- 
sion on the subject. But I venture to 
doubt whether the hon. Gentleman is 
correctly representing his Leader. 1 


two parts of one whole; that they should | understood him to say that the fixed 
not be considered separate Departments, | elementwas the Cabinet element. [“No.”] 
like the Post Office and the Home! Then the fixed nucleus is to consist of 
Office, but that every proposal made for | four Cabinet Ministers, not necessarily 
the Army and the Navy shou!'d be the | always representing the same offices, and 
result of a joint investigation into the | of four subordinate officers always repre- 
needs of both. But there has been a/ senting the same offices. My point, 
great difference in latter years. We all however, is that it is no longer a Com- 
remember how two years ago the Secre- | mittee of the Cabinet at all. Words were 
tary of State for War introduced ‘his | used by the Prime Minister which seemed 
proposal with the extraordinary state-| to imply that, in addition to the eight 
ment that it was based on the possibility members named by him, provision would 
of our at any moment losing the com- | be made for admitting others from time 
mand of the sea. Now I think that the | to time. That is an essential part of the 
Navy and the Army ought to be _ scheme, and I should like to have a clear 
considered together, and that could | and precise statement of the ragga ae of 
not possibly be unless they were con- | the Government on that point. In any 
sidered ‘by the same people. There- | °S¢ it is to be a mixed Committee, one 


fore, instead of being an opponent, as | half possessing complete executive author- 
the hon. Gentleman seemed to imagine, | !*Y: and the other half possessing nothing 
lof the kind ; and there may be great 


I dj b ter. But the . ‘ 
ane ee. 50s Saree danger of a Committee so constituted 


— ane eee Yr i manne s | degenerating intoa pure fiction, as in the 
y new departure. itherto you | ““5 rd of Trade 


have had a Committee of the Cabinet, “*® of the 
with Cabinet authority in every one of its| Then there is this point of practical 
members, reporting, I suppose, to the | constitutional importance. This Com- 
Cabinet. Now you are to have what| mittee is to pass resolutions and keep 
may be ‘called a hybrid Committee, with | records. You cannot presume unanimity 
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in a Committee of this sort ; the resolu- 
tions therefore will be arrived at after 
debate and division. So this consultative 
Committee may come to a decision in 
regard to which the Members of the 
Cabinet are in a minority. Three of the 
Cabinet Members may vote one way and 
the rest of the Committee the other. 
The resolutions will therefore go to 
the Cabinet, with the damning fact 
behind it that a majority of the Cabinet 
Ministers are against it. That is a point 
worth considering, at all events. 

Then the Prime Minister says that the 
Parliamentary responsibility of theCabinet 
1s In no way to be interfered with. This 
Committee is not to be in any sense an 
executive body. It is not to have power 
to give directions to any Department, or 
to spend money, or to do anything except 
report to the Cabinet. It will be purely 
consultative, and on that point I wish to 
say a word or two about the concluding 
observations of the hon. and gallant 
Member who spoke last. As a purely 
consultative Committee, not a subordinate 
branch of the parent body—-the Cabinet— 
which the present Committee of Defence 
is, I fail to see the cogency of the reasons 
given by the First Lord of the Treasury 
for limiting the members of the Com- 
mittee as he has done. It is quite true 
that a large Committee is not likely to do 
as much work as a small Committee. 
But this Committee is not to do anything 
but advise, and why a Committee consist- 
ing of twelve should be less able to advise 
than a Committee of eight I cannot 
understand. That is why I find myself 


in agreement with the suggestion con- 


o 1 f=} 
tained in the last words of the hon. and 


gallant Member, which was really the 
same suggestion 1 ventured to make 
on the Motion for Adjournment. On 
this consultative Committee you are 
putting four Members of the Cabinet and 
four officers of the Army and Navy. 


The Committee is to deal with the Army | 


and Navy and nothing else. Why is not 
the whole Empire represented?) Why not 


take this great opportunity of bringing | 


the colonies into some association with 
this Committee ? 


Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) : 


By means of permanent officials ? 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I should 
suggest the Agents General. 


Mr. Edmund Robertson. 
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Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Neither 
are Cabinet Ministers experts, nor is thisan 
expert Committee. This is a Committee 
to advise, and for my part I heartily 
agree with the sentiments expressed by 
the hon. and gallant Member for Yar- 
mouth that the whole of the colonies are 
as much interested and concerned in this 
question of Imperial defence as are the 
people of these islands. 


Sm JOHN COLOMB: Except that 
they do not contribute so largely. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : That 
is the point | am making under more 
persuasive, judicious methods than have 
hitherto been employed. I think the 
great self-governing colonies may come 
directly into the list of contributors. 
That would be my own desire. I would 
not put it by way of a demand, but | 
should have thought that there was 
a fine possibility of this being one of 
the ways of securing that end—by in- 
viting, on certain occasions at any rate, 
representatives of the colonies to sit on 
this consultative body. When I read 
the terms of the Resolution, I had no 
doubt that some such hint would be 
dropped by the Prime Minister. The 
“growing needs of the Empire” are 
merely the needs of the two great arms 
which serve the whole Empire, and to 
the, support of those arms I believe the 
self-governing colonies will ultimately 
contribute. There would have been no 
difficulty, as far as I can see, in associat- 


'ing them in some degree with this con- 
'sultative body, and I regard it as an 
omission that no suggestion that such 


a possibility would be recognised was 
made in the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman. But, after all, this is an 
experimental discussion of a great ex- 
periment. I do not condemn the prin- 
ciple, or the particular proposal of the 
right hon. Gentleman, but I must asso- 
‘ciate myself with the desire expressed 
by the Leader of the Opposition that 
the final decision of the House should 
not be claimed on this great experiment 
, until full discussion has been given to 
| it. 
‘ 
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CotoneL SAN DYS (Lancashire, 


Bootle): I do not often trouble the 


House with an expression of opinion, | 
but to-day [ feel called upon to offer a 
‘needs for the time being. 


few remarks in reference to this Resolu- 
tion. This is a fresh matter in the 
modern history of the Empire, because 
we have had formally introduced for the 
consideration of the House what | might 
call a scheme of Imperial policy—a policy 
which will apply not only to the land, 
but also to the sea. Whether a man 
fights on the sea or on the land the 
principles of strategy are unchanged, 
and it is for the purpose of considering 
these strategic needs of the Empire 
that this Committee of Defence is to 
be called into operation. I had the 
privilege of hearing this proposal intro- 
duced by the Prime Minister at Liver- 
pool, and I can only say that the 
impression it produced upon the highly 
intelligent audience there was not 
exceeded by the impression which, I 
think, it has made on the minds of 
many Members in the House to-day. 
The details were not so fully gone into 
on that occasion as they have now been, 
but at any rate the outline of the scheme 
was presented to the meeting. The 
scheme to-day has been more fully de- 
scribed, and although it is a somewhat 


difficult thing on a question of this kind to | 


throw fresh light upon it, after it has been 
exhaustively considered by various other 
speakers who have dealt with it before, 
yet still there may be one or two points 
upon which a few remarks may be 
made. 


One point in this scheme which appears 
to me to be of great importance is 
that professional opinion is brought 
into juxtaposition with the opinion of 


Ministers who will have weight with | 


their confréres of Cabinet rank. What 
we have all been wanting for years 


past—by “we” I mean those who. 


have given thought to the military needs 
of the Empire~is that somehow or other 
the actual requirements of the Navy and 
of the Army should be put intoshape by 
great naval or military officers, and in 


that concrete form should be brought to | 


bear upon the minds of Cabinet Ministers, 
who should themselves have power to 
put them into execution. What is 


required for the military needs of the, 
Empire—which includes the naval needs | 
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—is that the responsible officers at the 
head of these two great services should 
report fully upon what in their opinion 
would be the actual naval or military 
Then the 
question arises as to whom they should 
make their report. At the present time, 
and under the present scheme, the 
responsible heads of the two great ser- 
vices will be able to lay the needs of 
their services respectively before Cabinet 
Ministers, whose presence there will 
ensure their being thoroughly gone into 
and put into an efficient action. It has 
been objected by one or two speakers who 
have preceded me that this Committee of 
Defence will have no power to spend 
money and no executive power whatever. 
That is perfectly true, but it will have 
the power of putting things into an 
authoritative form which must command 
consideration from those who have the 
power of carrying them into effect—that 
is the Cabinet—and it will set forth 
the result of professional opinions, for 
which they are professionally responsible ; 
and therefore we have introduced for 
the first time into our national military 
policy a principle of responsibility as well 
as of continuity in administration. 

Now I take it that in the national 
military policy for the defence of this 
Empire the three points we have to 
bear in mind before all others are, first 
of all, continuity of administration, 
secondly, efficiency, and thirdly, re- 
sponsibility. And it does seem to me 
that these three points are considered 
in the present scheme of national defence, 
and that there is a reasonable possibility 


'if this scheme is carried into effect—as I 


trust it may be at the very earliest 
possible time—that these three great 
principles of continuity of administration, 
of efficiency, and of responsibility will 
for the first time be put into a form 
by which they may bear fruit for the 
effective defence of the Empire. I was 
greatly pleased to hear that the Prime 
Minister, by the way in which he 
brought the scheme forward, considered 
that the Committee of Defence should 
be asmallone. I have always believed in 
small Committees. Possibly the size of it 
in future may be increased, and if 
there is a future enlargement it may 
admit of some further representative 
element for our colonies. At any rate, 
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I think in supporting the Minister in 
this view that at the present time it 
would be quite sufficient to have a 
Defence Committee of the proportions 
which he has suggested ; and that when 
they have, so to speak, got into gear 
and working order and formulated the 
outlines of the plan, and, to some 
extent, the details of their working 
scheme, then will be the time when it 
will be fit to consider whether the 
Committee can or can not be enlarged. 
Exception was taken to this by the 
Leader of the Opposition, who said 
that it was a strong order that any 
decision should be come to upon this 
question to-day. I do not, of course, 
know what are the intentions of 
the Government upon the matter, | 
but it does seem to me that an) 
efficient scheme of national defence 
which we have been looking forward to 
for years has now been introduced. 
Those of us to whom this subject is very 
dear—and I may say also that the public 
at large take an intelligent interest in 
this question— have been looking | 
forward to this scheme, hoping to see it 
born, and we are glad to see this 
scheme officially introduced to the 
House of Commons by the Prime 
Minister to-day. It is my carnest desire | 
that a decision may be come to as early as 
possible upon this Motion, provided that 
course meets with the approval of my 
right hon. friend who introduced it. 
I do not know that I should go into the | 
question to-day, but I will merely 
conclude by saying that an advisory 
board, with an appeal to the Cabinet, is | 
to-day to be created ; that it will receive 
the highest professional advice that can | 
be laid before it, and should such a/| 
contingency arise as was alluded to by | 
the hon. Member for Dundee—should 
there be a conflict of opinion between the 
professional and the civilian element— 
then there will be the whole Cabinet to 
fall back upon in order to decide which 
of the views is right. So that now 
there is a thoroughly Constitutional 
and effective safeguard in that particular | 
way, and | think it will meet all require- 
ments. I will conclude by saying that I 
congratulate the right hon. Gentleman | 
upon having introduced this scheme. | 
1 think it is one which will work for | 
the advantage of the nation, and I am | 


Mr. Edmund Robertson. 
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quite sure that all thinking soldiers will 
congratulate him upon having introduced 
a measure which promises so much 


good. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): I have 
only a few words to urge, and they are 
entirely from the point of view of the tax- 
payer. I heard the elaboration of the 
scheme in the splendid form which the 
Prime Minister gave it with much pain 
and concern for the future. I read in 
between the lines, which were left so 
wide apart, increased expenditure of 
millions of money as the probable 
outcome of the formation of this 
Defence Committee. We are all desirous 


| that whatever defensive forces we have 


should be so composed and organised 
that they should be ready to work in 


| harmony with each other at the shortest 
| possible notice, and with the greatest 
| effect in the interests of the country. 


But surely that might be accomplished 
without the appointing of this additional 
Department of Government, because it is 
sure to become a Department. To 


multiply the authorities as you are 


now going to do does not necessarily 
mean that you will have increased 
efficiency and increased safeguards for 
the objects you aim at in the appointing 
of this Committee. You are going to 
have a number of military men and a 
number of naval men, with a certain 
number of the Cabinet, joined together 
as a sort of extra Cabinet, and if these 
naval and military forces are to be of 
service you will in the main be ruled 
and guided and advised by the fighting 


forces as to any increased necessity for 


expenditure to make those forces more 
effectivethan they are. Aman naturally 
is interested in increasing the cost of 
the Navy if he is a naval man, and he 
would be a very poor sailor if he did not 
take great pride in that branch of the 
service; and the same can be said of the 
Army part of the service. A man would 
be a very poor soldier if he did not take 
pride in the Army, and therefore these 
two great military forces will naturally 


|always be advocating increased expen- 
| diture for their respective Departments. 


Consequently, if they are continually 
recommending increased developments 
of the Navy and Army, this House will 
be almost powerless to resist proposals 
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made by a Cabinet backed by so great | and the reasons why the decisions were 


an authority as this Committee. 


I hope this Committee will not be ap- 
pointed unanimously, because I believe that 
it will only increase our military ex- 
penditure, and from what we know of 
the Departments already in existence, I 
am afraid we shall get but a poor, and 
probably an altogether inadequate, 
return of safety in proportion to the 
enormous, cost that will be incurred. 
This is a momentous day. This Com- 
mittee will be one of universal interest 
throughout Europe and America. 


consultations, deliberations, and decisions | 
will be objects desired by every Govern- | 


ments in Europe. You will, for the 
first time in your history, create a 


Department which will be besieged by | 
foreign spies looking for chance copy | 
which will probably be transmitted | 
throughout Europe. [MINISTERIAL cries | 


of “No, no.”] This information will 


probably be conveyed to Governments | 


chiefly opposed to us, and eyen if the 
reports conveyed are false, they will 
cause a state of unrest which will pro- 


duce increased armaments abroad. The. 


‘ moment armaments increase abroad 
they increase at home, and so you go on 
with a beggar-my-neighbour policy until 
the whole of Europe is taxed out of 
existence by this fanciful expenditure in 
preparation for an European war.; 


We all knew or suspected that there was 
no minute book kept at Cabinet meetings. 
If I understand aright the Prime Minister 
suggested that this joint Committee are 
to keep records in minute books, which 


are to be handed on from generation to | 


generation of Cabinets. You will want 
almost an Army Corps to protect the 


secrecy of these records of the Com-| 


mittee. That itself will be a national 


danger. 


less archives which are to be created by 
the Committee will be besieged by all the 


nations of the world, in order that they | 


may get copies of them. There may be 


reasons for the handing on from Govern- | 
ment to Government of the general plans | 


that have been discussed, but I sincerely 
hope that if you have your Committee 
you will find the means of carrying on its 
work without preserving in this substan- 
tial way every detail of the discussion 
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The very object of the appoint- | 
ment of a National Committee of Defence | 
Is to secure national safety. These price- | 
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arrived at. 


| When I said that this was a momen- 
|tous day, I was speaking entirely from 
| the taxpayers’ point of view. The Prime 
Minister made a statement during Ques- 
tion time in reply to a Question of 
my hon. friend the Member for Great 
Yarmouth which will no doubt have 
been flashed throughout the world. He 
stated that we are going to create a great 
/ naval base on the East Coast; I am not 
‘saying that you should not. The Gov- 
ernment, and others besides the Govern- 
‘ment, have thought for some time past 


‘that that part of the country has not 
been in the state of preparation that 
it might be for certain eventualities. 
|On that we are all agreed, but you 
have made the announcement of a 
great naval base in the northern 
| part of Great Britain, from whieh you 
are going to be able in a few years to 
issue forth a great and mighty fleet, while 
it is also to serve as a harbour of refuge 
for your fighting vessels in time of war. 
What will the Jingoes of Germany, 
France, and Russia, say? Germany will 
undoubtedly make counter moves in the 
same direction, and for the same purpose. 
A Conservative Government, a few 
years ago, surrendered Heligoland to 
Germany. am not at all sure 
that this northern base would have 
_been so necessary now as it is but 
for the surrender of that island. It was 
a haven for our fleet, our fishing vessels, 
-and general merchant ships. A naval 
| home in the North will mean an additional 
permanent expenditure of probably more 
than £2,000.000 a year. There are a 
few Members in the House who have 
not swallowed this proposal without con- 
sideration, and I am warning them as to 
what is to follow. You can laugh and 
dance until the feast is over, and then 
comes the reckoning and you laugh no 
more. The expense of this new naval 
base will be enormous. 


I believe that the First Lord of the » 
Treasury could easily, if he liked—he is 
'elever enough for it if he had applied his 
mind to it—have ‘insisted upon his 
subordinates connected with the two 
services devising a scheme whereby 
greater unity, effectiveness and co- 
operation between the two branches 
‘could have been brought about with- 
‘out the creation of this new Depart- 
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ment. 
has only made a very genéral demand 
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which has been continuously reiterated | 


in this House for two or three years past. 
I always hoped that he would resist the 
demand which, in a weaker moment, he 
has surrendered to, and here we are now 
launching ourselves forth in all the glory 
of our Jingo raiment with a great and 
powerful Committee, so that we shall be 
ready at any moment to hurl the British 
Army here, there, and everywhere, and 
send the Navy to sweep all the seas of 
the world. All I have to say to-day is 
that those who accept these proposals 
must consequently accept full responsi- 
bility, not only for the initial cost of 
the proposals, but for the permanently 
increased burden which they will involve 
to this country. The expenditure to-day 
on the two branches of the service amounts 
in the aggregate to about £60,000,000— 
asum which thirty years ago repre- 
sented your entire revenues. You have 
a great deal more than doubled your 
expenditure on the Navy and the Army 
combined. 


Ij all that is foreshadowed in this 
Resolution is agreed to by the House 


and carried into effect, together with | 


the increased expenditure for a naval 
base on the East Coast, we shall in 
all probability add permanently to the 
expenditure of the country at least ten 
millions a year. I am second to none in 
my desire to see the interests of the 
country efficiently and effectively safe- 


guarded both by land and by water, but | 


I fear that this additional authority, 
this further division of responsibility, 


this delegation of the duties of the | 
Cabinet, which is the proper Defence | 


Committee, will certainly mean an in- 
crease of expenditure without 


adequate increase in the efficiency of the | 
Army and Navy. Unless I hear before | 
the debate closes some better defence of | 


the proposal, or some assurance from the 
Government that this is not going to 
lead to an enormous increase of expen- 
diture, | am afraid that I shall have to 
take a division against the Motion on 
financial grounds in order to test the 
feeling of the House as to the proposed 
policy, which at present appears to be 
wild and extravagant. 
Mr. Broadhurst. 


{COMMONS} 
I know that the Prime Minister ! 


any | 





of Defence. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: If the 
hon. Member who has just spoken had 
studied the suggestion made by the 
First Lord of the Treasury —for it is 
only a suggestion—he would have been 
Satisfied that there is no immediate 
expenditure involved at al!; and as to 
what it will ultimately involve, that is 
entirely another matter. The hon, 
Member spoke as if this were to be 
a new Department. It is nothing otf 
the sort. There are eight members— 
four of them members of the Cabinet, 
and four of them special Members 
already in the services. They are 
existing functionaries, who are formed 
into this Committee to meet together 
and consult. I should strongly object 
to the formation of a new Department, 
because a Department of this descrip- 
tion might obtain too much power 
and become a great danger. That 
is my objection to the formation of 
anything corresponding to the German 
General Staff. That would be a new 
departure and a costly one. But 
‘this is a different thing. Those who 
have considered the tremendous prob- 
lems involved in military and naval 
defence—the problems of defence con- 
nected with the co-ordination of the 
two forces according to the needs of 
the Empire—must rejoice that for 
once in its existence the House of 
Commons has had the opportunity of 
discussing these matters to-day and de- 
| liberating upon the suggested Committee 
of Defence put before it by my right 
hon. friend. I am not only very glad 
that we have had this scheme put before 
us, but also because of the tone in which 
my right hon. friend spoke in putting 
‘it forward. He has put forward an 
abstract proposition which affirms the 
desirability of permanency, and he has 
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'also in the course of the debate stated 
| that while the new Defence Committee 
exists, it exists only in an experimental 
and tentative form. 

It has been provisionally determined ; 
it is experimental and tentative so far. 
Consequently, taking that and the terms 
of the Resolution into account, it is quite 
manifest that what my right hon. friend 
desires is, if I may say so, to take the 
House into his confidence and invite it 
| to make some suggestions for the further 
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improvement of the Committee. As one | 
who has given a great deal of thought | 
for many years to this subject, I wish to | 
offer a few reflections on the scheme, | 
and to make a few practical suggestions. | 
The right hon. Gentleman the Leader of 
the Opposition asked : “ What is the need | 
of this Committee? You have your, 
military and naval advisers, and you can | 
consult them. It is a thing which has_ 
never yet existed.” I am surprised that 
the right hon. Gentleman should have 
asked such a question. He must be well 
aware that all those who have con- 
sidered the great strategic problem 
connected with the defence of this 
Empire, and the great importance of 
determining the relative proportions of 
the Army and the Navy and their 
functions, have seen ‘the necessity for 
having something, not in the nature 
of the German general staff, but a 
body which is in the position to have 
all the information before it and to 
co-ordinate the duties of the two forces. 
That is what is wanted, and I am the 
more surprised at the attitude of the right 
hon. Gentleman, because it was in the 
right hon. Gentleman’s own Govern- 
ment that the idea of a Cabinet Defence 
Committee was first started. 


The root idea is that we should 
have some body outside the highest 
military and naval authorities which 
will be able to take a whole world- 
wide scope of the political and strategic 
situation and consider what the relative 
naval and military forces should be and 
where they should be placed. Well, 
there was the Committee of Defence, but 
I have always supposed that that was an 
impossible body to advise the Cabinet, or 
to tell the Cabinet what it did not know 
already, or to persuade it to do that which 
it was not already persuaded to accom- | 
plish. For it was nothing more than a 
few members of the Cabinet itself. It 
was said by the present Secretary to the 
Admiralty that the Cabinet Committee 
of Defence was a huge joke and a 
grotesque imposture. I do not think 
that the picture was overdrawn. How 
huge the joke was, and how grotesque 
the imposture, is shown by certain 
examples which the House may have 
in its memory. Take the Mediterranean. 
Since this Cabinet Committee of Defence 
has been in existence it has allowed 


things to take place in the Mediterranean 


{5 Marcu 1903} 


|surrender of 
have been made. 


of Defence, 1626 


which have tremendously altered and 
impaired the position of our power in 
that sea. We have Egypt to look after, 
and we must find a _ considerable 
Army of occupation for it. But that 
Army of occupation necessitates our 
naval presence there, which tends to 
divide our Mediterranean fieet. Under 
these circumstances what has occurred 4 
We have seen tremendous questions 
raised in Tripoli andin Morocco. France 
is even now massing troops on the 
western frontier of Algeria towards 
Morocco. In addition to that, there 
is the most startling development of 
Russian power in the Mediterranean. 
The Black Sea has now become one 
vast Russian arsenal. It became so from 
the moment she was allowed to pass her 
warships unchallenged through the 
Dardanelles. It is true that they go 
without their guns mounted, but there 
is no difficulty about their getting 
through, and once passed in or out 
they may be armed on the other side, or 
they may come out with their guns 
in their holds. That makes the Black 
Sea one huge Russian arsenal in which 
navies may be prepared unwatched and 
unhindered, and whence they may issue 
unchecked. The Cabinet Committee has 
seen that prepared and has allowed it 
to take place. 


Then this grand Committee of De- 
fence has allowed that monstrous waste 
of £5,000,000 of public money on the 
western side of Gibraltar, although the 
Cabinet knew well that it was im- 
possible to make the new works there: 
safe or tenable, and that to make them 
tenable they would require to provide 
another Army Corps. All this has 
gone on during the existence of the 
Cabinet Defence Committee! It has 
also allowed a most vital and important 
maritime right hitherto enjoyed by 
this country to be given up. I 
allude to the right of search of mail 
steamers during a state of war. That 
right was given up to Germany during 
the Boer War, and it follows that you. 
have given it up to the whole world.. 
That is a matter most essential to- 
the interests of the Empire, and my 
opinion is that, if there had been an 
adequate Committee of Defence, the 
that right could not 
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Sir ROBERT REID (Dumfries | have oursea frontier, and to my mind that 
Burghs): It has not been given up. 


| frontier is wherever the five-fathom line 


| touches a foreign coast. But if this 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Undoubtedly | Defence Committee is to be a competent 
it has. What occurred was this: we body, every day and all day long it must 
had the right in war to stop neutral | have the whole map of the world before 
ships when we had reason to believe its eyes, and in its mind all the changes 


that they were carrying on board con- which are making or have been made in 


traband of war. 
stopped two or three steamers. But 
remonstrances were made by Germany. 


At that moment we had the “ Herzog,” | 
a vessel which was notoriously choke-| 
full of contraband of war ; but, on the re-_ 


monstrance of Germany, Lord Salisbury | aith thien demands the tien ft Go 


peremptorily instructed Lord Goschen 
to give orders for the release of the 
ship. As a consequence of the com- 
munications with and something like 
menace by Germany, we finally agreed 
that we would not search any ship nearer 


to Delagoa Bay than Aden, and that no | 


German mail ship should be searched at 
all. That right having been surrendered 
to Germany, it would be impossible to 
deny the surrender of it to any other 
power. That surrender, I am convinced, 
would not have taken place if we had 
had a properly constituted Committee of 
Defence. It is time therefore that some 
new body, more competent, more capable, 
and of greater working power, should 
be set up. I think there are some very 
serious defects in the scheme as pre- 
‘sented by the First Lord of the Treasury, 
and I respectfully submit that certain 
improvements are capable of being 
made in it. Let me magnify the func- 
‘tions of this Committee. There has never 
been a time in the history of this country 
or of the world when problems so 
complex, so wide-spread, and so far- 
meaching have arisen. 
with which this Committee of Defence 
will have to deal. Our territories and 


our responsibilities are world-wide, our. 


frontiers by land and by sea in all four 
‘quarters of the globe. We have indeed 
only a small land frontier in Europe, but 
in Asia we have a most extended and im- 


On that ground we, > 
s problems, none so wide and varied as 


They are those 


the frontiers of all the Powers. No such 


these, were ever before presented to the 
statesman or the strategist. Nor 
Napoleon nor Moltke, neither Xerxes 
nor Alexander had such things to deal 
with on such a theatre. And to deal 


of the best of the men we have, and the 
whole of their time. Seeking to form a 
body with such functions to perform, 
which will decide on the whole destinies 
of the Empire, we cannot safely entrust 
its duties to amateurs or dilettanti, or 
even to Ministers occupied with the 
affairs of their own Departments, nor 
to the Commander-in-Chief or In- 
telligence officers whose whole time 
is occupied with their particular duties. 
We should commit it to a permanent 
outside body having no other business. 
We should, in my opinion, commit it to 
a permanent Royal Commission—a con- 
sultative Commission with full powers of 
acquiring information, but subject to the 
Cabinet. But on this I will not now 
enlarge. There is another point, perhaps 
the most important of all, to which such 
a Committee as this should direct their 
attention. 

It is said that the proportions of 
the Army and Navy, and the work of 
the Army and Navy, are to some extent 
co-ordinated in the mind of the Com- 
mander-in-Chief and First Naval Lord, 
but it is a one-sided consideration, and 
there never come before them political 
considerations which are of the most 
intense importance. The Committee of 
Defence, such as I hope this one will 
develop itself to be, has the most tre- 
mendous political problems to consider. 


portant landfrontier. InAmericawehave Let the House remember our treaty 
a land frontier of great length, regarding | engagements. Our treaties and guaran- 
which the most delicate and difficult | tees coverthe whole world. They extend 
questions may arise, which it is only to Belgium, Luxembourg. Switzerland, 
possible for such a Committee to consider | Sweden, Turkey, Portugal, Greece, 
thoroughly, if it is a really adequate and Muscat, and China. At any time, and in 
competent body; and in Africa we have| the most unexpected way, any one of 
also extensive land frontiers. Then we) these guarantees may force us, for the 
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honour of our flag, to go to war, and 
that must be constantly in the mind of 
the Committee. Again, there are other 
equally serious political trammels. Take 
the Declaration of Paris, by which 
this country has undertaken that we 
will not seize our enemy’s goods carried 
in neutral bottoms. That has been de- 
nounced by everybody, by Lord Derby, 
Lord Beaconsfield, and Lord Roberts, 
who said that it struck at the root of 
our naval power. If Lord Roberts is to 
be a member of the Defence Committee, I 
hope his opinion will be considered. It 
is precisely these matters, which have 
never been considered before, which this 
Committee will have to discuss, and upon 
which they will have to come to a 
decision. Lord Salisbury himself said 
this of the Declaration of Paris— 

“| believe that the fleet, admirable as it is 
for preventing the invasion of these shores, is, 
since the Declaration of Paris, almost valueless 
for any other purpose. ” 

And Lord Salisbury gives specific 

unds for his belief. These grounds 
will have to be examined, and in the 
event of the Committee coming to 
the conclusion that these grounds are 
serious, it will be their duty to submit 
them to the consideration of the Cabinet. 

I venture to lay down certain con- 
ditions which ought to obtain in any 
Committee or Council of Defence. My 
first point is that it should be permanent. 
And here I would remark that to my 
mind one very serious objection to the 
plan now suggested is that there is no 
evidence that permanency is now pro- 
posed. There are to be on the pro- 
posed Committee four Cabinet Ministers 
who we know are not permanent. There 
are the Commander-in-Chief, the First 
Naval Lord of the Admiralty, and 
the Military and Naval Intelligence 
Officers. I believe I am right in saying 
that although there is no absolute rule to 
that effect, it is the rarest thing in the 
world for either of these four officers 
to hold office for more than five years, 
and if this be the ordinary allow- 
ance of time for these officers it is 
a generous allowance for a Cabinet 
Minister. Consequently there is not 
there the element of permanency. I 
say you must have permanency or 
you have nothing adequate. JT say 
that the members of the Committee 
must live with their important functions ; 
they must think of them, take them 
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home with them, sleep with them, dream 
of them, and never lose hold of them. 
A Defence Committee that sleeps or 
slumbers or folds its hands or gives only 
an intermittent attention must be in- 
adequate. My second point is that it is 
absolutely necessary to keep consecutive 
records and to preserve them for the next 
Government. And the records must be 
kept by the Committee itself. Now then 
whois going to draw upand to havechargeof 
the records? Is one of these eight men 
to keep the records, and is it possible 
that any one of them can be a proper 
archivist? Every report will be of the 
most intense importance. An_ hon. 
Member opposite suggested that these 
reports will be the object of espionage 
and bribery on the part of every other 
Power in the world ; but without going 
to that length, they will undoubtedly be 
some of the most important records of 
the Empire, and their guardian should be 
a very important person and an 
altogether permanent person. Con- 
sequently, one of the suggestions 
I should make is that such a func- 
tionary as I name-—an archivist—should 
be permanently appointed for life, with a 
salary adequate to the importance of his 
position. He would be a sort of Master 
of the Rolls, would be the custodian of 
the records, and would himself be invalu- 
able to the Committee as embodying in 
his memory a record of the proceedings. 
Then, in my belief, it is essential that the 
Committee should have as one of its 
standing members, with at least a con- 
sultative voice, a competent international 
lawyer, and | am not sure he might not be 
one and the same person as the guardian 
of the records whom I have called the 
archivist. For the Committee will be 
confronted at every turn by questions of 
the Law of Nations, which it must deter- 
mine before it can proceed further. My 
third point is that the Committee 
must have the fullest access to all 
sources of information; and should be 
able to call before it the Permanent 
Secretary or the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, or the Permanent Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, and all documents 
should be open to it. 

Perhaps the House will allow me 
to say that when I lay down con- 
ditions which | think to be essential, I 
am to some extent assisted by the fact that 
I myself have been a member of this very 
kind of Committee. Our Gibraltar 
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Committee was this very kind of 
Committee. We had to consider 
political considerations, then military 
considerations, and, finally naval con- 
siderations, and we had to co-ordinate 
the whole. There should, therefore, be 
most complete records—though there are, 
.of course, certain details which need not 
be recorded—and a full account should 
be kept. But if you do not provide an 


archivist who is to make the record? | 


You cannot bring a casual] shorthand 
writer in and let him take the proceed- 
ings down and then go away. Then 


there is another matter to which I. 

indeed. | 

The House knows that a a part of | 
s 


attach very great importance 


the value of discussions in t House 
arises from the fact that in this House 
every Member is equal. There is no 
inequality as between members, and the 
result is that sometimes an entirely un- 


suspected Member gives the House in- | 


formation and suggestions of a most 
valuable character. 


My fourth point, then, is that equality 
must also exist in a Committee of this 
sort if it is to be a Committee of intelli- 
gence, of ideas, and above all of sugges- | 


tion. It must be a Committee that has 
imagination, that can let its mind roam 


over the various portions of the Empire, | 


and it must have its mind free for con- 
ception of plans, methods, devices. To 
that end it is absolutely necessary that 
its members should be on an equality. 
There again I see a defect. You are 
going to have on this Committee the 
First Naval Lord and his subordinate 
the Naval Intelligence Officer. 
telligence Officer does not dare to call his 
soul his own before a First Naval Lord. 
Then again there will be the Commander- 
in-Chief and his Intelligence Officer, and 
above these will be the four tremendous 
members of the Cabinet, to join in debate 


and in an overpowering body to distuss | 


matters with these gentlemen, their in- 
feriors and subordinates. 
thing will be unequal. At one end you 
will have inferior persons who will not 
be fitted to give their whole mind and 


imagination—which is most valuable— | 
to this Committee; and they will be | 


under a feeling of oppression by the 
presence of these superior persons. My 
fifth point is that among the things neces- 
‘sary there must be, of course, absolute 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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An In-| 


The whole | 


of Defence. 


| secrecy. No word must transpire any- 

where, not even in this House, and of 
course precautions will have to be taken 
_as to that, precautions which can only be 
_ adequately furnished by giving the Com- 
| mittee itself charge of its own records, 
| Finally, my sixth point is that any 
decision that may be taken must not 
_ be anything but of an advisory character. 
/It would be most improper and dan- 
|gerous in any way to fetter the dis. 
cretion and responsibility of the Cabinet, 
|The Cabinet must be responsible for al] 
| great measures that may be taken. 

I lay down these conditions, and I think 
them essential ; and I will tell the House 
frankly that in my opinion these conditions 
are to be obtained not by a Committee as 
suggested but only by the establishment 
of a permanent, paid Royal Commission 
who will make it the business of their 
lives, and who would give up all else and 
think of and live for this alone. That 
/would not be too much to ask. I would 
/make the Commissioners four in number, 
,and I woula charge their salaries on the 
Consolidated Fund. I would provide 

them with an archivist, and would charge 
his salary on the Consolidated Fund, in 
order, as I frankly admit, to prevent any 
of the acts of the Commission, which must 
be wholly secret, from being discussed 
even in this House. [ am not now 
| going to enter upon that proposed Royal 
Commission, which I believe to be the 
proper form of this body, as I only desire 
to make some practical suggestions with 
regard to the Committee as actually now 
proposed. The First Lord of the 
Treasury has said that he holds it to be 
important that there should be a 
‘strong Cabinet element on the Com- 
mittee. I, onthe contrary, believe it is 
important that there should be no such 
Cabinet element on it. I see no neces- 
sity for it. Why are the Secretary 
\of State for War and the First Lord 
of the Admiralty to be members! 
Where is the need? Every military 
suggestion of the Committee must 
first come before the Secretary of 
State for War, and every naval 
suggestion must come before the First 
Lord of the Admiralty, for his decision ; 
and then his decision must at last come 
before the Cabinet. Therefore, I do not 
think it desirable that there should bea 
‘strong Cabinet element. What I do 
think desirable and indispensable is that 
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theFirst Lord of the Treasury should have 
unchallenged access to this Committee, 
and that he should be an ez-officio 
member of it as First Lord of the 
Treasury. For he is the Prime Minister, 
the leader and master of the Cabinet, 
and, nothing should be kept from him. 
I notice what seems to be some uncer- 
tainty as to the composition of the 
Committee. The right hon. Gentleman 
the First Lord of the Treasury said that 
the present President of the Council 
was to be a member, but he suggested 
that not every other President of the 
Council was to be a member. I should 
have supposed that once you attach 
membership to an office, the holder 
of that office would necessarily succeed 
his predecessor as a member of the 
Committee. 


I venture to make these few sugges- 
tions because, in my view, the matter 
is one of the most intense importance. 
When we are replacing a worn-out, 
useless and grotesque imposture by a 
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questionably true that no provision has 
been made for keeping records, but I 
cannot agree with the proposal of the 
hon. Gentleman that there should be 
set up a permanent paid Royal Commis- 
sion with an archivist and all the rest of 
it. After all there have been very im- 
portant decisions of the Admiralty and 
the War Office which are kept secret 
from the public, but which are available 
to officers in the Navy and Army ; and, 
therefore, although there may be incon- 
venience and a certain lack of regularity 
and arrangement in the provisions 
suggested by the First Lord of the 
Treasury, I do not share that escape of 
knowledge which seems to haunt the 





hon. Member for King’s Lynn. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: What I 
fear is that there is no provision for 
keeping the knowledge. I do _ not 
suggest that it would escape, but I 
see no provision for keeping it. 





new body ie should take the ag wren Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: I hope 
pains to make it fit to carry on its duties, | the Government will not set up an 


otherwise we may create, not a new | archivist, because it seems to me that 


security, but a new danger for the 
Empire. I make these suggestions in 
no spirit of hostility, but in a spirit of 
friendliness to the scheme. I trust they 
will be considered, as I believe they will; 
and that in the end the country may be 
endowed with a body capable of discharg- 
ing the tremendous duties which will 
devolve on it, duties greater than and 
incomparable with those imposed on 
any other Government or any other 


country. No leaders of any nation ever 
yet had to consider problems such as we 
have to deal with. They are increasing 
day by day in complexity and in vital 


importance, and I trust the outcome 


of this deliberation may be that such 


a body may be constituted as may 
safely be entrusted with the tremendous 
destinies with which it will have to 
deal. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): The hon. Member began his re- 
marks by saying that he thoroughly 


these records could be best kept as 
documents have been kept in the past, 
|in duplicate, one at the War Office and 
| the other at the Admiralty. [An Hon. 
MEMBER: Who is to keep them?] Who 
keeps the records at the present moment 
,at the Admiralty and the War Office ? 
| No special officer is told off to keep 
them. If a special officer is to be 
appointed to keep the records of the 
Committee, the fear expressed by my 
hon. friend the Member for Leicester 
|is not so ill-placed or far distant as 
|hon. Members seem to think—viz., 
that the Committee might develop into 
a Department, gradually accumulating 
|to itself very considerable spending 
| powers. If we set up an archivist, as 
‘the hon. Member suggested, we are not 
very far from the expensive Department 
foreshadowed by my hon. friend the 
| Member for Leicester. What I think 
| has escaped the notice of the House is 
that this proposal is by no means a new one. 
Similar proposals have been made before, 
and it is very curious to notice that so 





approved of the scheme laid before the | great has been the change in publicopinion 
House by the First Lord of the Treasury, | that a proposal which then met, so far 
and then he immediately proceeded to | as I can trace it, with very little notice, 
pick the scheme to pieces. It is un- | and very little approbation from the 
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public at large has been to-day received 
unanimously on both sides of the House. 
That shows a very great change in 
public opinion, but it none the less shows 
a very significant growth of public 
opinion on this question. 


Then there is the question of per- 
manence. It is quite true Com- 
manders-in-Chief and Secretaries of 
State disappear at the end of five 
years, but so far as I can make out 
the terms of office of those gentlemen 
overlap, and, therefore, it is impro- 
bable that four of the Committee will 
go out together, and still more improbable 
that the other four will go at the same 
time. [think that has escaped the notice 
of hon. Gentlemen who have noticed 
this part of the Gommittee’s working, 
and it gives a greater value to it than 
it would otherwise possess. The only 
pity is that this Committee was not 
set up before the present Estimates were 
set up in this House. It has not been 
mentioned, but it is the fact that the 
Army Estimates this year are no less 
than £31,500,000, which is an increase of 
£2,500,000 on the normal Army Esti- 
mates. If those Estimates could have 
been submitted to a really responsible 
Committee I venture to think thata great 
part of that increase would not have been 
presented to the country, but by some 
means or other that increased expendi- 
ture would have been eliminated. It 
would be out of order to discuss those 
Estimates now, but that points to the 
uselessness of the old Cabinet Defence 
Committee. And speaking of that I 
should like to know if the Colonial 
Defence Committee has ceased to exist. 
That was a most important body, com- 
prised of the War Office, the Colonial 
Office, the Admiralty, and the Foreign 
Office, which drew up a detailed, clear, 
and specific plan for the defence of the 
colonies. ‘Their records were kept, 
and they laid down a systematic 
plan for the defence of the country. 
That Committee attracted no attention, 
because it was practically unknown, 
but I should like to know whether it 
exists at the present moment ; whether 
any part of these Estimates have come 
under their notice; whether they have 
made any recommendations with regard 
to them ; and whether the new system, 


Mr. Charies Hobhouse. 
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now being set up in continuation of the 
old, will have any influence on the 
Estimates of this country more than the 
old Defence Committee have had. Be- 
cause if we are to judge of the future 
by the past I very much doubt whether 
this Council will have that chastening 
influence on the Estimates which we 
hope they will have. 


There is one other point which } 
should like to touch. The hon. Mem- 
ber for King’s Lynn seemed to think 
this Committee ought to have its 
whole time taken up in considering 
questions of military and naval defence, 
I do not think that ought to be the 
conception of the duties of a Committee 
of this sort. The information will be 
collected by the naval and military In 
telligence Departments and that infor- 
mation ought to be full, sufficient, and 
final. The deliberations of this Com- 
mittee ought not to extend to obtaining 
new matter but rather adapting and 
considering the matter already submitted 
to them by the Intelligence Departments, 
If that is the true conception of the 
duties of this Committee it is quite clear 
they need not meet more than oe- 
easionally, and need not have their whole 
time taken up by the consideration of 
schemes of defence; but they will rather, 
if fresh information is presented to them 
from time to time, be able with the 
assistance of their political confrdres to 
take into consideration the whole scheme 
of defence as a whole. I think I need 
not detain the House longer. All I 
have to say is that if this arrangement 
is to be of any real use the officers who 
compose it must be entirely free from 
the influence of their superior officers. 
You will have inferior officers sitting 
side by side with their superior officers, 
and unless the directors of military in- 
telligence, both Navy and Army, are 
kept entirely free from the Executive of 
the Army and Navy, as they are in every 
country but this, they will be useless 
members of this body. If they are 
kept free from the Executive they will 
have at their disposal useful, nay indis- 
pensable, information, which no other 
member of the Committee can have. If 
that plan is adopted, this Committee 
will be a success ; if it is not, it will bea 
failure. 
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*Masor EVANS GORDON (Tower | 
Hamlets, Stepney): I hope if I make a| 
few suggestions they will nct be taken 
as captious criticism by tke right hon. 
Gentleman who proposed this Motion. 
I see for my part one very serious 
objection to the constitution of this 
Committee. It may, I fear, be taken as a 
substitute for what, in my opinion, is es- 
sential, that isto say, a great general staff 
forthe Army. The hon. Member who 
has just sat down referred to the origin of 
this Committee of Defence. It was a 
suggestion thrown out by the Hartington 
Commission, but that Commission only 
said it might be advantageous that such , 
a Committee should be constituted. But | 
the main suggestion of the Hartington 
Commission was, that a general staff 
of the Army should be created. That 
was the main recommendation. The 
Cabinet Committee of Defence was only 
a suggestion which went hand in hand 
with the larger proposal. It is only 
the minor suggestion that has been 
adopted. The main recommendation 
has been ignored. The hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn has pointed out the 


enormous complexity of the questions | 


which must come under the purview of | 
the Defence Committee, and I  sub-| 
mit it is quite impossible that these 
great and complex questions can ever be | 
fully and properly considered by such a/| 
body. The work described should be | 
the lifework of those concerned in it; | 
they should devote their whole time | 
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Commission is, that the information when 
collected should be submitted to a De- 
partment, which upon that information 


| should found its plans and base its re- 


quirements. Until this is done, and until 


'a general staff is constituted composed 


of experts both of the Army and the 


Navy, I do not believe there is any great 


hope of these plans and requirements 
being worked out. The Committee of 
Defence will certainly not fulfil these 
objects. What its past has been we 
all know ; we cannot tell what its future 
will be. We can only hope. Looking at 
its past history we know it has never 
fulfilled what was expected of it when 
it was constituted. The intention of the 
Hartington Commission was to place the 
control and guidance of the whole war 
power of the country in the hands of 
a Committee of the Cabinet, presided 
over by the Lord President of the Council. 


In 1895 we find the present Secretary of 


State for War, then in opposition, closely 
criticising the Council and asking whether 


| records had been kept, as was suggested 


by the Hartington Commission. In 1896 
the same right hon. Gentleman, then in 


| office, told the House that the Council had 


been turned into a reality. So that upon 
the right hon. Gentleman’s authority 
until then, at all events, it had been a 
sham. Since 1896, although the Secre- 
tary of State for War has had control, no 
records have been kept, and the very steps 
which he himself considered necessary in 
1895 have not been taken. It seems to 
me that whenever the military policy of 


to the consideration of the problems | this country is seriously criticised, this 
with which they have to deal; and | Committee of National Defence is pro- 
I do not believe that Cabinet Ministers | duced, like Seigel’s Syrup, as a panacea for 
and officials already overloaded with | all ills. I feel sure that in addition to 
other responsible duties, can possibly find | this Committee a Department of general 
the time in which to give the requisite | staff for the Army should be created, 
attention to these great matters. The | and that this step is an essential feature 
Hartington Commission was emphatic | in any real measure of Army Reform. 


on this point, and I cannot understand | ; : : AS Tod 
why its recommendations as to a Chief} Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): This 
of the Staff presiding over a special | matter does not raise any questions in the 
Department nave never been adopted. | domain of Party, and I can assure the 

| Prime Minister that if my right hon. 


The recent debate on the Army Esti-| friend and others amongst us desired to 
mates seemed to me to show considerable | have a fuller opportunity of discussion, it 
confusion in the minds of hon. Members | was not because we underrated the im- 
as to the difference between the Intel-| portance of this proposal, but rather be- 
ligence Department and a _ General | cause we thought there ought to be ample 
Staff. The collection of information is! time for reflection and consideration of 


one thing, but its digestion and assimi- 
lation is quite another. My contention, 
and the contention of the Hartington | 
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the question in all its bearings before the 
House expressed any — upon it. 
There are unquestionably some good 
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points in the scheme, and they have been | that the fact that the country has an 
very generally recognised on both sides of | assurance that continued and steady 
the oat It isa real advantage that | attention will be given to these problems 
there should be a formal and definite | may do something to avert panic such as 
method provided by which the authorities | we have from time to time suffered from. 
of the Army and of the Navy—both the | I am old enough to remember the panic 
Minister responsible and the permanent | of 1859-1860, and we all remember that 
official—should constantly be brought | there was a similar panic a few years ago, 
into contact for the purpose of settling a | If we know that there is be an authority 
general scheme of defence. The problem | of this kind, meeting not only at 
before us is an excessively complicated | momentsof Imperial danger, but regularly, 
problem, branching out into many direc-| it will go far to reassure the country. 
tions, each having aspects of its own. | At the same time, I think that this debate 
For instance, the problem of the North- | has disclosed on the part of many Members 
West Frontier of India is entirely distinct | an expectation of more results from this 
and unique ; it cannot be considered to Committee than can reasonably be ex- 


of Defence. 


1640 











have a parallel in any part of the Empire. | 
But all the greater is the reason for look- | 
ing upon the question as one for en-| 
deayouring to bring all the concentrated | 
forces of naval, military, and diplomatic 
knowledge to bear. Diplomatic know- | 
ledge must be recognised in this matter, 


All defence is largely a question of policy. | 


pected from any Committee. The hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn referred to several 
points in regard to which he thought errors 
had been committed. But those errors are 


| just as likely to be committed by this 


Committee. There are many problems 
in this world which are not solved by 
Committees or Royal Commissions, and 


/upon which the best and wisest men 


I should have felt much disappointed if 


the Treasury an assurance that the | 
Foreign Secretary would be, at least on | 
many occasions, a member of this Com- 

mittee. I do not think that a decision | 
with regard to defence, particularly in | 
the case of the North-West Frontier of | 
India, could possibly be arrived at with- 
out the presence and counsel of the Secre- | 
tary of State for India, and the Secretary 

of State for Foreign Affairs. It is also a | 
great advantage thatthe representatives of | 
the Army and the Navy should be brought 

face to face with the Prime Minister and | 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, and that | 
both those Ministers—the one in his func: | 
tion of generally overlooking the whole 
policy of the Government, and the other 
as responsible for finance—should be 


directly confronted with those who | 
make the demands for military and 
naval expenditure. Many _ troubles | 


might have been avoided in the past if, | 
instead of being at arm’s-length, they had 
been constantly in contact, and if the 
skilled advisers had been brought into 
direct contact with the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, instead of their views merely | 
filtering through the responsible Minister. | 
So far, therefore, I think there are real | 
advantages in the scheme, and I should | 
be the last person to deny the possibilities | 
which the scheme in these respects holds | 


out. I think, too, it has this advantage : | 
Mr. Bryce. 


| would differ, and their decisions shown 
we had not had from the First Lord of | 


by the future to be wrong. Nothing 
more could be done than to provide the 
best possible opportunity for discussion, 
and | think this Committee will at any 
rate afford a better prospect than we have 
hitherto had of all these things being 
thoroughly discussed. 


As regards finance, I cannot agree with 
my hon. friend the Member for Leicester, 
that this Committee will necessarily 
involve increased expenditure ; neither 
do I feel sure that it will lead to a reduc- 
tion of expenditure. But it ought to 
lead to a reduction, because it should 
ensure expenditure in one direction being 
considered in reference to expenditure 


‘in another, although such matters of 


expenditure do not necessarily depend on 
one another. It does not follow because 


| we spend more on the Army that we 


should spend less on the Navy, but it 


'seems to me that the more we take a 
|wide view of the problem, the better 
| chance there is that it will be dealt with 


in an economical spirit. These things do 
not depend upon machinery, but upon 
the temper of the country and the men 
elected to Parliament. No machinery 
can go very far. 


Premising that I am not desirous of 
criticising the scheme in a hostile spirit, 
let me advert toa few possible drawhacks, 
or, at any rate, risks, which seem to be 
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involved. One relates to the question of 
keeping records. I suppose the Prime 
Minister will keep the record. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It will be kept 
at the Foreign Office. 


Mr. BRYCE: By some Foreign Office 
offiaal, I suppose. That, to some extent, 
meets my point. Passing by that, there- 


fore, I come to the question of the’ 


permanent element, consisting of the Com- 
mander-in-Chief, the First Sea Lord, 
and the respective heads of the two 
Intelligence Departments. It is a real 
difficulty that the heads of the Intelligence 
Departments are subordinate _ officers, 
because sentiment and tradition are so 
strong in the two services that it is not 
easy to induce a subordinate to express 
an opinion different from that of his chief. 
I cannot help feeling that these heads of 
the Intelligence Department, being sub- 
ordinate officers, may be governed by that 
sentiment and tradition, and not exercise 
a sufficiently independent judgment. I 
should have thought that instead of 
making them members of the Committee 
it would have been better to put them in 
the position of assessors—that is to say, 
of persons who are not members but who 
are called in to sit with the Committee ; 
not being asked to give a vote, if it comes 
to a vote, but simply to communicate 
facts and answer questions. In that posi- 
tion they might have been sufficiently 
free to express an opinion, whereas they 
would not feel free to vote against their 
chief. I really think it would have been 
better, both for them and for the work of 
the Committee, if they had been put on a 
different basis from the other members. 
Any system under which you associate 
permanent officials with members of the 
Cabinet is to some extent a departure 
from, or an infringement of, your Cabinet 
system. The system of Cabinet responsi- 
bility in this country is a very peculiar 
system, and I do not think you can put 
persons outside the Cabinet on the 
same footing as persons inside without 
more or. less weakening the Cabinet 
system. It must be borne in mind 
that these eminent officials are specialists. 
They are not accustomed to look upon 
these questions as a matter of general 
policy; or to keep their finger on the 
pulse of the country, or to watch foreign 
policy, or to deal with financial questions, 
or to know how much the country can 
spend in the way of taxation, or how 
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much the House of Commons will accept. 
They are, therefore, really not in the 
same position for expressing an opinion 
upon these questions as are members of 
the Cabinet. Then they have a natural 
tendency,as all specialists have, to magnify 
the importance of their own Department, 
and to think that their first duty is to 
make every possible demand on the part 
of their Department. Professional opinion 
expects to ask not for what is necessary, 
or even what is desirable, but for all that 
the most advanced professional opinion 
wishes. A man in the position of the 
Commander-in-Chief or the first Sea 
Lord is necessarily influenced by pro- 
fessional opinion, and it is very hard for 
him to bring himself into the same 
position in considering these matters as 
a member of the Cabinet. 


I do not say that these are insuper- 
able difficulties, but they ought to be 
borne in mind as being drawbacks, 
necessarily incidental to the scheme 
of putting permanent specialists on 
the same footing as members of the 
Cabinet. After all the decision must 
rest with the Cabinet. The Cabinet 
must not suppose that the existence of 
this Committee is to lessen the re- 
sponsibility of individual members of the 
Cabinet. Every member of the Cabinet 
ought to consider himself responsible 
for everything done by that Committee. 
It would be a great misfortune to our 
system of Government if the existence of 
this Committee led members of the 
Cabinet to acquiesce in what the Com- 
mittee had decided merely becauseit had so 
decided. The particular proposition laid 
before us is really one which might have 
been carried into effect by the Govern- 
ment without coming to the House of 
Commons at all. I hardly understand, 
except it be for the purpose of giving us 
a peg on which to hang a debate, why 
the House of Commons should have 
been asked to express an opinion. What 
was done before was done by the Govern- 
ment, and what is being done now could 
be done by the Government ; it does not 
require a Minute; it requires only a 
resolution of the Cabinet for certain 
members to meet these permanent 
officials in consultation. 


I should like to remark on a peculiarity 
of the Motion. The Motion is that the 
growing needs of the Empire require the 
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establishment of “the ’ Committee of 
Defence on a permanent footing. Is 
any Committee of Defence, in the sense 
of a Committee of Defence, known to this 
House? It certainly is not known to law. | 
This seems to me to be a recognition by 
a side wind in a manner which is rather 
novel, and I should have thought that 
the object of the Government would 
have been well met by saying “a” in. 
stead of “the” Committee of Defence. 
The House will have gathered from 
what I have said that we on this side 
do not object to the Motion, and that 
we do not propose to challenge the 
opinion of the House upon it. The) 
Government put it forward as a tenta- 
tive and experimental proposal, and it 
is in that sense that we do not object to 
it. It is perfectly right that experiments 
should be tried in this way, and that il 
the experience of the last seven years. 
has convinced the Government that the 
formin whichthis Committee has hitherto 
existed is not satisfactory they should be 
allowed to try another form. But at the 
same time I am sure it will be under- 
stood that in not objecting to the 
action the Government propose to) 
take, we are not committing ourselves 
to this proposal in any permanent form ; 
we are only agreeing that it is an ex- 
periment which they may fairly try. 


The Committee 


Masor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : I 
do not share the view of the hon. Member | 
for Leicester that this will lead to greatly 
increased expenditure. I think that co- 
ordination and common-sense in the Com- 
mittee of Defence is likely to reduce rather 
than increase expenditure. I was not at’ 
all surprised to hear the speech made by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the | 
Opposition, because on the Hartington | 
Commission thirty years ago he opposed 
the formation of a general staff, and I 
think that this proposal of the First Lord 
of the Treasury is something in the nature 
of a general staff. The right hon. Gentle- 
man opposite opposed the proposal then | 
on the ground that a General ought to | 
know what he had got to do when he| 
arrives on the ground, and that a general | 
staff would make this country more belli- | 
cose and warlike than before. I think | 
certain unofficial bodies in this House, who | 
have shown an intelligent interest in events | 
before they happen, ought to receive some | 


Mr. Bryee. 
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popened to-day, 
because as long ago as last session they 
tabled an Amendment to the Address in- 
— to move it this session, which 
Amendment has been practically taken up 


'and adopted in the Resolution to-day. Of 


course the necessity for a reconstruction 
of the Committee of Defence has been 
absolutely evident to everybody—at any 
rate since the events of the last few years, 
Nobody knew how to fix the responsibility 
on those who were responsible for the 


| Fleet, which Lord Charles Beresford told 


us had practically to be refitted and 
strongly increased in 1901. Those two 
memoranda which had been alluded to, one 
coming from the War Office and the other 
from the Admiralty at the time of the 


| Conference of Colonial Premiers, each 


pointing in opposite directions, showed 
the necessity for some such proposal as 
this. As far as the old Committee of 
Defence went perhaps I may say that no- 
body as far as I know could understand 
its raison d’étre. Apparently it seldom 
met ; it took no minutes ; had no records ; 
could spend no money ; gave no aecount 
of itself ; and the only thing we knew about 
it was that the Duke of Devonshire was 
chairman. Surely it was time such an 
organisation made way for something else. 
I cannot understand why it lasted so long, 
and I am glad it has been got rid of. I 
beg to thank the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury for what he has done in this. matter. 


*Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): I 


‘rise to support the proposal which has 


been put before the House, subject to cer- 


| tain information which may come to hand 


as to the precise constitution and mode of 
action of the Committee. As far as the 
principle is concerned an instrument is 
now produced which is to secure 


| greater co-ordination between the opera- 
| tions of the Army and those of the Navy. 
| That seems an object deserving of praise, 
but it will depend for its success upon 
the manner in which it is administered.. 
|The cardinal factor affecting the safety 


of the British Empire is that, apart from 
the Indian frontier, there is no part of 
the world in which we should be likely 
to clash with other Powers, where our 
Army and Navy would not require 
to co-operate. It appears to me to 
be absolutely essential that some arrange- 
ment should be arrived at by which the 
two forces can be directed from one and 
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the same head. The hon. and gallant ' 
Member who sits for Stepney expressed | 
some apprehension that the creation of this | 
Committee might retard the constitution | 
of a chief of the staff for both the Army | 
and the Navy. There appears to be no | 
actual reason why the constitution of this | 
Committee should produce any such | 
effect. On the contrary ought it not 
to accelerate some consummation of that | 
kind? If you have a Committee con- 
sisting pa.tly of members of the Cabinet, | 
and partly of the great officers of the Army 
and the Navy, you will be able to bring | 


to bear such influence as will lead to the . 


most speedy creation of a Staff, whether | 
it be a General Staff or a Chief with 
certain advisers, which can direct from | 
one source the operations of both forces. | 
Not only will that be the case, but the 
creation of a Ministry of this kind may 
also avcelerate another process for which 
opinion is not at the present time ready, 
and it would probably be regarded as a 
very dangerous proposal in some quarters 
—I allude to the abolition of the, 
Admiralty and the War Office as separate 
Departments, and their reconstitution as 
a Ministry of Imperial Defence. It seems 
to me that the tendency is to bring about 
more co-operation between the two classes 
of the Service. The establishment of a 
Committee of this kind and the formation 
of a general staff, and the ultimate 


ainalgamation of the two offices into one, | 
are distinct signs that there is a ten- 


dency in that direction which I think 
will be one of great utility. Then comes 
the point whether this Committee will | 
tend to diminish or increase the expendi- 
ture. Of course everything depends 
upoa the policy carried out. I think | 
there is more reason why a proposal of | 
this kind should diminish instead of 
increasing expenditure, because, while it | 
will enable the shortcomings to be more 
patent, it will at the same time be bring- | 
ing the Army element into such close | 
relation to the naval element that it 
will enable them to spend less money in 
one direction so as to counterbalance 
more being spent in another direction. 
Of course it does not follow that the ex- 
penditure will be reduced, and every- 
thing depends upon the way this work is 
done, but I think there is primé facie 
evidence that there is more reason to 
expect a diminution of expenditure than 


an increase. 
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I now return to some utterances from 
the hon. Member for King’s Lynn. He 
enumerated a very large number ot 
guarantees which we have signed, and 
responsibilities and obligations which 
we have incurred in various parts 
of the world, and he mentioned 
Belgium, Switzerland, Asia Minor, 
Muscat, and _ so 


‘forth. He mentioned them as if they 
| were to come within the purview of this 


new Committee of Defence. But is that 


thecase? Surely it is to act as a Con- 


sultative Committee and not to deal with 
these general questions of policy for 
which the Cabinet alone can be re- 


| sponsible. No doubt the hon. Member for 


King’s Lynn was correct in his surmise 
that upon these questions certain distinct 


| duties might be offered to this Com- 
| mittee. I will take a concrete instance. 
There is the question of our responsi- 


bilities with regard to Belgium. Those 
obligations rest upon the treaty made in 
the thirties and a memorandum of 
1870. The Cabinet must know to 
what extent those old obligations still 
hold good and to what extent it would 
be desirable to carry them into effect. 
They can probably ascertain all this from 
the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, 
but they should also have some know- 
ledge as to how those obligations could 
be carried out. By means of a Com- 
mittee of this kind, such information 
would be placed within their purview 
and it would be at their very doors. Not 
only would this Committee enable the 
Cabinet to know how these obligations 
should be discharged, but also, if there 
were any doubt in the mind of the 
Cabinet as to whether that obligation 
was still in existence, the advice of a 
Committee of that kind purely on the 


strategic side of the question might 


afford the determining factor to continue 
or not continue that obligation. 
There might arise naval or military 


| considerations, and the preliminary advice 


given on these grounds alone by a Com- 
mittee of that kind would be a very use- 
ful factor in determining the Cabinet to 
arrive at this or that decisions Of 
course this question is one which rests 
entirely with the Cabinet, and they ought 
not to shift their responsibility on to the 
back of a Committee of that kind, 
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I might go into those obligations | 
enumerated by the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn, and it seems to me that 
questions of that kind do not rest with 
the suggested Committee of Defence, 
although that Committee might furnish 
most useful advice from a strategic point 
of view, in the event of any doubt aris- 
ing as to whether those obligations were | 
in our power to discharge, and whether 
it was our duty to discharge them. There 
is one point of detail, and it is in regard 
to the way those records should be kept. 
I understand by an interjection made 
by the Prime Minister that these records | 
are to be kept in the Foreign Office. I 
do not know whether he means they are 
to be kept by a Foreign Office clerk, or 
kept in the custody of the Foreign 
Secretary. A copy of these records will 
be kept at the War Office, at the 
Admiralty, and also at the Foreign 
Office. Obviously the risk of publicity 
becomes greater when you have three 
records than when you have one, and 
this fact ought not to be left out of 
sight. Perhaps some means may be 
adopted by which any danger of that 
kind may be prevented. These are 
matters perhaps more of detail than for 
consideration at the present stage of the 
discussion, and, in conclusion, I desire 
merely to say that on general grounds, 
and with full reservation as to details, I 
desire to welcome the scheme which has 
been placed before the House to-day. 


*Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports- 
mouth): It seems to me there is not much 
to be said against this scheme on prin- 
ciple, and what there is to be said is 
more upon matters of detail. This has 
been an interesting opportunity for con- 
sidering what details there are likely to 
be. The hon. Member for King’s Lynn 
was quite on wrong ground, and very 
dangerous ground, when he advocated 
the formation of a large paid Commis- 
sion. What we want to establish is | 
Cabinet responsibility and not a/| 
separate paid body which will enable’ 
the Cabinet to shift its responsibility. | 
I think we ought also to declare as dis- | 
tinctly as possible that’ we stand for | 
Cabinet responsibility. The hon. Member | 
for Dundee threw cold water on the pro- | 
posal, and compared the proposed Com- | 

Mr. Stevenson. — 
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mittee, in a rather disparaging manner, to 


the Board of Trade. He said that on the 
Board of Trade there were such members 
as the Archbishop of Canterbury and 
the Speaker of the House of Commons. 
As a matter of fact, this Committee is the 
exact antithesis to that. In this case the 
members are not nominal, and—if I may 
use the word-——ornamental; they are 
experts, and are there for a purpose. The 
hon. Member has also said that there is 
danger of disagreement on the Com- 
mittee. Ido not see why, because there 
is a divergence of opinion between politi- — 
cians, and the military members that 
should at all impair the value of the 
judgments they will arrive at or the 
the advice they give. I do not see that 
the country will necessarily gain by 
having special men devoting their whole 
time to the work. | am not sure that 
you could find a body of professional men 
whose whole time would be worth the 
money; nor would their knowledge, 
opportunities of judging, or sources of 
information be adequate to the duties. 
they would have to perform. 


I would like to know how the archives 
of the Committee are to be kept, and 
who is to record the decisions, because 
the impression these records will have 
upon successors in office is a very impor- 
tant matter. I see nothing ridiculous or 
obviously impossible in having a pro- 
fessional archivist. The Clerk of the 


,Council is an official who is not over- 


worked, and it might very well be his 
duty to be the professional archivist. 
What you want, and what of course you 
must have is a complete equipment of 
modern information. We must not on 
any account have a stereotyped or stale 
Committee. You must have not only a 
body of men living in the thick of politics, 
but also those who have the latest or 
liveliest knowledge of what is going on in 
naval and military circles. One point 
has not been mentioned. If one Minister 
more than another ought to be on the 
Committee it is the Colonial Secretary. 
Why the President of the Council of 
Education is on the Committee I do not 
know, and it is not- my business to 
inquire. [| think the Government 
deserve our gratitude and the gratutide 
of the country for instituting this Com- 
mittee, or perhaps I ought to say the 
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gratitude of the country for instituting | the men were willing to abide by it. As 
it, and our gratitude for giving us an) far as he knew there had been no reasun 
opportunity of having this very interest- to complain of the spirit of the men in 
_ carrying out the principle of the settle- 
ment, and that settlement might have 


ing discussion upon it. 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, ‘That, in the opinion of the | 


House, the growing needs of the Empire 
require the establishment of the Com- 
mittee of Defence on a permanent footing.” 


NAVAL FORCES BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed for 
Monday next. 


And, there being no further Business 
set down for the Afternoon Sitting, Mr. 
Speaker left the Chair until this Evening’s 
Sitting. 

EVENING SITTING. 


THE PENRHYN QUARRY DISPUTE. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JONES (Carnarvon- 
shire, Arfon) moved the Adjournment of 
the House for the purpose of discussing 
a definite matter of urgent public impor- 
tance—namely, “The severe privation 
and loss arising from the struggle in the 
Penrhyn quarry district, the recent grave 
recommendation of the Carnarvonshire 
Standing Joint Committee in reporting 
thereon, and the failure to put into 
operation the provisions of the Concilia- 
tion Act to terminate the dispute.” 


main to the fact that the settlement after 


worked well had a good "spirit existed 
between the management and the work- 
men. But from the manaxement point 
of view the agreement never worked 


satisfactorily. One of the first to make 


use of its provisions was the Chairman of 
the Strike Committee, Mr. William R. 
Evans, one of the finest characters of the 
Bethesda district, who had worked in the 
quarry for fifty-two years, and a man who 


| was considered one of Nature’s gentlemen. 


When he approached the manager, under 
the agreement, he was told the interview 
was granted to him in order to impress 
upon his mind, and that of the others, that 
the manager could expel whom he wished 
without giving any reason. 


That was the first method of administer - 
ing the agreement after the men had 
decided to go in. There were several 


_cases of harsh and arbitrary conduct, 


(and — sectional 


| 


representation became 
another word for individual dealing. As 
the chief parts of the settlement still held 
good, and the me. were satisfied with the 
provisions of the settlement, it was neces- 
sary to see what reason there could be for 
the present strike. Well, Clause 5 pro- 
vided for the re-admission of the men to 
the quarry, and stated that all who desired 


| work would be admitted in a body as far 

He said this unfortunate dispute had | 
been prolonged for two years and three | 
months, and he assigned the reason in the | 


the last dispute in 1897 was not adminis- | 


tered in its principle by the management 
and owner of the quarry. 


As was well | 


known, in that dispute the Board of Trade | 


finally intervened, and a settlement was 


arrived at between Lord Penrhyn and the | 


workmen. 


That settlement made the | 
men accept an agreement which gave | 


them only a limited and restricted right | 


of combination, under which grievances 
were to be bronght before the manage- 


ment by means of sectional or class_ 


representation. 
that the whole quarry was not repre- 
sented in bringing the grievances before 


The result had _ been | 


| 


| 


as practicable, and the remainder as soon 
as work could be arranged for them. 
That clause was the first to be broken by 
the management. The solicitor to Lord 
Penrhyn, Mr. Lloyd Carter, who partly 
drafted the agreement, said at a mass 
meeting of the men at Bethesda that there 
should be no black list. All the men 
should be admitted at once if possible, 
but if not the remainder as soon as prac- 
ticable ; but the first week twenty-five 
were refused admission. Though Mr. 
Lloyd Carter interpreted that clause in 
exactly the same way as the leaders of 
the men, in spite of that Mr. Young, the 
chief manager, persisted in declining to re- 
admit these twenty-five men. It was sug- 
gested that some of them were drunkards 
and that others were incapacitated, yet 


the management, but only a section of these men, who were incapacitated in 
the quarrymen through their representa-| 1897, had been re-admitted into the quarry 
tives. Although that was only a limited| in 1900. All the men who had taken 
and restricted aspect of representation,/a prominent part in the strike were 














1651 


The Penrhyn 


under. a_ special disadvantage, and 
became marked men, especially where 
the minor officials were concerned, and 
after this strike began, when the 
leaders of the men met Mr. Young and 
complained of, the harsh treatment and 
abuse by minor officials he said, “ How 
can’ you complain when you compel 
these minor officials to be out of work} 
for eleven months?” That was the! 
spirit in which the chief manager dealt | 
with the grievance agaihst the minor) 
officials. Grievances of a serious character 
accumulated. This quarry was four miles, 
long, three wide and nearly a mile deep, 
and in normal times about 3,000 men were 
engaged in it ; and although the rock men | 
in the quarry, which was the largest slate 
quarry in the world, were among the most 
intelligent of their class, the labourers 
and rubble workers were somewhat 
untutored. Under this settlement if a 
labourer had a grievance it must be laid 
before the management, either by himself 
or in company with five other monoglot 
Welshmen. He cculd not be represented 
by his skilled brother-worker. How could | 
they put their grievances before the 
managers, who were Englishmen? The 
men had never asked for recognition of 
their claim to be represented by a trades 
union, but only to be represented by 
their fellow-workers. They were denied | 
that right, and complained that they were 
not treated as self-respecting men. It 
was the most moderate demand that had | 
ever been made in the history of trades 
unionism. They were sworn at, abused, 
punished for trivial offences, and subjected 
to a system of espionage. 

A gentleman had been made sub- 
manager who had been accustomed to’ 
dealing with coolies in India, and who 
knew nothing about quarrying. The 
men were suspended for a few days if 
they were a few minutes late, one of their 
customary holidays was taken from them, 
and many of them were compelled to 
work under the sweating system. In. 
fact, the harsh and oppressive treat- | 
ment of the men made their position in- | 
tolerable, and the result was a constant 
accumulation of petty personal griev- 
ances, producing a bitter feeling against | 
the management. That, combined with 
the fear that the contract system would 
be extended and harsh discipline en- 
forced, culminated in 1900 in a very un- 
fortunate attack upon some of the con- | 
tractors, mostly by wild, irresponsible | 

Mr. William Jones. 
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youths, which the leadersof the men them. 
selves condemned. Lord Penrhyn took 
action against twenty-six men, the great 
majority of whom were afterwards proved 
to have had no participation whatever 
in the disturbances. Yet Lord Penrhyn 
dismissed these twenty-six men from the 
quarry before their trial. He was at the 
trial and heard all the evidence, and 
twenty of these men were discharged with- 
out a tittle of evidence being produced 
against them ; the others had small fines 
inflicted on them. Knowing that the 
majority of these men were innocent, 
3,000 quarrymen marched from Bethesda 
to Bangor to attend the trial. They 
marched peaceably, but the police were 
afraid there would be a conflict, and the 
military were called out. Upon his appeal 
to them in their own language those 
men returned as peaceably as they came, 
and the colonel of the regiment asked “ In 
God’s name, what are we here for’? 
which showed what law-abiding citizens 
these men were. After that the men re- 
sumed work, but when the tellers were 
telling the galleries the men saw 
eight galleries were left idle, and the men 
thought the workers in those galleries 
were being punished because the men had 
marched to Bangor to give evidence at 
the trial. A spirit of inaction crept over 
all the workmen at the quarry in conse- 
quence. Mr. Young telephoned from his 
office,. five miles away, when the men 
were discussing the position, that they 
must either resume work or leave the 
quarry, and thereupon all the men left in 
a body. That was the beginning of the 
strike. 

Many efforts had been made by 
the men to settle the dispute. They con- 
sented to meet Lord Penrhyn at his (Mr. 


| Jones’) request, but Lord Penrhyn was 


mute. They asked for arbitration, but 
got no reply from Lord Penrhyn. Two 
magistrates, on behalf of the Carnarvon- 
shire County Council, were appointed to 
endeavour to bring the two parties 
together, but Lord Penrhyn pleaded 
illness, and referred them to Mr. Young. 
Subsequently his lordship declined to 
grant them an interview, because he could 
not recognise the principle of outside inter- 
ference, but said, “I grant you per- 
mission to give advice to my employees.” 
The negotiations failed, but the deputa- 
tion put on record that the men waived 
every point that could be an obstacle, and 
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Penrhyn. On August 8th last he 
appealed to the Board of Trade, through 
the President in the House, from whom 
he had always received the greatest 
personal kindness. But that was not a 

rsonal matter, but involved a funda- 
mental principle between employer and 
workmen, and the peace and welfare of 
a whole community. He asked why the 
Board of Trade, after two years of that 
dispute, did not make an inquiry and an 
emphatic statement before the world as 
to their opinion on the dispute. Since 
that time the workmen had applied to 
come under the operation of the Act, and 
still the right hon. Gentleman had flatly 
refused to meet them, and without giv- 
ing any satisfactory reasons. A resolution 
had been passed by the men asking Lord 
Penrhyn to accept as arbitrator the 
Prime Minister or Lord Rosebery, but 
he refused to have anything to do with 
one or the other, or both. They wrote 
him a second letter from Bethesda, and 
Lord Penrhyn consented to an interview 
on condition that all claims for a restora- 
tion to power of the old Quarry Com- 
mittee were abandoned. They assented, 
and said they would simply stick to the 
principle of representation alone, so that 
the House would see they waived every 
objection which Lord Penrhyn could 
possibly raise. But that did not satisfy 
Lord Penrhyn, who replied that he would 
no discuss the question of representa- 
tion except from his own point of view. 


One great issue which had divided 
Lord Penrhyn and the men for the last 
two years and three months was that the 
men should have the right to represent 
their grievances before the management 
by means of freely-appointed delegates. 
What had been the attitude of the men 
during all this struggle ? He challenged 
anybody to name any labour dispute 
which had been prolonged for such a 
time, and in which such a number 
of men chad been engaged, where 
the damage to property had been smaller 
or more. insignificant. Colonel Ruck, 
the Chief Constable of Carnarvonshire 
had given evidence upon this question 
before a sub-committee of the County 
Council as follows : 

‘‘ The cost of extra police amounted to £2,700. 


There were fewer instances (than in 1901) of 
workmen being followed and - molested by 


{5 Marcu 1903} 
that they attributed the failure to Lord | 
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crowds, but instances here and there of petty 
molestation, such as abusive language towards 
the workmen, hooting them, beating tins as they 
return from work. Complaints of this form of 
annoyance, which it must be said have some- 
times been of rather a trivial nature, were re- 
ceived almost daily from the quarry authorities. 
It has certainly, too, been aggravated in some 
instances by the behaviour of some of the 
workmen themselves. With regard to stone- 
throwing, I may say that although a good 
many windows have been broken r have not 
heard of anyone being seriously injured.” 


Three hundred of the men who had 
returned to work were met by Lord 
Penrhyn in the quarry, where he made 
a speech to them and gave to each of 
them one sovereign. Why could he not 
meet all the quarrymen in the same 
way and on the same footing as he had 
met the strikers whom he took on 
and gave a sovereign apiece ? 


He now came to the last inquiry of all, 
made on the spot at the instance of 
the County Council of Carnarvonshire 
through their Standing Joint Committee. 
They appointed a sub-committee to 
inquire into the state of affairs in the 
county and the additional expenditure 
upon the police at the end of last year. 
The leaders of the men were asked to 
give evidence, and so was Mr. Young, 
the chief manager at the quarry. The 
leaders of the men willingly gave evidence, 
but Mr. Youngrefused. ‘Two reports on 
this question had been issued during the 
last month as a result, and he should 
like to call the attention of the House 
to them. The state of affairs astounded 
the gentlemen who sat upon this sub- 
committee, and they had no conception of 
the bitterness engendered by the dispute. 
This Committee reported that— 


‘* They had no conception before the inquiry 
of the extent of bitterness engendered by this 
quarrel. Families were divided, members being 
estranged so as not to be on speaking terms. 
They had undoubted proofs of genuine efforts 
on the part of ministers of religion and other 
leading inhabitants on the side of law and 
orier; they think that exaggerated reports 
influenced the Chief Constable’s mind somewhat 
unduly in seeking outside assistance, both 
police and military. The percentage of con- 
victions obtained by the police is considerably 
under the normal ratio, and this shows that 
more care and discrimination should have been 
exercised in instituting proceedings. Their 
conclusion from the mass of evidence is that in 
the exercise of what they conceived to be their 
principal duty, viz., the protection of workmen 
employed at the quarry, they failed to show 
due consideration for the feelings and, on 
occasions, for the liberty of the late employees 
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and others. They consider that the method 
by which complaints of men at work were 
conveyed to the police by the quarry officials 
were calculated to do mischief, to increase the 
tension and deepen the ill-feeling already exist- 
ing between the parties. They think the extra 
expenditure for police charges, £4,418 8s. 1ld., 
most exorbitant. 


The Committee recommended the 


Standing Joint Committee to memorialise | 


the Government, praying the Board of 
Trade to hold an inquiry with a view to 
bringing the dispute to anend. Why did 
they do that? Because the County 
Council had exhausted all their sources of 
conciliation, and, therefore, he claimed 
that the men had a right to appeal now, 
as they did, to the final tribunal of the 
nation—Parliament. That was what he 
was doing now. The Board of Trade, in 
reply to a communication from the men, 
refused to meet them without any 
adequate reason being given. ‘The long 
duration of this unfortunate quarrel had 


caused widespread poverty in the district’ 


and serious industrial and commercial 
losses to be suffered by the country, and 
now they had reached such a point as to 
call for the intervention of His Majesty’s 
Government. There was a Minority Re- 
port issued, signed by only one gentleman 
and approved by others, and what did 
that Report say in regard to the conduct 
of Mr. Young, the chief manager? 
This Report speaks of his conduct as 
“the fatuous conduct of Mr. Young in 
refusing to give evidence.’’ When the 
whole question was brought before this 
Joint Committee, the Lord Lieutenant 
of the County spoke in the same way, for 
he said— 


“He failed to approve of the ‘fatuous atti- 
tude’ of Mr. Young, and could ‘not see why 


Mr. Young should have done himself and the | 


workmen the injustice involved by not appear- 
ing to give evidence.” 

This Minority Report was made by 
friends of Lord Penrhyn, and they asked 
for the withdrawal of the police force. 

He should like to refer to a speech made 


Committee, who was himself a quarry 
owner. He was a Scotch gentleman and 


also a Conservative in politics, like Lord | 


Penrhyn. His name was Mr. Menzies. 
He said— 
“The whole community deserved the 


they had shown considering the feeling that 
had existed. 


proud of everybody concerned for their conduct. 


Mr. William Jones. 
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There had been many cases of indiscretion, but 
taking the whole circumstances into consider. 
ation he saw nothing to be ashamed of.” 

And at the end of his speech this shrewd 
Scotch gentleman, who had worked among 
the quarrymen for thirty-three years, 
stated that— 

‘‘ With an experience of thirty-three years 
of the Welsh quarrymen, he would, by meetin 
the men in friendly conference, have sett| 
the points at issue in the dispute in half an 
hour.” 

Now, in the face of this dispute and 
this great struggle between the workmen 
employed in the quarry and Lord 
Penrhyn, what had been the attitude of 
the managers? Mr. Young himself had 
now to confess that most of the men who 
had gone in had given up their chapels, 
and had either joined the Church of 
England or else had attended no place 
of worship at all. There had been a 
wholesale proselytising. Mr. Young had 
asserted that no fewer than sixty 
Wesleyan Methodists had left their de- 
nomination and joined the Church since 
they came back to the quarry. How 
many of the men who struck work had 
gone away? About 1,400 of the men 
who had struck had gone away, 800 
remained at home because they could 
not find employment, and about 100 had 
died during the struggle. About 500 
were now working in the quarry out of 
a total of 2,800 who originally worked 
there, but what was the attitude of 
those men who had gone in? There 
was a lack of discipline in the quarry, 
and the discipline was so lax and loose 
that men had been suspended for 
drunkenness who before would have 
been dismissed. Mr. Young admitted 
himself that the output of the quarry 
was a failure, and it was being worked 
at a loss, and yet Lord Penrhyn persisted 
in working that quarry. They knew he 


_was working the quarry at a loss because 
he had appealed to the Assessment 
by the Chairman of the Standing Joint. 


Committee, and it was shown that the 
output was less today than _ ever. 
Supposing Lord Penrhyn compelled all 
these men, by driving them to desperation 
or starvation and humiliating them, to 
go back to the quarry, what would be the 


‘result ? Why, they would go back to the 
greatest possible credit for the self-restraint | 


old régime and the quarry would be 


TE ering ot that thee hai | Placed under the same strict discipline as 


not been far more disturbances, and he felt | 


before. Was it not a pity, in these days 
of employers and employed meeting 
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round a board of conciliation, that Lord 
Penrhyn would not meet the leaders of 
the men, who desired to go back on 
honourable terms, and so bring peace to 
this great industrial and most law- 
abiding community? The men were 


amongst the most law-abiding citizens | 


on the face of the globe. Everybody 
knew how they had built their own 
chapels and schools, and probably some 


might say that this was a proof that 


Lord Penrhyn had behaved generously 
in regard to their wages. That was not 


so, for he knew workmen in some dis- | 
tricts who had been receiving much | 


better wages, and yet they had not 
shown the same amount of self-sacrifice 
as these men. Lord Penrhyn ought to 
be proud of those men. Many of them 
had built their houses’ on Lord Pen- 


rhyn’s land, and they clung to their 


homes. Some of the men lived in the 
houses which their fathers had built, and 
the leases having lapsed, those houses 
fell into Lord Penrhyn’s hands again. 
The men clung to the houses, and that 
was the reason why they were so reluc- 
tant to leave their homes. 


Would it be believed that during the 
whole of this dispute there had not been a 
single case of poaching on the whole 
estate? He had seen pheasants as thick as 
crows there, and not a single pheasant, 
partridge or hare had been touched, and 
he believed there had only been one case of 


salmon baiting. But what had been the | 


Dire distress and privation, 
shopkeepers and 


result ? 
trade paralysed, 


tradesmen brought to the brink of! 


bankruptey, and the men who had 


found work in South Wales had been | 


obliged to keep two homes going with a 
small pittance. Many of these men had 
managed to save £50 or £60, and they 
had just eked out a living spreading over 
these two years, and when the pinch of 
hunger came, they were too proud to ask 
for alms or relief. He had seen their 
starving children, for he had visited their 
homes.. He knew of a man with seven 
children, with three of the youngest un- 
able to walk, and one of them had lately 
died. Some of the children had been 
kept from school and kept in bed until 
midday in order to save a meal. There 
was one man with a large family who, 
having been brought to the brink of 
starvation by the strike, yielded and 
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went back to the quarry. He became 
demented, and, after stating that he had. 
turned traitor, he committed suicide. 
The sum of £30,000 had been subscribed 
to the Penrhyn Relief Fund, but what 
was £30,000 amongst so many? What 
was that sum compared with the 
£300,000 which they would have earned 
in wages? When these men were in 
work they earned £12,000 a month. Of 
course, £30,000 helped, but it was not 
enough. He thanked all those who 
had contributed to the Relief Funds, and. 
he thanked the newspaper Press of this 
country and all those who had supported 
the movement to help these starving 
people. But wealth would not do what 
they wanted. These men did not ask for 
charity, but they craved for decent,. 
honourable work. 


He would come back now to the 
basis of the men’s demand. They 
demanded the same right as was asked 
for by all trades unions, namely, freedom 
to elect their own representatives in their 
own way, and to make the cause of one 
the cause of all. When such cases were 
dealt with in this way by a gentleman 
like Lord Penrhyn, it made them wish 


‘for the adoption of something like com- 


ged arbitration. Other countries, 
ike the United States, had their leading 
men, like President Roosevelt, making 
strenuous efforts to bring a great labour 
war to a close; was it too much to make 
an appeal to the highest tribunal in this 
land to bring about a settlement of this 
dispute, such as neither petty spite nor 
recrimination on either side could spoil a. 
settlement jn spirit and in truth ? 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion) seconded the Motion, and 
said that one of the greatest evils of the 
strike was the injury that had been cone 
to the public interest in the county, and. 
the social and trade disturbance. That 
justified this House in pressing both 
parties to meet and endeavour to come 
to some decision. It was a strange thing 
that four years after the Conciliation Act 
was passed a strike should commence, in- 
volving 3,000 persons and running for 
over two years, without any attempt to 
put the Act into operation. All along a 
settlement had been hampered by the 
consideration that any action on the 
part of the men might be miscon- 
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‘escape from the position they were in. 
When pressure was in the first’ instance 


put upon the Board of Trade to take | 
action in the matter, it was pointed out | 


that they had not been applied to by 
either of the parties concerned. He did 


not for a moment suggest that the Board’s | 


reluctance to act arose in any degree from 
a spirit of obstinacy, or that there was 
not a genuine wish to put an end to the 


struggle ; he took it, rather, that their | 


inaction was due to an apprehension that 
any steps they might take would be 
liable to misconstruction. Now the 
excuse made in the first instance by the 
Board of Trade no longer existed, but 


yet they had not moved, and it was| 


difficult to surmise what was the reason. 


It might be that the Board of Trade still | 


saw no prospect of any useful conclusion 
resulting from their efforts, but, having 


regard to the fact that the strike had now | 


lasted for two years and a half, surely an 
effort should be made. The excuse had 
even been advanced that the Board of 
Trade were afraid of doing more harm 
than good by forcing the parties further 
apart instead of bringing them more 
closely together, but, when the struggle 
had lasted two and a half years, it was 
surely idle to talk of the possibility of 
doing more harm than good, for as much 
harm had been done as possibly could be 
done. 
say, “Well, we shall only be severely 
snubbed by Lord Penrhyn if we make 
an effort.” That 
-assumed, but oue reason for the passing 
of the Act of 1896 was that it gave the 


Board of Trade a greater right of inter- | 


ference. It did not, it was true, confer on 


the Board any power they did not before | 
possess, but, as was pointed out at the time | 


by the then President, now Chancellor of 


the Exchequer, it at least enabled them | 
to act with some justification and Parlia- | 
mentary authority—that was to say, if | 


asked what business they had to interfere, 
they could reply, “We are charged by 
Parliament with the duty of endeavouring 
to assist in arriving at a compromise.” 


Surely the present case was one in 
which the Board should take action, not so 
much, even, out of consideration for the 
Penrhyn quarrymen as in the public 


Mr. Bryn Roberts. 


The right hon. Gentleman might | 


might, possibly, be | 


|that a settlement did follow on that 
‘occasion, and no one could say to what 
extent that was brought about, or at 
least Jed up to, by the fact that public 
attention had been drawn to the matter 
by the Board’s action and by the in 
timation of their view as to who was 
chiefly to blame. He believed that if 
similar action was taken on the present 
occasion there would at least be a 
possibility of useful results, and a 
certainty that no worse state of things 
could follow than that at present existing. 
The conciliation question in the dispute 
was that of representation, and he could 
not help thinking that Lord Penrhyn 
had failed to make himself acquainted 
with the industrial conditions prevailing 
in other parts of the country, because he 
was making a claim which was not, so 
far as he (the speaker) was aware, made 
by any other employer or body of 
employers. There were other men of 
position who were as great employers of 
labour as Lord Penrhyn—Lord London- 
derry and Lord Durham, for instance— 
but they had never taken up the 
| position of declining to accept the repre- 
sentatives of the workmen, and only 
permitting them to make their represen- 
tations through channels provided by 
the employers. Lord Penrhyn called 
representation of the workmen inter- 
ference with the management of the 
quarry, but it was really he who was 
interfering with the management of the 
men’s business, for surely the manner 
in which the men chose to lay their case 
before Lord Penrhyn was a matter for 
them and not for him. If they chose, 
| for instance, to retain Sir Edward Clarke, 
and pay him a hundred guineas a day, 
what right had Lord Penrhyn to object? 
It rested with him, of course, to say what 
answer he should make to the men’s 
representations, by whomever made. 
He believed Lord Penrhyn had formed 
the impression that these strikes were 
|due, in some occult way, to what were 
called “agitators,” or to the Trades Union. 
If anything was more absolutely demon- 
| strable than another it was this—that 


| not one of the strikes which had taken 


|place in Carnarvonshire within his 
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recollection had been due in the slightest 
degree to the action of the Trades Union, 
and that was particularly so in the 
present case. The great fault he had to 
find with the Trades Union in connection 
with the slate quarries was not that it 
was too strong, but that it was too weak, 
for if it was stronger the possibilities of 
peace in the quarries would be greater. 
The unfortunate thing was that there 
was a most extraordinary and unfounded 
distrust, on the part of Lord Penrhyn, 
of everyone who had anything to do 
with advising the men. Naturally, in a 
struggle like that, the leaders stood by 
the men, and sought to gain conditions 
which, if secured, would make for peace, 
not only in Lord Penrhyn’s quarries, 
but elsewhere. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn.” 
(Mr. William Jones.) 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said he 
was glad of an opportunity of speak- 
ing before the President of the Board of 
Trade replied, because he was anxious 
to make an appeal to the right hon. 
Gentleman on the basis of the Concilia- 
tion Act. He was sure that the picture 
that had been drawn by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Carnarvon of the position of 
affairs at the quarries must have touched 
the heart of everyone who heard it, 
whatever might be his views as to 
the merits of the dispute. He did 
not propose to go into the history 
of the case, nor did he think it 
wise to discuss the merits of the issue 
between Lord Penrhyn and his men. 
He would only ask whether a case had 
not arisen in which the provisions of 
the Act of 1896 might fairly and pro- 
perly be put into operation. Grave as 
was the present struggle, vast as was 
the amount of human happiness in 
volved, there was to be considered an 
even wider issue, because if the Govern- 
ment refused to take action in this 
case, who could say when the pro 
visions of the Act would be put into 
force at all? The present case surely 
called for action as strongly as any 
which could possibly be imagined, be- 
cause it had lasted a very long time and 
was on a very large scale. What, he 
asked, was it that the Act contemplated ? 
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It gave power to the Board of Trade, 
on the application of the employers 
or workmen interested, and taking 
into consideration the mcans of con- 
ciliation in the district, power to appoint 
& person or persons to act as conciliators 
and to endeavour to bring about a 
settlement, and also to report to the 
Board of Trade. Would the House con- 
sider what that meant? It was not 

arbitration. They were perhaps apt, 

in considering a case of that nature, 

to confound arbitration wth concilia- 

tion, and he could quite conceive 

objections to the appointment of an 
arbitrator ; but the proposal in the first 
instance was simply to appoint a person 

who should hear all that was to be said, 

not merely by the parties directly con- 

cerned, but, if necessary, by other 
persons in the district, and should 
endeavour to form a fair judgment 

on what, after such inquiry, he believed 
to be the merits of the case. Concil- 
iation had many advantages and many 

avenues of hope which arbitration 

had not. If a conciliator was appointed, 

there was nothing to show that 

Lord Penrhyn would not be willing. 
to reconsider the position he had 
taken up, but, let that beas it might,. 
the power to make such an appointment 

had been given to the Board of Trade by 

the House in 1896 on the express repre- 

sentation of the then President that the 

hands of himself and his successors 

would be materially strengthened by it, 

since they could then say, if told that, 
their interference was unasked for and 

unwelcome, ‘It is not our action ; it is 

that of the Legislature.’ Therefore, he 

did not think the Board of Trade were 

entitled, in a matter of so much gravity, 

to say that this was one of the cases 

which they ought to leave alone, since 
there was substantially a direction by the 

Legislature that action should be taken in 

such cases. 


Nor should it be forgotten that it was 
far easier for contending parties to yield 
with a good grace when a third party 
intervened. Wherein lay the great 
advantage of international arbitration ? 
It lay in the fact that, when two nations 
were standing each upon a point :f 
honour and each was unwilling to yield, 
an international court of arbitration or 
conciliation enabled one of them to give 
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‘way without humiliation by adopting 
‘the way out of the difficulty suggested 
by the arbitrator or conciliator. The 
-parallel between an international dispute 
and a case like the present was very 
-close, for here, also, there was involved 
a point of honour on which neither 
party thought themselves justified in 
surrendering. Suppose, however, there 
were a judicious person looking at the 
matter all round and endeavouring to 
save the amour propre of the party which 
he thought ought to yield, would 
~matters not be rendered very much easier? 
He could not resign the hope that the 
action of a judicious conciliator might, 
even in the present case, bitter as the 
‘feeling on both sides seemed to have 
become, lead to some terms of settle- 
ment which might be accepted by 
both parties. 


But there was another way in which 
the action of a conciliator might be of 
use: he had the power to make a report. 
One great influence had not yet been ade- 
-quately brought to bear on this question 
—he meant the influence of public opinion 
—for the statements that had so far been 
made had been ex parte, and he could 
fully understand the attitude of a man 
-who said that he had only heard one side 
of a case and declined to express an 
-opinion until he had also heard the other. 
But there was a volume of honest, sound, 
public opinion in the country, which 
would, he believed, be influenced on one 
side or the other by the unbiassed re- 
port of a conciliator. For that reason, 
‘also, he consequently hoped that an 
-attempt would be made to put into 
operation the powers conferred ly the 
Act. Surely the present was not a case 
in which it could properly be said that 
nothing should be done. A far greater 
and more dangerous strike than that at 
the Penrhyn Quarries occurred only a few 
months ago in the United States, and the 

resident himself, at the risk of his own 
popularity, endeavoured to deal with the 
ease. He did not believe that in the 
present instance the purpose of the Legis- 
lature as expressed in the Act of 1896 
was going to be lost sight of. He felt 
perfectly sure that the President of 
the Board of Trade himself had every 
sympathy with those who were suffering 
through the Penrhyn strike, and he 
trusted that the appeal which had been 
made with so much force by his hon. 


Mr. Bryce. 
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friend would induce the Government to 
endeavour to meet this melancholy case, 
and by some means or other to replace 
these unhappy workmen in the condition 
of prosperity they formerly enjoyed. 


Sir JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich) said he associated himself 
entirely with the right hon. Gentleman 
who had just spoken, and did so not at 
all from the point of view of the working 
man but as ‘an employer of labour. 
He had been an employer for a longer 
time than Lord Penrhyn and on a much 
larger scale, and he had come to the 
conclusion that it was wise for employers, 
in endeavouring to come to terms with 
their men over any trade dispute, to allow 
the men to choose their own representa- 
tives. He would consider himself abso- 
lutely wanting in an honest and manly 
spirit of fair play if he did not allow the 
workmen—aye, and encouraged them— 
to choose the best man they could get 
when they were discussing a matter of 
business with him. What would be said 
if, in the High Court of Justice, an 
ignorant man was not permitted to state 
his case except by his own untutored 
lips? He himself had had a careful 
training in his youth, and he naturally— 
withoat boasting but as a matter of 
course—had a quicker mind than the 
poor fellows who might believe that they 
had suffered unjustly by something that 
had been done on his behalf. He repeated 
that he would be wanting in manliness if 
he prevented those men from speaking to 
him not only by the best representatives 
they could find among themselves but 
the best they could find in the world. He 
had risen to show that the appeal for the 
intervention of the President of the Board 
of Trade was made not only by the repre- 
sentatives of working men or of the con- 
stituency immediately concerned, but by 
men in other positions in life, and he begged 
the right hon. Gentleman, for the credit of 
employers and of Parliament, and for the 
sake of peace, to use his power to bring the 
pressure of public opinion to bear on this 
dispute. 


*Sir ALFRED THOMAS (Glamorgan- 
shire, E.) said that few, if any, of those 
who listened to the eloquent and pathetic 
speech in which his hon. friend, some 
years since, called the attention of the 
House to the then pending dispute 
between Lord Penrhyn and his workmen, 
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would have believed it to be possible, 
after such a lapse of time, that such a 
terrible state of affairs would prevail 
again at the present time. He believed 
that the difference between Lord Penrhyn 
and his workmen arose from a miscon- 
ception on the part of the former as to 
his duties and obligations as the pro- 
prietor of a great commercial trading 
industry. He wished to differentiate as 
between Lord Penrhyn and his agent, for 
if what they were told in the public 
prints was true, he was an unmitigated 
tyrant, and it was a scandal that such a 
man should have it in his power to 
tyrannise his fellow men. Lord Penrhyn 
attempted to manage the affairs of his 
works on the principle “cannot a man do 
what he likes with his own?” That 
depended upon what a man liked. If 
the result of what a man liked was to 
drive away more than two thousand men 
from their homes—homes that many of 
them had, through thrift and industry, 
built for themselves-—or to cause untold 
misery and suffering to hundreds of 
defenceless women and children, then 
whatever legal right he might have, 
moral right he had none. 


Lord Penrhyn wished to treat his em- 

loyees on the same terms as his game- 
Riceas and his gardeners. But the 
Bethesda quarry, in timesof peace and pros- 
perity, was one of the most extensive of its 
kind in the world, and carried on for trading 

urposes, and if Lord Penrhyn wished to 
aires a trader, then he, like so many 
other noblemen who had become traders, 
must be amenable tosuch rulesand regula- 
tions as were in force in similar under- 
takings, in which a perfect right to 
combine and organise was given un- 
questioned to workmen. Lord Penrhyn’s 
workmen, however, were much more 
‘modest in their demands; but modest as 
‘they had been and were, they had only 
met with a treatment which was quite 
unworthy of men in responsible positions. 
But it was not to be inferred that the 
‘men were not determined to have, 
within reason and justice, the exercise 
of their common rights. Should Lord 
Penrhyn, unfortunately, still persist in 
Tesisting the principle for which they 
had made such great sacrifices, then he 
would find, as other territorial magnates 
had found, the truth of the Welsh proverb, 
“Trech ggwlad nag arglwydd”—‘‘ The 
ipeople are stronger than a lord.” He 
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sincerely hoped that wiser counsel would 
prevail, and that the disastrous dispute 
would be terminated, so that peace and 
prosperity might return to a large 
working community, whose moral and 
industrial character is not excelled in 
the whole earth. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid) 
said he was a great believer in concilia- 
tion, and Parliament having provided 
the Board of Trade with certain powers, 
the right hon. Gentleman ought not to 
be diffident, but rather eager, to put 
those powers into force to bring an end 
to this dispute. In 1896, when the 
Conciliation Act was passed, the then 
President of the Board of Trade used 
these words— 
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“There was another provision in the Bill to 
which the Government attached considerable 
importance, viz., that the Department was 
empowered to intervene on its own initiative 
with a view to bringing the parties together 
under a Chairman mutually agreed upon, or, 
failing that, one appointed by the Board of 
Trade. It was also provided that the Depart- 
ment might intervene on the application of 
either party to the dispute and appoint a 
conciliator ad hoc or make use of existing 
boards of arbitration.” 

In that statement the then President 
framed the indictment on which the pre- 
sent President stood on his tria!. He had 
been requested to act by one party, but 
had turned a deaf ear to the appeal. No 
man, simply to gratify his own desires, 
ought to be allowed to depopulate a 
whole neighbourhood. These men 
merely asked for that which was conceded 
in every other part of the country. He 
and others who represented large 
organisations were not only allowed, but 
were asked, to meet the employers of 
the men they represented, and he 
appealed to all large employers of labour 
in the House, who had the welfare of 
the industries of the country at heart, 
whether they would not rather meet the 
elected representatives of the men than 
have loose masses of men to deal with. 
A more respectable and decent class of 
men than these in question could not be 
found in the kingdom, but because they 
would not allow Lord Penrhyn to assume 
the réle of dictator, they were being 
driven away from the homes they loved. 
Surely Parliament ought to put an end 
to such a state of things. This man 
was jeopardising the trade of the 
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country. Through his action trade was 
shifting, and once trade shifted it was 
extremely difficult to regain. The 
country itself, therefore, had a stake in 
the dispute. Moreover, Lord Penrhyn 
was fostering feelings of discontent, 
animosity, and hostility between work- 
men and employers. 

The trend of the present age was in the 
direction of conciliation, but Lord 
Penrhyn by his action was retarding the 
development of that spirit. It had been 
said that this dispute would strengthen 
the movement for compulsory arbitra- 
tion. He did not believe in compulsion. 
Compulsion and _ conciliation were 
inconsistent terms. He _ believed in 
conciliation, and to show that there was a 
growing willingness on the part of work- 
men to submit their disputes to con- 
ciliation, he might point out that in 1897, 
less than 750,000 people were under the 
influence of conciliation boards, while in 
1902 the number was 1,250,000; and 
whereas in 1897 only 2 per cent. of the 
disputes settled in the year were settled 
by conciliation, in 1901 the percentage 
was fifty-four. The House of Commons, 
who were not merely the makers of the 
law, but the custodians of the best 
interests of the country, ought to do all 
in its power to prevent anything which 
would have the effect of retarding that 
tendency towards conciliation. It might 
be said that the work was there if the 
men would do it. He was a man of 
peace, but not of peace at any 
price. He would be the last man 
in the world to fan a strike or to en- 
courage strife, but he honoured these men 
for their refusal to accept work on the terms 
offered, and he hoped the Trades Unions 
of the country would see that they were 
lifted above the impingement of poverty. 
This object-lesson of the anachronism of 
tyranny in present times would stand 
out as an indication of the possibility of 
some men to act rudely and cruelly to 
their fellow-creatures. He urged the 
right hon. Gentleman to brush aside any 
little technicalities or red-tapeism that 
might exist, and endeavour to put an end 
to this disastrous struggle. 


Mr. MIDDLEMORE (Birmingham, 
N.) desired to join in the appeal made 
from the other side of the House. The 
situation was very serious. There really 
must be a point at which the Board of 
Trade would intervene in the direction of 


Mr. John Wilson. 
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conciliation. What was the situation? 
Nearly 2,300 men were out of employ- 
ment; 100 men had died; one had 
committed suicide ; families were separ- 
ated ; a community was broken up ; heads 
of families were exiles; women and 
children were suffering and being under. 
fed. That was a very grave situation, 
It had to be admitted, too, that on the 
part of the men, judging them fairly and 
taking them all in all, there had been 
much self-restraint ; while on the part of 
Lord Penrhyn and Mr. Young, to put it 
mildly, there had been not a little aloof- 
ness, and something of repulsion. He 
earnestly and sincerely appealed to the 
right hon. Gentleman to act. By doing 
so he would exalt his own reputation 
before the country, and make thousands 
of Welshmen, and also of Englishmen, 
call down blessings on his head. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT 
(Cheshire, Macclesfield) said he only 
rose for the purpose of stating why 
he did not intend to intervene in 
the debate. The House was probably 
not aware that there was an action 
pending, which raised the whole ques- 
tion as to whether Lord Penrhyn had, 
or had not, refused his quarrymen the 
right of combination. The action was 
likely to commence on Monday, and he 
thought that, for that reason, it was 
extremely improper that that action 
should be now discussed. He did not 
intend to say anything further, because 
anything he might say might be taken 
as coming from Lord Penrhyn, and it 
would be extremely improper for Lord 
Penrhyn to say anything which would 
prejudice the action. 


THE PRESIDENT or THe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Geratp BAatrovur, 
Leeds Central) said the hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for the Arfon 
Division made a long and eloquent 
speech, but he thought the hon. Member 
would hardly dispute the correctness of 
his description, when he said that that 
speech consisted, not so much of an 
attack on the Board of Trade, as an 
attack on Lord Penrhyn and the manage- 
ment of the Penrhyn quarry. He could 
not accept the statements of the hon. 
Gentleman with reference to Lord’ 
Penrhyn, and he could not help agree- 
ing with his hon. friend in the regret. 
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he expressed that the debate should have 
taken place at that particular moment, 
in view of the action that was to be 
heard. He would confine himself within 
the limit which he thought was 
strictly and properly observed by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Aberdeen, and that was whether the 
Board of Trade was or was not right in 
its decision not to intervenein this dispute. 
Before he entered on that question 
he would say a few words with reference 
to what fell from the hon. Member. 


The hon. Member spoke of heartless- 
ness and callousness, and rather implied 
that the action of the Board of Trade, by 
not intervening in this dispute, was 
an indication of heartlessness and callous- 
ness. He hoped it was not necessary 
for him to defend himself or the Board 
against any insinuation of that kind; 
and he could assure the House that if 
he thought it possible to bring this 
lamentable dispute to an end by inter- 
vening he should certainly have inter- 
vened. There appeared to him to be 
great misconception and misunderstand- 
ing in the House as to the powers 
which the Arbitration Act conferred 
upon the Board of Trade. The Act 
was purely voluntary in its provisions ; 
and it most carefully guarded the dis- 
cretion of the parties to the dispute 
to accept the services of the Board of 
Trade or not. He received not long 
ago a petition which contained the 
signatures of no less than sixteen 
Members of the House. He did not 
know whether the hon. Member for 
the Arfon Division signed that petition ; 
but it was signed by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for the Forest 
of Dean. That petition requested him 
to use his powers under the Act to 
arbitrate in the dispute between Lord 
Penrhyn and his quarrymen. As the 
hon. Gentleman the Member for the 
Arfon Division had admitted, and as 
he himself had pointed out to the 
petitioners, the Board of Trade had 
absolutely no power under the Act 
to arbitrate unless an application to 
arbitrate were made by both parties. 
As the application for arbitration came 
entirely from one side it was obviously 
impossible for the Board. of Trade to 
adopt that method of procedure. 
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What other steps could the Board of 
Trade take? The Board of Trade might, 
in response to the appeal made by the 
workmen at a comparatively late period 
of the dispute, have appointed a concili- 
ator under the Act. But the Act stated 
that the Board of Trade might appoint a 
conciliator on the application of the em- 
ployer or workman interested only after 
taking into consideration all the circum- 
stances of the case. He thought it would 
be obvious to the House that one of the 
most important circumstances which the 
Board of Trade was bound to consider, in 
deciding whether or not it should acqui- 
esce in an application of this kind, was 
whether the appointment of a conciliator 
would promote the object for which the 
Act was passed, namely, the prevention 
of disputes, or the facilitation of the 
settlement of a dispute which had arisen. 
He considered that matter most carefully. 
He considered all the statements made 
by the men; he considered the past 
history of the dispute ; he considered the 
history of the dispute between Lord 
Penrhyn and his workmen in 1887 ; and 
he was forced to the conclusion, if he 
appointed a conciliator, that Lord Penrhyn 
would refuse to accept the mediation of 
any third party, even if that third party 
were appointed by the Board of Trade. 
That was the question which he had to 
decide. When he had reason to know 
that Lord Penrhyn would not accept the 
services of a conciliator he was forced to 
the conclusion that it would not be to 
the public advantage, nor would be likely 
to increase the utility of the Board of 
Trade in subsequent disputes, if, notwith- 
standing that, he were to attempt to force 
a conciliator on a reluctant party. He was 
now speaking of the assumption that the 
object of appointing a conciliator was to 
bring the parties together to determine 
the dispute ; and as he regarded that as 
impossible it appeared to him to be quite 
useless to appoint a conciliator. The 


right hon. Gentleman the Member for - 


Aberdeen had suggested that a conciliator 
might be appointed, not to bring the 
parties together, but to make a report on 
the circumstances, in order to guide 
public opinion, He did not deny that 
there might be cases where it might 
become the duty of the Board of Trade 
under the Act to appoint a person to 
make a report, and so guide public 
opinion in the right direction; but he 
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believed those cases to be excessively 
rare, and he doubted whether since the 
Act was passed the Board of Trade had 
in a dake case appointed a conciliator, 
not to bring the parties together, but in 
order to make a public report on the 
circumstances of the case. 

The hon. Gentleman the Memberfor the 
Arfon Division went very minutely intothe 
controversy between Lord Penrhyn and 
his workmen, but he thought the hon. 
Gentleman would admit that at the 
bottom of that dispute there lay the 
question whether, from Lord Penrhyn’s 
point of view, his workmen in entering 
into negotiation would be acting under 
outside influence. Suppose a dispute 
between an employer and his workmen 
merely referred to the carrying out of an 
agreement entered into, it might. in 
those circumstances, be desirable that 
the Board of Trade might makea report 
in order to guide public opinion ; but 
when they came to what the hon. 
Member for the Arfon Division had 
described as a point of fundamental 
principle between employer and em- 
ployed, the question was raised whether 
a Government Department was called 
upon to pronounce an ex cathedra 
opinion upon a matter of that kind. In 
his judgment it would be most undesir- 
able for a public Department to take that 
view. If the Board of Trade were to 
undertake a duty of that kind, it would 
cripple itself hopelessly in working the 
Act on all subsequent occasions. No 
employer would then voluntarily accept 
the decision of the Board of Trade; and 
if the decision of the Board were against 
the employer the Board would be dis- 
trusted. If, on the other hand, the 
Board decided the question against the 
men, there was not the slightest doubt 
that the men, in all future disputes, would 
have exactly the same feeling. 

The truth was that the working of the 
Act required the most anxious discretion 
on the part of the Board of Trade. They 
must not try to work the Act as if it 
were anything else than a purely volun- 
tary Act; and if they did, they were 
certain to fail. He could not help think- 
ing that the Amendment which the hon. 
Member for the Arfon Division put down 
to the Address, but did not move, showed 
that, in the opinion of the hon. Gentle- 
man, the Board of Trade could not have 
intervened in this dispute with any 


Mr, Gerald Balfour, 
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prospect of success, for the terms of that 
Amendment declared the necessity for 
further legislation. If the Act gave 
power to the Board of Trade to arbitrate 
between Lord Penrhyn and his workmen 
in those circumstances it would be his 
duty to intervene; but the Act was 
altogether on different lines. 


As a voluntary Act the Government 
had considered it their duty to administer 
it ; and if the House were to decide that 
it would be their duty to interfere in any 
other conditions, he felt that a great part 
of the utility of the Act would be 
destroyed. 


o 


Mr. LLOYD GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) said he had listened to the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman, and 
he must say, after careful consideration, 
he had never heard a more hopelessly in- 
adequate defence of the action, or rather 
the inaction, of a Government Depart- 
ment. What was the defence of the 
right hon. Gentleman? It was really a 
matter of very general application. Here 
was an Act of Parliament which pro- 
vided that where one party to a dispute 
refused to proceed to arbitration the 
Board of Trade might proceed ex purte to 
appoint a conciliator, whether one of 
the parties consented or not. The right 
hon. Gentleman proceeded to argue 
against putting the Act into operation, 
and he gave reasons; but there were 
other Acts of Parliament which people 
did not like to put into operation, 
and if the President of the Board 
of Trade would not put an Act 
of Parliament into operation why 
should anyone! If this were not a case 
where Section C of the Act applied, 
what conceivable circumstances were 
there which could arise in any labour 
dispute to which that Section would be 
applicable. The Act provided that there 
should be arbitration, that there should 
be a board of conciliation ; and that the 
Board of Trade might undertake an in- 
quiry. What he complained about was 
that the Board of Trade had not put 
into operation the powers given to it 
under the Act. If that was not a case 
for the application of the Act what 
possible case could there be ¢ 

The dispute had been prolonged for 
two and a half years, the whole industry 


of a district had been paralysed ; and, in 
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addition, they had the constant risk of 
infringements of the law on one side or the 
other. Infringements were not always on 
the side of the strikers. He had heard 
of men who were employed in the quarry 
who were armed with revolvers, and who 
had threatened other men from time to 
time. There was also the case of a man 
who was driven to madness by hunger. 
They had heard from the Prime Minister 
something about the doctrine of human 
endurance. Two and a half years of 
hunger and privation would drive men to 
madness. What might not happen in 
that district ? And if anything happened, 
the responsibility, in the first instance, 
would undoubtedly rest with Lord 
Penrhyn, whose stubbornness had been 
unparalleled, and who had declined 
every offer of arbitration ; but to a cer- 
tain degree, responsibility wou'd rest 
also on those who, having the weapon o 
an Act of Parliament in their hands, 
declined to avail themselves of it. Why? 
Because they were afraid of risking a 
snub from Lord Penrhyn. What else was 
it? What possible harm could be done? 
Supposing the Board of Trade appo'nted 
a conciliator—someone, for instanc:, like 
Sir Edward Fry, whose impartiality was 
above suspicion—to examine into all 
the circumstances. We would have Lord 
Penrhyn’s case in the printed reports, 
even if Mr Young declined to appear 
before him. He could have the evidence 
of the men and of people in the neigh- 
bourhood who knew the circumstances ; 
and he would have every opportunity of 
examining into the facts. What harm 
could that do? The only harm it could 
do would be that Lord Penrhyn might 
take no notice of Sir Edward Fry or the 
Board of Trade. Was the Government 
so feeble that it could not survive a snub 
from Lord Penrhyn? He asked anyone to 
point out what possible harm it could do. 
But what good mightit notdo? In the first 
place, it was just possible, if they had the 
judgment of an eminent conciliator like 
Sir Edward Fry, that even Lord Penrhyn 
might be induced to climb down and 
listen to reason. It was a remote con- 
tingency, but at the same time they 
could not bar it out altogether. What 
more would itdo? The men were fight- 
ing under very disadvantageous circum- 
stances, 
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In the correspondence between Lord 
Penrhyn and the Carnarvon County 
Council he wrote one day from Penrhyn 
Castle, the next day from a shooting-box 
in Conway Bay, another day from New- 
market, and a fourth day from a palace 
in London. What comparison was there 
between a man of that kind, and men 
who had not got a shilling, except as 
alms from the public? If there was a 
Report from an impartial conciliator 
appointed by a Unionist Government, 
public opinion would back up the men. 
Was the President of the Board of Trade 
afraid of that contingency? Was he 
afraid to give them a weapon which 
would help them to keep their children 
from starving ? 


He would put another question to the 
tight hon. Gentleman. Suppose Lord 
Penrhyn declined absolutely to meet the 
conciliator—-would the resources of civili- 
sation bethenexhausted ? If the President 
of the Board of Trade failed, he would fail 
having done his duty. If he failed now, 
he would fail having neglected an obvious 
duty, a duty imposed upon him by an Act 
of Parliament, passed by the common 
consent of both Houses, which instructed 
him along a path trodden by his pre- 
decessors. Was the President of the 
Board of Trade afraid of Lord Penrhyn’s 
society friends that he would not put an 
Act of Parliament into operation to protect 
these poor men who were striving for their 
rights? If he did so, and there was no 
result, after all Parliament was the master 
in this country. What was this quarry ? 
He would not go into the question of 
Lord Penrhyn’s title, but this was common 
land within the memory of living man. 
If by poe Lord Penrhyn had got 
a legal title, could not the Parliament of 
Great Britain say : “Here is land which 
belongs to the people of the district ; you 
are utilising a time title to a property 
which does not belong to vou for the 
purpose of starving out men.” 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT asked 
whether this was in order. The hon. 
Member, who was solicitor for the 
defendant in a case to be heard on 
Monday next, was raising the question of 
whether or not Lord Penrhyn had denied 
his workmen certain rights which the hon. 
Member thought they ought to have, 
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'*Mr: SPEAKER; That depends, of 
course, on whether that is one of the 
matters of dispute in the action.- If it is 
one of the matters in dispute awaiting 
decision, then it is not proper to discuss 
it. I may add that whatever the value 
may be of the argument of. the hon. 
Member as to Parliament interfering by 
legislation in regard to land, it does not 
arise upon this Motion. 


* Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he quite 
understood it was a great relief to hon. 
Members opposite that questions of that 
kind should not be raised, because no 
one knew better than themselves that 
they would not stop with Lord Penrhyn. 
He had carefully guarded himself from 
dealing with any question raised in the 
action. Lord Penrhyn was denying to 
his workmen rights conceded in every 
great industry in the kingdom. If 
there ever was a case for Government 
interference this was one. Yet the 
President of the Board of Trade was 
afraid of Lord Penrhyn because he 
might refuse to answer his letter. What 
a punishment for a powerful Depart- 
ment! The dispute had gone on for two 
and a half years, but if it went on much 
longer the country would not be satis- 
fied until it was put out of an em- 
ployer’s power to reduce the whole 
community to starvation. 


Mr. BELL (Derby) associated himself 
with the protest which had been made 
against the apathy of the President of 
the Board of Trade in this matter. He 
desired to call attention to the fact that 
the right hon. Gentleman’s predecessor 
put in operation the very Act which 
they were now discussing. It was most 
unfortunate that there were people who 
had the title “ Lord” attached to their 
names, because many of them assumed 
the power of the Almighty. One of 
them was Lord Penrhyn. There were 
other lords who had assumed practically 
similar authority, but the President of 
the Board of Trade, on three occasions 
during the period he had himself held his 
official position in connection with the 
railway servants’ organisation, had inter- 
vened, and to some extent successfully. 
In 1897 there was a very serious dispute 
on the London and North-Western Rail- 
way, and a lord on that occasion 
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assumed -the same stubborn attitude 
that Lord’ Penrhyn had assumed in this 
case. The President of the Board of 
Trade, acting under the clause referred 
to, intervened, and so averted a strike 
which would probably have resulted 
from the dispute. More recently there 
was a dispute on the Great Eastern 
Railway, and in a few hours the men’s 
notices would have been handed in, but 
the President of the Board of Trade 
intervened. The head of that railway 
was another great lord, who showed the 
same stubbornness, but the course taken 
by the President of the Board of Trade 
was successful in bringing about a 
settlement. 


In the recent Taff Vale dispute, 
of which so much had been heard, 
the workmen had to deal with a 
railway manager who was equally stub- 
born. The President of the Board of 
Trade intervened in that case, sent a 
representative down, and was to some 
extent successful. At anyrate, he did 
assist in bringing to a conclusion that 
unhappy dispute. In that case the 
representative of the company sat in one 
room of an hotel and met the representa- 
tive of the}}Board of Trade while he 
himself was in another room. Com- 
munications passed between them, but 
the company’s representative declined to 
meet him personally. In this way that 
gentleman preserved his dignity. He 
did not stand on his own dignity. What 
he wanted was to do all he possibly 
could to bring the dispute to a con- 
clusion. He thought that if, in the 
Penrhyn dispute, the President of the 
Board of Trade would pluck up courage 
it might be brought to a speedy con- 
clusion. He was not going to enter 
into the merits or the demerits of the 
He was not going to argue 
whether the men were right or wrong. 
His point was that this dispute was caus- 
ing suffering to the community, and that 
the President of the Board of Trade should 
send down a representative to see Lord 
Penrhyn. If Lord Penrhyn continued his 
stubbornness and stupidity, and refused 
to meet the representative of the Board 
of Trade, then that representative would 
have no alternative but to report on 
things as he found them. [If Lord 
Penrhyn was too stubborn to give any 
information, that was his own affair. 
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The public would then decide. He had 
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*Mr. LAWSON WALTON said that 


a certain amount of cunfidence in public , the qualification of the right hon. Gentle- 


opinion. 
public opinion would very largely settle 
this question. At any rate they might 
give it a trial. 

Lord Penrhyn was undoubtedly re- 
ceiving a great deal of encourage- 
ment from gentlemen who assumed 
that workmen had no rights or 
privileges of any description. There 
were too many of that opinion in the 
country, and the day was not far distant 
when that would have to be broken 
down. If Lord Penrhyn snubbed the 
Government through the President of 
the Board of Trade he would not assist 
his own cause, because everybody would 
support the right hon. Gentleman in 
his action. If the President of the 
Board of Trade had no stronger reasons 
to give for non-interference, he hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would at once 
put the clause of the 1896 Act into 
operation regardless of what was to take 
place on Monday next. He appealed to 
the President of the Board of Trade to 
use the powers conferred on him by the 
1896 Act, with the view of bringing 
about a settlement of the dispute. 


*Mr. LAWSON WALTON (Leeds, 8.) 
said if he understood the President of 
the Board of Trade aright, tha right 
hon. Gentleman had practically invali- 
dated a very important provision in a 
clause of the Statute. The Statute clearly 
contemplated two alternatives in cases of 
dispute. The first arose where both 
parties were willing to place the matter in 
the hands of the Board of Trade; and 
the second where one of the parties 
invited intervention. But the statute 
contemplated a third condition of 
things, namely, where there was no 
arbitration, and no immediate prospect 
of a successful conciliation, but where 
the circumstances were such that the 
Department ought to be empowered to 
make an inquiry and publish a report 
for the enlightenment of the public. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I think 
I distinctly said that circumstances 
might arise which would justify the 
Board of Trade in appointing some 
Derson to inquire and report, but: I 
think that the cases are very rare. 


> 





He ventured to say that} man was very large. It scarcely left 


a conceivable case in which such an 
official might be appointed. If there 
was a case in which public opinion 
ought to be enlightened with regard to 
the merits of the dispute, this Penrhyn 
difficulty was clearly marked out for 
such treatment. This was a unique 
dispute. It had been prolonged over a 
considerable period of time, involved 
a large number of workmen, impaired 
the happiness of a large number of 
persons forming an exceptionally in- 
dustrious, respectable, and _self-respect- 
ing class of the community. There 
were well-known and capable gentlemen 
who could be appointed to report, and 
whose report would have great influence 
in: the country. He should have 
liked to hear from the right — hon. 
Gentleman why this course had not 
been taken, and why he had merely put 
forward an impotent non possumus. For 
these .reasons he would support the 
Motion. 


ms 


CoLONEL PRYCE-JON ES(Montgomery 
Boroughs) said he desired to offer a 
few words on this question as a Welsh 
Member. His hon. friend was wrong in 
finding fault with the President of the 
Board of Trade for not availing himself 
of the Act dealing with conciliation. It 
was a Voluntary Act, and both parties 
must agree upon a basis of the terms to 
be submitted to arbitration. He had 
listened to the whole debate, and he 
understood that Lord Penrhyn was not 
willing to give something the men 
wanted. Jt was not for Parliament to 
interfere between capital and labour in 
that respect. There were still 500 men 
working in the quarries at present. 
He believed it was a fact that Lord 
Penrhyn waslosing thousandsof pounds at 
the present time by working the quarries. 
Why should Lord Penrhyn be anxious 
to work the quarries at a loss¢ It was 
obvious that he was fighting for a v>ry 
important principle. He was astounded 
at what had fallen from the hon. Baronet 
on the other side who was himself an 
employer of labour. No one could deny 
that Lord Penrhyn was a good employer 
[Laughter]—yes, better than the majority 
of employers throughout the country.. He 
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went further,!and said that Lord Penrhyn 
wasa modelemployer. [Laughter.] Hon. 
Members might laugh, but it was a fact 
that Lord Penrhyn was a model employer, 
with the exception that he would not give 
his quarrymen what they wanted. |Re- 
newed laughter.] Up to 1885 a committee 
of workmen helped Lord Penrhyn to 
manage the quarries. At any rate the 
quarries did not pay at that time, 
although they had since paid. He 
was bound to say that he quite 
approved of the action of the President 
of the Board of Trade in not putting 
into operation the Conciliation Clause of 
the Act, and that he did not believe 
that, even if it had been put in opera- 
tion, there was a chance of its being 
successful. He thought that this matter 
had better be left to Lord Penrhyn and 
the workpeople to settle among them- 
selves than for Parliament to interfere. 


*Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) said 
that the hon. and gallant Gentleman 
who had spoken last alluded to Lord 
Penrhyn as a model employer. He 
could only say that his Lordship was 
of a class of employers which was swell- 
ing the ranks of the Socialists. If 
there were many more model employers 
of that kind the security of property would 
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dent of the Board of Trade said he did not 
think there was any chance of this Act, 
if he attempted to put it in force, bring. 
ing this dispute to an end. Was that 
because the right hon. Gentleman thought 
Lord Penrhyn right or wrong? There 
was surely a chance if a conciliator had 
been appointed that he might have 
proved the men were wrong and Lord 
Penrhyn right, and the case would have 
been at an end at once. That was evi- 
dently not the view of the right hon. 
Gentleman. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man thought the Act was not sufficiently 
strong for him why did _ he 
not introduce a _ Bill giving him 
compulsory powers? Did the right hon. 
Gentleman scout that idea? Was it not 
in the power of this Government, with its 
ie game of great social reforms, to 
ring in such a Bill? He only threw 
out the suggestion which might yet find 
favour with the right hon. Gentleman, 
who, however, he imagined, believed 
Lord Penrhyn was in the wrong, other- 
wise he would have put the Act into 
operation. 
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Question put. 


The House divided:— Ayes, 127; 





rapidly vanish into thin air. 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.Z.) 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Ley Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beil, Richard 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Right Hon. James 
Bue n, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland 

« Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robe 
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Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
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Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Saml. T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith 
Ffrench, Peter 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hammond, John 
Harmsworth. R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
eg ag Arthur C. 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Joyce, Michael 
Kearley, Hudson E, 
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Layland-Barratt, Francis 
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Levy, Maurice 
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Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
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Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry ‘ 
O’Brien, Kendal( Tipp’rary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John . 
O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
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gare ag cites Mellor 
Perks, Robert William 
Power, Patrick Joseph 


Rea, Russe 
Reckitt, Harold James 


Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Zifion) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, HerbertL. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, Jona Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Kt. Hn. A. J. (Man’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Cavendish, V C W (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J A (Worc 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos H. A. E. 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasg.) 
Cox, Irwin Edwd. Bainbridge 
Craig,CharlesCurtis(A ntrim,S 
Cranborne, Lord 

Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Douglas; Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. -Hon. Sir Wm. Hait 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Garfit, William 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
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Shackleton, David James 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C,R( Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 
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Thomas,SirA.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 


Tomkinson, James 
} 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
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Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Zigin & Nrn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gore, Hn.G.R.COrmsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hn. 8S. F.Ormsby- (Linc 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 


*| Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Rt Hn Ld.G.(Midzx 
Hamilton, Marq. of (Londondy 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashfd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Helder, Augustus 

Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Keswick, William 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monm’th) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S. 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reg’ld J. (Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert - 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Peel, Hn Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Perey, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
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_ Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 


Wason,JohnCathcart( Orkney) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) |. 
White,Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk,Mid, 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wood, James 


| Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Herbert Roberts and 
Mr. Brynmor Jones, 


Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John 8S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Kobert 
Round, Kt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Co). Samuel Alexander 
Sandys,Lieut. -Col.Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Maj.J.E. B.(Isleof Wight 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,RtHn.J.G. (Oaf'dUniv. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond,Rt. Hn. Sir WilliamH 
Webb,Colonel William George 
Welby,Lt.-Col.A.C.E(Zaunton 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton und. Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson,A.Stanley( York,E. R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W.H. 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hoodand Mr. Anstruther, 
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INVEST BILL. 


CoLoneL LOCK W OOD (Essex, Epping) 
moved the Second Reading of the Incest 
BiJl. He said that he had no wish to 
enter into any detailed explanation of 
this Bill, which dealt with a rather dis- 
agreeable subject. He believed there 
was no objection to its being referred to 
the Grand Committee on Law. He had 
been induced to introduce the Bill by 
the number of such crimes being com- 
mitted in the rural districts of England, 
and he did not think that hon. Members 
would imagine that such crimes should 
not be severely punished. 


Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire) 
said that this Bill proposed to make 
criminal certain offencés which at the 
present time were nots». One had only 
to read the Bill toarrive at the conclusion 
that the offences with which it dealt 
ought te come within the scope of the 
criminal law. But, on the other hand, 
the Bill was very comprehensive, and 
brought in a number of matters which 
it was very desirable should be carefully 
considered by the responsible Law 
Officers of the Government, if it was to 
be proceeded with. The House should 
know from the Law Officers what was 
the view of the Government, and why 
this matter had not before been brought 
before them. They all knew that the 
law in Scotland on these matters was 
very different from that of England, and 
that there were certain offences in Scot- 
land which were not only criminal but 
capital. Yet they knew that it was im- 

ssible to make the law operative, and 
that under these circumstances they 
were entitled to have some careful con- 
sideration on the part of the Law Officers 
of the Crown before they could say that 
the criminal law in England should be 


altered in the direction indicated in the |’ 
* Bill. 


There were some things which 
obviously: ought to be made criminal 
offences, but there were others deserving 
of the closest scrutiny. He was not 
saying one word against the Bill, 
which he thought should be passed 
in some form, but it was a measure 
which ought to have been introduced 
and dealt with by the Government. 
Speaking for himself, he should like to 
know the views of the Government, and 
what attitude they proposed to take. 


{COMMONS} 








Animals Bill. 

Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
said he hoped the Attorney General 
would give the House the views of the 
Government on this Bill. It was per- 
fectly true that incest was a criminal 
offence in Scotland, but it was not now 
punishable with death. The death 
penalty was abolished a number of 
years ago, and the crime was now 
punishable with penal servitude. He 
did not think that there had been any 
convictions of recent years in Scotland 
under alaw which was passed in 1567. 
At any rate, if a law against incest was to 
be put in force in England it ought to 
be put in force by responsible officers of 
the Crown, and not by private pro- 
secution. 
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Tue ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert FINLAY, Inverness Burghs) 
said he did not rise for the purpose of 
opposing the Second Reading of the 
Bill. On the part of everyone there 
must be very great sympathy with the 
feeling behind the introduction of the 
Bill; but it was a Bill which required 
very careful consideration in regard to 
its provisions. There were many matters 
which it was most desirous to check, 
but at the same time there were cases 
in which a most laudable and potent 
desire to check these evils might possibly 
lead, by methods of administration, to 
other and graver evils. 


Bill read a second time, and com- 
mitted to the Standing Committee on 
Law, ete. 


CRUELTY TO ANIMALS BILL. 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Question [2nd March]. ‘“ That 
the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Question 
resumed. 


again proposed :—Debhate 


Mr. CALDWELL said that this Bill 
had for its object a complete change in 
an Act passed very recently after careful 
discussion by this House. He believed 
that the provisions of the Act, so far as 
the general public were concerned, had 
given perfect satisfaction. Undoubtedly 
certain parties, who were probably 
actuated by a desire for scientific 
research and various matters of that kind, 
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Adjournment of 


thought that to acertain extent they were 
hampered by the provisions of the Act, 
and they wanted the limitations placed 
on experiments on live animals by the 
Act of i876 removed. 


And, it being Midnight, the Debate 
stood Adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed this day. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS (KITCHEN AND 
REFRESHMENT ROOMS). 
Ordered, that a Seiect Committee be 
appointed to control the arrangements for 
the Kitchen and Refreshment Rooms in 
the Department of the Serjeant at Arms 
attending this House. 


Ordered, That the Committee do 
consist of seventeen Members. 


The Committee was accordingly 
nominated of—Mr. James Bailey, Mr. 
Broadhurst, Sir Harry Bullard, Mr. 
Cremer, Mr. Dalziel, Sir Horatio Davies, 
Sir Thomas Firbank, Mr. Jacoby, Mr. 
Leigh-Bennett, Colonel Lockwood, Mr. 
Lonsdale, Dr. MacDonnell, Mr. Nicol, 
Mr. George Ormsby-Gore, Mr. Pierpoint, 
Mr. Power, and Mr. William Redmond. 


Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, 
and records. 


Ordered, That three be the quorum.— 
(Sir Alexander Acland-Hood.) 


{5 Marcu 1903} 





the House. 


PUBLIC PETITIONS. 


Ordered, That a Select Committee be 
appointed, to whom shall be referred all 
Petitions presented to the House, with 
the exception of such as relate to Private 
Bills; and that such Committee do 
classify and prepare abstracts of the 
same, in such form and manner as shall 
appear to them best suited to convey to 
the House all requisite information 
respecting,their contents, and do report 
the same from time to time to the 
House ; and that the reports of the 
Committee do set forth the number 
of signatures to each Petition only ix 
respect to those signatures to which 
addresses are affixed. And that such 
Committee have power to direct the 
printing in extenso of such Petitions, or 
of such parts of Petitions, as shall appear 
to require it: and that such Committee 
have power to report their opinion and 
observations thereupon to the House. 
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The Committee was accordingly 
nominated of—Mr. Allsopp, Mr. Edward 
Barry, Mr. Brymer, Sir Charles Dal- 
rymple, Colonel Kenyon-Slaney, General 
Laurie, Mr. Herbert Lewis, Sir Henry 
Meysey-Thompson, Mr. Charles Morley, 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor, Mr. Phillips, Mr. 
Tollemache, Lord Willoughby de Eresby, 
and Mr. Henry Joseph Wilson. 


Ordered, That three be the quorum.— 
(Sir Alexander Acland-Hood.) 


Adjourned at three minutes sfter 
Twelve o’clock. 
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APPENDIX 1. 


PUBLIC BILLS 


DEALT WITH IN VOLUME CXVI. 
Those marked thus * are Government Bills. The figures in parentheses in 
the last column refer to the page in this volume. “(H.L.]” following title 
indicates that the Bill originated in the Lords. 





(A.) House or Lorps. 

















Title of Bill. Brought in by Progress. 
5 oe Lighting (London) | Lord Wolverton Read 1¢ 5th March (1479) 
H.L. ; 
Light Locomotives (Ireland) Read 1¢ 3rd March (1220) 
*Marine Insurance [H.L. } Lord Chancellor Read 1* 24th Feb. (639) 
Outdoor Relief (Friendly Read 1* 3rd March (1220) 
Societies) 
*Prevention of Corruption | Lord Chancellor Read 1“ 19th Feb. (262) 
[H.L. | 
Shops (Early Closing) [u.1.]| Lord Ribblesdale Read 1* 19th Feb. (259) 
(B.) House or Commons. 
Title of Bill. Brought in by Progress. 
Aged Pensioners Mr. Remnant Read 1 20th Feb. (402) 
Aged Pensioners (No. 2) Mr. Samuel Roberts Read 1° 24th Feb. (681) 
Bank Holidays (Ireland) | Mr. O'Mara Read 1° 24th Feb. (682) 
Read 2° 26th Feb. (1004) 
Bankruptey Law Amend-| Sir Albert Rollit Read 1° 23rd Feb. (514) 
ment 
*Borough Funds Mr. Walter Long Read 1° 5th March (1578) 
Church Discipline Mr, David Maelver Read 1° 20th Feb. (400) 
Church Discipline (No. 2) | Mr. Cripps Read 1° 5th March (1577) 
Coal Mines Regulation Mr. Markham Read 1° 20th Feb. (402) 
Colonial Marriages General Laurie Read 1° 23rd Feb. (513) 
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(B.) Hotse or ComMons—continued. 


Title of Bill. Brought in by 











Congested Districts (Scot-| Mr. John Dewur Read 1° 23rd Feb (513) 
land) Act (1897) Amend- 
ment 
Conspiracy Law Amendment | Mr. 0’ Dowd Read 1° 20th Feb. (402) 
Coroner’s Inquests (Railway | Mr. Channing Read 1° 20th Feb. (407) 
‘atalities) 
*County Councils (Bills in | Mr. Walter Long Read 1° 4th March (1366) 
Parliament) 
County Courts Jurisdiction | Sir Albert Rollit Read 1° 20th Feb. (406) 
Extension Read 2° 26th Feb. (1016) 
Criminal Aliens Sir Howard Vincent | Read 1’ 3rd March (1242) 
Cruelty to Animals Sir Frederick Banbury | Read 1° 23rd Feb. (636) 
Detention of Poor Persons | Mr. Baird Read 1° 20th Feb. (403) 
(Scotland) 


Drunkenness and Registra-| Mr. 7. W. Russell Read 1° 20th Feb. (403) 
tion of Clubs (Ireland) 


Education (Scotland) Mr. Parker Smith Read 1° 20th Feb. (404) 


Elementary Education| Mr. Heywood Johnstone| Read 1° 20th Feb. (403) 
Amendment 


*Employment of Children | Mr. Akers Douglas Read 1° 4th March (1422) 


Foreign Shipowners’ Lia- | Mr. Harry Samuel Read 1° 20th Feb. (403) 
bility 


ir Charles Dilke Read 1° 20th Feb. (405) 


J 


Franchise and Removal of | S 
Women’s Disabilities 


Hall-marking of Foreign | Mr. Samu-i Roberts | Read 1° 20th Feb. (402) 


Plate 
Housing of the Working| Sir John  Dickson- | Read 1° 23rd Feb. (513) 
Classes (London) Poynder 
Housing of the Working | Mr. Claude Hay Read 1° 5th March (1577) , 


Classes (Repayment of 
Loans) 


Incest Colonel Lockwood Read 1° 24th Feb. (6380) 
Read 2° 5th March (1683) 
1 
Innkeepers’ Liability Sir Brampton Gurdon | Read 1° 20th Feb. (401) 
Jury Acts (Ireland) Amend- | Mr. O'Mara Read 1° 20th Feb, (404) ) 


ment [22] 
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(B.) House or ComMons—continued. 








Title of Bill. 


Labourers (Ireland) Acts 
Amendment 


Land Tenure 


Land Values Assessment 


and Rating 
Leasehold Enfranchisement 


Leaseholders (Purchase of 
Fee Simple) 


Licensing (Ireland) 


Licensing Law (Compensa- 
tion for Non-Renewal) 


*Licensing (Scotland) Acts 
Amendment 


Light Locomotives (Ireland) 


Liquor Trattic Local Veto 
(Scotland) 


Liquor Traffic Local Veto 
(Wales) 


Local Authorities’ Officers’ 
Superannuation 


Local Government (Ireland) 


Local Government (Scot- 
land) Act (1894) Amend- 
ment 


*Local Government (Trans- 
fer of Powers) 


Market Gardeners’ Compen- 
sation 


Marriage with a Deceased 
Wife’s Sister 


Medical Act (1858) Amend- 
ment 





Brought in by 


Mr. Dillon 


Mr. Lambert 


Dr. Maenumara 


General Laurie 


Mr. Kearley 


Mujor Rasch 
Mr. Hugh Law 
Mr. Butcher 


The Lord Advocate 


Mr. scott Montagu 


Mr. Hunter Craig 
Mr. Herbert Roberts 
Captain Jessel 

Mr. Duffy 

Mr. Cathcart Wason 
Mr. Walter Long 
Colonel Long 

Sir Gilbert Purker 


General Laurie 


Progress. 








Read 1° 20th Feb. (403) 


Read 1° 5th March (1578) 
Read 1° 20th Feb, (400) 


Read 1° 23rd Feb. (513) 
Read 1° 23rd Feb, (514) 


Read 1° 2nd March (1216) 
Read 1° 20th Feb. (405) 
Read 1° 20th Feb. (401) 


Read 1° 4th March (1384) 


Read 1° 20th Feb. (404) 
Read 2° 26th Feb. (1004) 
Committee’s Report Read 
3° and passed 2nd March 
(1216) . 
Read 1° 20th Feb. (406) 
Read 1° 24th Feb. (680) 
Read 1° 3rd March (1242) 
Read 1° 24th Feb. (681) 
Read 1° 5th March (1577) 
Read 1° 2nd March (1120) 
Read 1? 4th March (1366) 


Read 1° 20th Feb. (401) 


Read 1° 23rd Feb. (513) 
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(B.) House or ComMoNs—continued. 





Title of Bill. 


Medical Act (1886) Amend- 
ment 


Medical Acts Amendment 
Merchandise Marks 


Merchant Shipping (Light- 
houses) 


Mines (Eight Hours) 
Ministry of Cothmerce 


*Naval Forces 


Old Age Pensions 


Out-door Relief (Friendly 
Societies) 


Pistols 
Plumbers’ Registration 


Prevention of Disease (Fruit 
Trees) 


Prevention of Pollution of 
Rivers and Streams 


Public Health 


Public Houses (Hours of 
Closing) (Scotland) 


Public Trustee 
Railways (Private Sidings) 
Rating of Machinery 


Roman Catholics’ 
abilities Removal 


Dis- 


*Sale of Adulterated Butter 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors 
on Saturdays (Ireland) 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors 
on Sunday 











4 


Brought in by 


(reneral Laurie 


Sir John Batty Tuke 
Sir Howard Vincent 


Mr. Charles M‘Arthur 


Mr. Ellis Griffith 
Mr. Louis Sinclair 
Mr. Arnold-Forster 


Mr. Channing 
Sir Edward Strachey 


Mr. Helme 
Sir Frederick Dixon- 


Hartland 
Sir James Rankin 


Sir Francis S. Powell 
Sir Francis 8, Powell 


Sir John 
Maxwell 


Stirling 


Sir Howard Vincent 
Sir John Brunner 
Mr. Chapman 


Dr. Robert Ambrose 


Mr. Hanbury 


Mr. Sloan 


Mr. Perks 





| 








Progress. 


Read 1° 23rd Feb. (513) 


Read 1° 23rd Feb. (513) 
Read 1° 26th Feb. (938) 


Read 1° 20th Feb. (400) 


Read 1° 23rd Feb. (514) 
Read 1° 4th March (1366) 


Read 1° 4th March (1382) 
Read 2° 5th March (1649) 
Read 1° 20th Feb. (406) 
Read 1° 20th Feb. (406) 
Read 2° 27th Feb. (1012) 
Committee Report read 3° and 
passed 2nd March (1215) 

Read 1° 20th Feb. (404) 
Read 1° 25th Feb. (804) 


Read 1° 25th Feb. (804) 
Read 1° 24th Feb. (680) 


Read 1° 24th Feb. (681) 


Read 1° 5th March (1578) 


| Read 1° 26th Feb. (938) 


Read 1° 20th Feb. (401) 
Read 1° 20th Feb. (400) 
Read 1° 20th Feb. (404) 


Read 1° 4th March (1407) 
Read 1° 20th Feb. (402) 


Read 1° 20th Feb. (406) 








ind 


(B.) Housk or ComMons—wsontinued. 





Title of Bill. 


Brought in by 





School Board Electorate 
(Scotland) 


Shops 
Small Holders (Scotland) 


Solicitors 


Steam Engines and Boilers 
Persons in Charge 


Tied Houses (Abolition) 
Town Tenants (Ireland) 
Trade Disputes 

Trade Disputes Arbitration 


Trade Unions and Trade 
Disputes 


Tramways (Hoursof Labour) 


Trustee Act (1893) Amend 
ment 


Vaccination 
Vaccination Prosecutions 


Wages Boards 





Mr. Weir 


Sir Charles Dilke 
Mr. Black 


Sir Albert Rollit 


Mr. Fenwick 


Mr. Broadhurst 

Mr. Kendal O Brien 
Mr. Shackleton 

Mr. Nannetti 

Sir Charles Dilke 


Mr. Nannetti 


Mr. Galloway 


Mr. Broadhurst 
Mr. Channing 
Sir Charles Dilke 





Progress. 


Read 1° 25th Feb. (805) 





Read 1° 20th Feb. (405) 

Read 1° 23rd Feb. (512) 

Read 1° 20th Feb. (406) 

Read 2° 27th Feb. (1026) 
(adjourned) 


Read 1° 20th Feb. (402) 


Read 1° 5th March (1577) 
Read 1° 20th Feb. (404) 
Read 1° 20th Feb. (401) 
Read 1° 2nd March (1120) 
Kead 1 24th Feb. (680) 


Read 1° 25th Feb. (805) 
Read 1° 2nd March (1216) 


Read !° 5th March (1577) 
Read 1° 20th Feb. (407) 
Read 1° 20th Feb. (405) 
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APPENDIX II. 


HOUSE OF 


COMMONS, SESSION 





1903, 


List oF Rutes, OrpErs, &c,, which have been presented during the Session, and are 
required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table of 


the House. 





Title of Paper. 


Date from which 
the Period runs. 


Period to lie upon 
the Table. 





Factory and Workshop Acts (Particulars of Piece Work 
Wages) (Wholesale Gisera, Cony of Order, dated 
5th January, 1903, made by the Secretary of State for 
the Rote: Depastenent, applying, with modifications, 
the provisions of Section 116 of The Factory and 
Worksho Act, 1901, to Factories and Workshops in 
which olesale Tailoring is carried on, and to Out- 
workers employed in Wholesale Tailoring, and the 
Occupiers and Contractors by whom they are employed 
{1 Edw. VIL., e¢. 22, s. 126 (3) 





Factory and Workshop Acts (Sanitary Accommodation), 
—Copy of Order, dated 4th February, 1903, made by 
the Secretary of State for the Home Department, in 
pursuance of Section 9 of. The Factory and Workshop 
Act, 1901, determining what is sufficient and suitable 
accommodation in the way of sanitary conveniences 
within the meaning of that section [1 Edw. VIT., ec. 
22, s. 126 (3)] 


Board of Agriculture Act, 1889,—Copy of Draft Order 
in Council transferring to the Board of Agriculture all | 
the powers and duties which were conferred on the 
Commissioners of His Majesty’s Works and Public 
Buildings in respect of the Royal Botanic Gardens, 
Kew, by or in pursuance of Section 22 of The Crown 
Lands Act, 1851, or The Parks Regulation Act, 1872 
[52 and 53 Vic., e. 30, s. 4] 


Patents, Designs, and Trade Marks Acts,—Copy of 
Patents Rules, 1901, under the Patents, Designs, and 
Trade Marks Acts, 1883 to 1902 [46 and 47 Vic., ec. 57, 
s. 101 (5)] 


Inebriates Acts, 1879 to 1899 (Rules for Retreats) (Lre- 
land),—Copy of Rules for Retreats in Ireland licensed 
under the Inebriates Acts, 1879 to 1899, dated 3rd 
February, 1903, approved by the Lord Lieutenant [61 

,and 62 Vic., ¢. 60, s. 21 (1)] 





Supreme Court of Judicature Act (Ireland), 1877,— 
Copies of two Orders in Council, dated 17th November, 
1902, giving effect to Rules of Court [40 and 41 Vic., 
ce. 57, s. 69] 


Intermediate Education (Ireland),—Co 
of Examinations for 1903 [41 and 42 


of Time Table 
ic., c. 66, s. 6] 


Intermediate Education (Ireland),—Copy of Additional 
Rule varying the Rules and Programme of Examina- | 
tions for 1903 [41 and 42 Vic., c. 66, s. 6] 


17 February 


17 February 


17 February 


17 February 


17 February 


17 February 


17 February 


17 February 





40 days 


40 days 


30 days 


40 days 


4 weeks (whilst 
the House is sit- 
ting) 


100 sitting days 


40 days 


40 days 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS, SESSION 1903—continued. 
List OF RULES, ORDERS, &C.—continued. 








’ Title of Paper. 


Date from which 
the Period runs. 


Period to lie upon 
the Table. 





Publie Records (War Oftice),—Copy of Seventh Schedule 
containing a List and Particulars of Classes of Docu- 
ments existing or accruing in the Office of His 
Majesty’s Principal Secretary of State for the War 
Department, which are not considered of sufficient 

ublic value to justify their preservation in the Public 
Roce Office [40 and 41 Vic., c. 55, s. 1] 


New South Wales (Women’s Franchise Act, 1902),— 
Copy of the Women’s Franchise Act, 1902 (New South 
Wales) [13 and 14 Vie., ¢. 59, s. 32] 


New South Wales (Parliamentary Elections (Amend- 


- ment) Act, 1902),—Copy of The Parliamentary Elec- 


tions (Amendment) Act, 1902 (New South Wales) [13 
and 14 Vice., ¢. 59, s. 32] 


Sea Fisheries Regulation Act, 1888,—Copy of Order 
made by the Board of Trade, under the provisions of 
the said Act, for the variation of their Order creating 
the Devon Sea Fisheries District, together with 
Report by Inspector on Inquiry [51 and 52 Vice., c. 54, 
s. 1 (4)] 





18 February 


25 February 


25 February 


4 March 





4 weeks 


30 days 


30 days 


30 days 

















